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0.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15123, this Chapter of the Draft Revised Environmental |mpact
Report (DREIR) provides a brief description of the Project; identification of significant effects and proposed
mitigation measures or alternatives that would reduce or avoid those effects; areas of controversy known to
the lead agency; and issues to be resolved including the choice among alternatives and whether and how to
mitigate the significant effects.

0.1 BACKGROUND SUMMARY

The environmental review process for the proposed Church of the Woods Project (Project) began in 2003, with
aproject of larger scope. A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) was prepared, and on May 20, 2004, the
San Bernardino County Planning Commission approved the Project and adopted the MND. On May 28, 2004,
an appea was filed and the Project Applicant resubmitted a smaller project design by removing the proposed
on-site school. On February 14, 2005, the County of San Bernardino (County) circulated the Notice of
Preparation (NOP) to the State Clearinghouse (SCH), Office of Planning and Research (OPR), responsible
agencies, and other interested parties. A Draft EIR was prepared and circulated for public review and comment
from April 14, 2010 to June 17, 2010 (2010 Draft EIR). During the review period, the County received
comments in opposition of the Project. The County took no further action on the Project at that time.

The County of San Bernardino made the decision to prepare a Revised EIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15088.5(a) as a result of the availability of new information. The County determined that a Draft
Revised EIR (DREIR) is necessary because approximately eight years have elapsed since the circulation of
the 2010 Draft EIR for public review and existing conditions should be reevaluated. A DREIR is also
necessary to address the change in conditions resulting from the County of San Bernardino, Department of
Public Works' purchase of a portion of land contained within the initial Project proposal to develop the
Rimforest Strom Drain Project. The Rimforest Storm Drain Project was subject to an independent CEQA
review and the EIR (SCH No. 2015051070) was certified by the County Board of Supervisors on May 23,
2017. Furthermore, a DREIR is necessary to reflect the revisions and modifications to the proposed Project’s
site plan. For the reasons stated above, the County of San Bernardino has elected to prepare a DREIR and to
recircul ate the entire document.

0.2 PROJECT SUMMARY

The Project involves the development of a church campus on an undeveloped property in the Rim Forest
community of unincorporated San Bernardino County. The church campus would include an assembly
building/children’s ministry, a youth center gymnatorium, a maintenance building/caretaker unit, a 600-seat
worship center, various recreational fields and facilities, and parking. The facilities would be developed on
approximately 13.6 acres of a 27.12-acre property.

The proposed Project would result in the development of approximately 13.6 acres (50%) of the Project site
(6.4 acres of structures, drives, walks, and drainage features; 7.2 acres of sportsfields, play areas, recreation,
landscaping, and landscaped manufactured slopes). The remaining 13.5 acres (50%) of the site would be
retained as open space, including hiking trails, fuel modification zones, and undisturbed forested areas.

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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Vehicular access onto the Project site would be provided by a private driveway connecting to Highway 18. A
secondary emergency access would connect with Highway 18 approximately 400 feet east of the proposed
driveway. The proposed Project would provide atotal of 311 parking spaces, which would meet and exceed
the County’ s Development Code minimum parking requirements’.

A permanent fuel modification zone with a minimum width of 100 feet around all proposed structures would
provide afire break to deter the spread of apotential forest fire.> The extent of the fuel modification boundaries
would be determined by the San Bernardino County Fire Department (SBCFD) based on the approval of a
Fuel Modification Plan, which would be concurrent with the Project’ s approval .

0.3 AREAS OF CONTROVERSY AND ISSUES TO BE RESOLVED

According to CEQA Guidelines Section15123(b)(2)(3), the Executive Summary of an EIR shall identify
potential areas of controversy and issuesto be resolved by the decision-makers. Generally, these include those
areas where a significant unavoidable impact has been identified as well as issue areas where concerns have
been raised, primarily through the Notice of Preparation process, indicating a level of controversy. For the
proposed Church of the Woods Project, significant unavoidable impacts would occur in the areas of cumulative
biological resources (southern rubber boa, California spotted owl, and San Bernardino flying squirrel), noise,
and transportation/circul ation.

In addition, a number of comments were received by the County in response to the Notice of Preparation and
comments received at the scoping meeting for a previous version of the proposed Project and in response to
previous DEIR circulation and at public hearings, raising issues concerning grading and landslides (see Section
3.D, Geology and Soils); traffic (See Section 3.1, Transportation and Circulation); water supply and water
quality (see Section 3.F, Hydrology and Water Quality); loss of trees and wildlife (see Section 3.C, Biological
Resources); fire hazards and evacuation (see Section 3.E, Hazards); air quality (see Section 3.B, Air Quality);
development along a scenic highway (see Section 3.A, Aesthetics); and Project aternatives (see Section 4.0,
Alternatives). These constitute potential areas of controversy.

0.4 CILASSIFICATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Potential environmental impacts for the proposed Project are classified in this DREIR in the following three
categories:

e Less-Than-Significant Impact — An adverse change in the physical environment would occur but
the change would not be substantial or potentially substantial and would not exceed the threshold(s)
of significance presented in this DREIR,;

o Potentidly Significant Impact — A substantial or potentialy substantial adverse change in the
physical environment would occur and would exceed the threshold(s) of significance presented in
this DREIR, requiring the consideration of mitigation measures,

! County of San Bernardino 2007, Development Code, Section 83.11, Table 83-15 “ Parking Requirements by Land Use.”
2 County of San Bernardino 2007 Development Code, Section 82.13.060(b)(6).

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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e Significant Unavoidable Impact — A substantial adverse changein the physical environment would
occur and would exceed the threshold(s) of significance presented in this DREIR that cannot be
feasibly mitigated to less-than-significant levels; or

o Cumulative Impacts - CEQA requiresthat an EIR contain an assessment of the cumulative impacts
that may be associated with a proposed project. As noted in CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(a),
“an EIR shall discuss cumulative impacts of a project when the project’s incremental effect is
cumulatively considerable.” “A cumulative impact consists of an impact which is created as a
result of the combination of the project evaluated in the EIR together with other projects creating
related impacts” (CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(a)(1)).

All adverse physical environmental impactsidentified in the County’ s Initial Study (Technical Appendix A) as
having a possibility of exceeding identified thresholds of significance are analyzed in Section 3.0,
Environmental Analysis, of thisDREIR. Those issues found to have no possibility of exceeding thresholds of
significance are listed in Section 5.0, Other CEQA Considerations, of this DREIR.

0.5 ALTERNATIVES

The CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(a) requires an EIR to “describe the range of reasonable alternatives to
the Project, or to the location of the Project, which would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the
Project but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the Project, and evaluate the
comparative merits of the aternatives.” CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(f) directs that selection of
alternatives be guided by a*“rule of reason” that requires the EIR to set forth only those alternatives necessary
to permit areasoned choice.

Asdescribed in detail in Section 4.0 of this DREIR, three alternatives to the Project were identified, including
aNo Project Alternative, a No Project/Feasible Development Alternative, and a Reduced Project/Alternative
Site Design Alternative. Based on an analysis of these aternatives, an environmentally superior alternativeis
identified. The three identified aternatives, as well as the identified environmentally superior aternative, are
summarized below. Asrequired by the CEQA Guidelines, aternative locations were identified but rejected
because the applicant owns the Project site and, due to economic and time constraints, it would not be feasible
for the applicant to acquire, control, or otherwise have access to other alternative properties.

No Project/No Build Alternative: The No Project/No Build Alternative assumes that no
devel opment/discretionary actions, which are subject to CEQA review, would occur pertaining to the Project
site beyond that which occurs under existing conditions. Under this primary assumption, the Project would
not be constructed and the Project site would remain as undeveloped forested land.

No Project/Feasible Development Alternative: In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.6(€)(3)(B), the No Project Alternative may discuss “predictable actions by others, such as some other
Project if disapproval of the Project under consideration were to occur.” CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.6(e)(3)(C) further states that the No Project Alternative should anticipate “what would reasonably be
expected to occur in the foreseeable future if the Project were not approved based on current plans and
consistent with available infrastructure and community services.”

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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Therefore, the No Project/Feasible Development Alternative assumes the potential development of 10,000
sguare feet of manufacturing or warehouse use due to the site’ s physical constraints. This alternative would
be constructed on approximately 5 acres of the Project site and is based on the provisions for development
within the Community Industrial (IC) District.

Reduced Project/Alternative Site Design Alternative: The Reduced Project/Alternative Site Design
Alternative would reduce the major components and capacity of the Project by approximately 25% while
avoiding grading and disturbance of natural vegetation within an approximately 200-foot setback along
Highway 18. Grading and clearance of vegetation along the highway would be limited to what is required to
construct the entry and emergency accessroads. This aternative would also minimize disturbance of natural
vegetation and increase the setback between proposed playfields and existing residential uses located aong
the Project’ s southwestern boundary while also substantialy avoiding alteration of the natural drainage that
runs from the southwest to the northeast corner of the site. In addition, no temporary outdoor amphitheater
would occur under this alternative.

Environmentally Superior Alternative: The Reduced Project/Alternative Site Design would be the
environmentally superior alternative. This aternative would reduce impacts on aesthetics, air quality, land
use, and noise to a greater extent than the No Project/Feasible Development Alternative and the proposed
Project. The rest of the impacts would be similar to the proposed Project.

0.6 SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Table 0.0-1 beginning on page 0-5 presents a summary of the environmental impacts associated with the
proposed Project, the mitigation measuresthat would reduce or avoid those effects, and the level of significance
of the impacts following implementation of the mitigation measures.

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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Table 0.0-1 Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures and Levels of Significance After Mitigation

Environmental | mpact

Mitigation M easur es

Level of Significance After
Mitigation

A. Aesthetics

Threshold a2 The County of San Bernardino General
Plan does not designate any scenic vistas. Additionally,
the Project site does not contain any designated scenic
vistas. Moreover, views of the Project would be limited
due to the dense tree cover that characterizes the Project
Site.

No mitigation is required.

L ess-than-Significant Impact

Threshold b: The Project site does not contain any
roadways or vista points that provide vistas of
undisturbed natural areas. No unique or unusual features
occur on the Project site that comprise a dominant part of
the viewshed.  Additionaly, the Caltrans Scenic
Highway Mapping System indicated that there are no
officialy designated State or County Scenic Highwaysin
the vicinity of the Project site.

No mitigation is required.

Less-than-Significant Impact

Threshold ¢: During Project construction there would be
a temporary change in the Project’s visual character.
Following the completion of Project development, all
construction equipment would be removed from the
Project site. The developed Project site would change
from predominantly undisturbed forested land to achurch
campus with associated roadways, landscaping,
recreationa facilities, and infrastructure. The Project
would alter views from the SR-18 corridor looking north.
However, the Project would not result in substantia
physical degradation of the existing visual character.

No mitigation is required.

L ess-than-Significant |mpact
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Environmental | mpact

Mitigation M easures

Level of Significance After
Mitigation

B. Air Quality

Threshold & The Project’ slocalized construction-source
emissions would not exceed the applicable level of
significance thresholds nor cause or contribute new
violations. Additionally, the Project’s proposed features
would be consistent with the Community Industrial
development standards enforced by the San Bernardino
County General Plan and would be subject to a
Conditional Use Permit.

No mitigation is required.

Less-than-Significant Impact

Threshold b and ¢: Project-related construction would
not violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation. The Project would not result in a net increase
of any criteria pollutant for which the Project region isin
non-attainment under applicable federal or State ambient
air quality standard. The Project would not emit
substantial concentrations of CO, SOX, NOX, ROGs,
PM 10, or PM2.5 during long-term operation and would
not cause or contribute to an existing or projected air
quality violation, on either a direct or cumulatively
considerable basis.

No mitigation is required.

L ess-than-Significant Impact

Threshold d: Construction of the Project would not result
in the exposure of any sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations. Operational emissions would
not exceed the SCAQMD’'s LSTs for any criteria
pollutant at the nearest sensitive receptor. The Project
would not result in anew or contribute to CO Hot Spots.
Project generated traffic trips are not anticipated to result
in CO concentrations exceeding the State or federal CO
standards

No mitigation is required.

L ess-than-Significant |mpact

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino
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Environmental | mpact

Mitigation M easures

Level of Significance After
Mitigation

Threshold e: The Project could produce odors during
construction; however, standard construction practices
would minimize odors. During long-term operation, the
proposed Project would include a church campus with
sports fields and sport courts, which are not typically
associated with objectionable odors. The proposed
Project would be required to comply with SCAQMD
Rule 402, which prohibits the discharge of odorous
emissions.

No mitigation is required.

Less-than-Significant Impact

C. Biological Resources

Threshold a: The Project site contains suitabl e habitat for
three special-status species in the region, which include
the Southern Rubber Boa, California Spotted Owl, and
San Bernardino Flying Squirrel. Implementation of the
Project would result in the direct removal of suitable
habitat for these species. The Project site and the
surrounding area has the potential to refuge nesting birds.
The proposed Project has the potential to disrupt nesting
if construction occurs between February 1% and August
314,

MM-3.C1(A Prior to the issuance of any grading permits,

the Project Applicant shal provide
evidence to the Public Works Director or
their designee, and the Development
Services Director or their designee, that the
following actions have or will be
implemented.

» A pre-construction clearance survey for
southern rubber boa, San Bernardino
flying squirrel and California spotted
owl shall be conducted at the Project site
by an approved biologist no less than 30
days prior to any ground disturbing
activities.

* A copy of the results of the pre-
construction survey (and any additional
surveys) shall be provided to the San
Bernardino County Planning
Department prior to the issuance of a
grading permit or the granting of any
authorization for any vegetation clearing
and ground disturbance activities at the
Project site.

Cumulatively Considerable

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino
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Environmental | mpact

Mitigation M easures

Level of Significance After
Mitigation

MM-3.C1(b)

o If the results are negative, the County
may issue the grading permit.
olf southern rubber boa, San
Bernardino  Flying squirrel  or
California spotted owl are detected
on-site during the preconstruction
clearance survey(s), the Project
Biologist shall notify the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife
(CDFW) immediately.
An approved hiologist shall be onsite
during all vegetation clearing and rough
grading. In the event that southern
rubber boa, San Bernardino Flying
squirrel or California spotted owl are
detected on-site during vegetation
clearing or rough grading activities, the
approved biologist shall have authority
to halt vegetation clearing and/or rough
grading activities until remedial
measures determined by the Project
Biologist are implemented and until a
suitable buffer has been established as
identified by the Project Biologist.
Vegetation clearing and/or rough
grading activities shall only be allowed
to commence within the buffer areaonce
the approved biologist makes a
determination that the species is no
longer present.

Prior to theissuance of any grading permits,
the Project Applicant shal provide
evidence to the Public Works Director or
their designee and the Development
Services Director and their designeethat the

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino
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Environmental | mpact

Mitigation M easures

Level of Significance After
Mitigation

Project Applicant has provided for the
permanent preservation and management in
perpetuity of 13.40 acres of onsite habitat
that supports atotal of 1.65 available onsite
acres of high-quality southern rubber boa
habitat, 2.18 acres of moderate quality
southern rubber boa habitat and 9.57 acres
of low quality southern rubber boa habitat,
545 acres of moderate quality San
Bernardino flying squirrel habitat and 7.95
acres of low-quality San Bernardino flying
squirrel habitat; and 5.85 acres of moderate-
quality California spotted owl habitat and
7.55 acres of low-quality California spotted
owl habitat. The onsite habitat shall be
permanently  protected through the
recordation of a CDFW-approved
conservation easement, the selection of a
CDFW-approved conservation
management entity and by funding a “non-
wasting” endowment that provides for the
costs associated with any initia
improvements and management actions as
defined in a Long-term Management Plan.
The long-term management plan shall be
submitted to CDFW for review and
approval.

Threshold b and c: A single drainage feature containing
riparian habitat islocated within the southwest portion of
the Project site. This drainage feature does not contain
any wetland or wetland vegetation. The drainage feature
is proposed to be a part of the County’s Rimforest Strom
Drain Project; however, the proposed Project has the
potentia to be implemented prior to the County’s Storm
Drain Project. The Project has the potential to result in
direct impacts to the riparian habitat. The Project site

MM-3.C2(c) Prior totheissuance of any grading plan prior

to the start of any on-site construction of
facilities associated with the Rimforest Flood
Control Project, the Project Applicant shall
provide evidence to the Public Works
Director or their designee and the
Development Services Director or ther
designee that the Project Applicant has
secured the following regulatory approvals:

Less-than-Significant Impact with
Mitigation

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino
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does not contain any special-status plant species and it
predominantly contains a mixed conifer forest plant
community, which is relatively common for the San
Bernardino Mountains. The Project would remove
common plant species that are abundant in the region.

Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 404
Nationwide Permit No. 39: Commercia and
Ingtitutional Developments, CWA Section
401 Water Quality Certification, and
Cdlifornia Department of Fish and Wildlife
(CDFW) Section 1602 Lake or Streambed
Alteration Agreement.

Threshold e: The proposed Project would not result in
significant conflicts with any applicable policy
established by the San Bernardino General Plan or Lake
Arrowhead Community Plan. Additionally, neither does
the San Bernardino General Plan nor the Lake
Arrowhead Community Plan have a tree preservation
policy or ordinance.

No mitigation is required.

L ess-than-Significant |mpact

Threshold f: The Project site is located within the Lake
Arrowhead Community Plan, whichis not located within
an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natura
Community Conservation Plan, or other approval local,
regional, or state HCP. No HCPs have been approved
and none are in the process of approval for the lands
within the San Bernardino Mountains.

No mitigation is required.

Less-than-Significant Impact

D. Geology and Soils

Threshold & The Project site is not located within any
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones and no known
faults underlie the site. The Project site would not be
exposed to fault rupture during a seismic event. The
potential for liquefaction on the Project site is non-
existent, although the northeasterly areas of the on-site
drainage course may have some liquefaction potential.
However, the Project is required to comply with current
State and Local building and safety codes and the San
Bernardino County Development Code. The Project site
is located within an area of “moderate to high” landslide
susceptibility. Development of the Project would further

MM 3.D-1 Prior to issuance of any grading permit, the San
Bernardino County Building Official or their
designee shall confirm that the Grading Plan
incorporates specific measures from the
required design-level geotechnical
investigation which shall, a a minimum,
address landdlides, liquefaction, lateral
spreading, and collapsible soils. The
geotechnical investigation report and the
measures that shall be included as notes on the
Grading Plan and shall comport with the
provisions established in Chapter 87.08, Soils

Less-than-Significant Impact with
Mitigation

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino
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disturb the subsurface environment and could potentially
exacerbate the occurrence of landslides at the site.

Reports, and Chapter 88.02, Soil and Water
Conservation, of the San Bernardino County
Code. Remedial measures to address
landslides may include, but not be limited to:
removal, repositioning, embedment, anchoring
of boulders; installation of catchment fences;
and construction in accordance with the
recommendations of the Project geotechnical
engineer, CALGreen and any County
guidelines. Potential remedial measures that
may be required to address collapsible soils
may include, but not be limited to, over-
excavation of all uncontrolled artificia fill and
upper portion of the surficial soils during site
grading. Remedial measures to address
liquefaction may include, but not be limited to,
specialized compaction techniques and cement
or chemical grouting. Prior to issuance of any
grading permit, the San Bernardino County
Building Officia shall ensure that any and all
remedial measures identified in the Project-
specific  geotechnical  investigation are
incorporated as notes on al fina Project
construction plans so that they may be
implemented during Project grading and
construction activities.

Threshold b: Grading activities associated with the
proposed Project would temporarily expose underlying
soils in the Project’s grading footprint to water and air,
which would increase erosion susceptibility. The Project
would be required to obtain coverage under NPDES
permit for construction activities. Additiondly, the
Project would be required to prepare a SWPPP that would
address construction fencing, sand bags, and other
erosion control features. The Project would also comply
with SCAQMD Rule 403 - Fugitive Dust, which would

No mitigation is required.

Less-than-Significant Impact

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino
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minimize wind related erosion. Following construction,
wind and water erosion on the Project site would be
minimized, as previoudy disturbed areas would be
landscaped. A bioretention basin would be developed at
the south-central portion of the Project site and would
receive storm water flows. The Project would be
required to prepare and submit a Project specific SWPPP
and Final WQMP, which would identify and implement
an effective combination of erosion control and sediment
control measures.

Threshold ¢c: The Project siteislocated in an areathat is
susceptible to landslides. The Project would be designed
and constructed to incorporate the recommendations of
the Project specific geotechnical investigation and would
not create conditions that would result in the occurrence
of an on- site or off-site landdide. The sloped areas of
the Project site may potentially be susceptible to lateral
spreading. The Rimforest Strom Drain Project is
anticipated to commence prior to the proposed Project
and would remove or recompact soils susceptible to
lateral spreading and liquefaction. However, it is
unknown whether the Storm Drain Project would remove
all the soils susceptible to lateral spreading and
liquefaction. Therefore, there would be a potential for
the Project site to contain soils susceptible to lateral
spreading and liquefaction. The magjority of the Project
siteisunderlain by granite bedrock at shallow depths and
the potential for subsidence along these areas is
considered non-existent. Nonetheless, the Project would
be subject to the requirements established by the State
and local building and safety codes. The Project site
contains older alluvial soils, which is susceptible to
collapse if left in place and exposed to weight. The
Project has the potentia to located on geologic soil that
isunstable.

MM 3.D-1 shall apply.

MM 3.D-2

MM 3.D-2 Prior to the issuance of any
grading permit, the San Bernardino County
Building Official shall confirm that the
Grading Plan incorporates specific measures
from the required design-level Project-
specific geotechnical investigation to address
lateral  spreading. The geotechnica
investigation report shall comport with the
provisions established in Chapter 87.08,
Soils Reports, and Chapter 88.02, Soil and
Water Conservation, of the San Bernardino
County Code. Remedial measures shall be
undertaken as recommended by the licensed
geotechnical engineer and approved by the
County as part of the grading operation and
construction phases. Remedial measures to
address lateral spreading may include, but
not be limited to: removal and re-compaction
of near surface soils, the use of deep
foundations and/or stone columns, and deep
dynamic compaction. The remedia
measures undertaken shall ensure that
potential lateral movements calculated as
part of the geotechnical exploration and

Lessthan-Significant Impact with
Mitigation

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino
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analysis can accommodate habitable
structures  pursuant to  CALGreen
requirements as well as paved roads and wet
or dry utilities, and thereby safeguard
habitable structures, roads, and utility lines
against potential seismic hazards. The
findings of the geological explorations and
recommendations shall be documented in a
Project-specific geotechnical investigation
report prepared by a licensed geotechnical
engineer. The report shall be approved by
the County and the recommendations
contained in the report shall be implemented
and required as grading permit and building
permit conditions of approva. Prior to
issuance of any grading permit, the San
Bernardino County Building Official shall
ensure that any and all remedial measures
identified in the Project-specific
geotechnical investigation are incorporated
as notes on al final Project construction
plans so that they may be implemented
during Project grading and construction
activities.

Threshold d: The Project site contains granular soilsin
the upper materials, which are considered to have very
low expansion potential.

No mitigation is required

L ess-than-Significant Impact

E. Hazards

Threshold & Emergency access and evacuations routes
occur within thevicinity of the Project site. The Project’s
proposed occupants are anticipated to already live in the
area; therefore, the Project would not meaningfully
change the number of people requiring evacuation down
the mountain during a major wildfire. Fire services for

No mitigation is required

Less-than-Significant Impact

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino
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the Project would be provided by 3 local CFFPD Fire
Stations and assistance would be supplemented by PCFs.
Additionally, fire services would be reduced through
Project compliance with applicable statues, codes,
ordinances, and standards of the CFFPD.

Threshold b: The Project site is located within a“Very
High Fire Hazard Severity Area.” The Project has the
potential to expose people and structures to wildland fire
hazards. However, the Project has been designed to meet
or exceed fire hazard requirements established by the
County, CFFPD, and USFS. Additionaly, proof of
compliance would be required as a standard condition of
Project approval, site grading, issuance of building
permit, and Project occupancy.

No mitigation is required.

Less-than-Significant Impact

Threshold ¢ and d: The Project site is located
approximately 11.0 miles south of the Hesperia Airport
and approximately 25 miles northeast of the Ontario
International Airport. The Project site is not located
within an Airport Safety Review Area and does not have
the potential to expose people residing or working in the
Project area to hazards associated with public airport or
private airstrips.

No mitigation is required.

L ess-than-Significant Impact

F. Hydrology and Water Quality

Threshold b. The Project does not propose the use of
groundwater. The groundwater at the Project site is
anticipated to consist of insignificant amounts of perched
water and limited amount of water within the fractures of
the bedrock.

No mitigation is required.

L ess-than-Significant |mpact

Threshold ¢, d, and e: The Project would alter the Project
site and would result in anominal increase in the overall
drainage area’s Q value. Onsite flows would be
discharged to the existing drainage course (as modified
by the Rimforest Flood Control Project) and overall

No mitigation is required.

Lessthan-Significant

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino
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topography would not be substantially altered by Project
devel opment.

Threshold a and f. The Project would be required to
submit a SWPPP to address erosion control and water
quality measures during and after construction to obtain
a NPDES construction general permit. The Project
would implement and monitor BMPs to support the
elimination or reduction of pollutants to comply with
applicable water quality standards. The Project prepared
a Project specific WQMP that identifies operationa
structural and non-structural BMPs that would be
incorporated into the Project's operation and
mai ntenance.

No mitigation is required.

L ess-than-Significant Impact

Threshold g and h: According to the FEMA Flood
Insurance Rate Map No. 06071C7955H, the Project site
is not located within a special flood hazard zone area that
is subject to inundation by a 1% annual flood.
Additionally, the proposed Project is a commercia
development and would include on housing facility to
accommodate the on-site caretaker. The on-site water
drainage system would convey storm water to the natural
drainage feature in a similar manner that occurs under
existing conditions.

No mitigation is required.

Less-than-Significant Impact

Threshold i: The Project site is not located within a
special flood hazard area subject to a 100-year flooding
event nor is the Project site within an area subject to the
protection of levees. Additionaly, the County’s Genera
Plan Hazards Overlay does not identify any portions of
the Project site to be impacted by flooding as a result of
adam or leveefailure.

No mitigation is required

Less-than-Significant Impact

Threshold j: The Project does not propose the
construction of any large bodies of water or located near
alarge body of water that could be affected by a seiche.
The Project site's potential to be affected by atsunami is

Mitigation Measures MM 3.D-1 and MM 3.D-2 shall apply

Lessthan-Significant Impact with
Mitigation

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino
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non-existent. The Project site is located more than 50
miles from the Pacific Ocean and is approximately 5,680
feet amd. The Project site does contain soils that are
susceptible to landslides. Therefore, the Project has the
potential to expose people and structures to landslide or
mudslide events.

G. Land Use

Threshold b: The Project would not be inconsistent with
any of the policies of the San Bernardino County General
Plan, Lake Arrowhead Community Plan, San Bernardino
County Development Code, or the San Bernardino
National Forest Land Management Plan. The Project
would be consistent with the 2016-2040 RP/SCS
policies, strategies, and objectives.

No mitigation is required.

Less-than-Significant Impact

H. Noise

Threshold a, ¢, d. Temporary construction noise has the
potential to generate excessive noise levels that may
affect nearby sensitive receptors. Project operationa
noise is not anticipated to generate excessive noise nor
expose sensitive receptors to excessive noise. The noise
level increase due to Project operation would not be
perceptible by the human auditory system.

MM-H1: Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, the
County of San Bernardino Building Official
shall ensurethat thefollowing notes areincluded
on al grading plans and shall be enforced by the
construction contractor during all excavation
and grading activities:

1

During al site excavation and grading, the
Construction Contractor shall equip all
construction equipment, fixed or mobile,
with properly operating and maintained
mufflers consistent with manufacturer’s
standards.

. The Construction Contractor shall position all

stationary construction equipment so that
emitted noise is directed away from off-site
residences nearest the Project site.

. The Construction Contractor shall locate

equipment staging within portions of the

Significant and Unavoidable

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino
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Project site that shall will create the greatest
distance between construction-related noise
sources and off-site residences nearest the
Project site during all Project construction.

4. Heavy construction activities, such asgrading
and/or compacting, that would occur within
300 feet of the western property line shall be
restricted to the hours of 10:00 am. to 4:00
p.m.

Threshold b: The Project would not expose persons to
excessive groundborne vibration during Project
construction or operation. The Project’s anticipated land
use is not typically associated with the generation of
excessive vibration.

No mitigation is required.

Less-than-Significant Impact

Threshold e and f: The Project is not located within the
vicinity of apublic or private airstrip. The Project would
not expose sensitive receptors to excessive noise
associated with aviation.

No mitigation is required.

L ess-than-Significant Impact

I. Transportation and Circulation

Thresholda The Project would conflict with the level of
service for severa intersections within the Project’s
traffic study area under all traffic scenarios.

MM 3.1-1  Prior toissuance of an occupancy permit for the

Project, the San Bernardino County Director of
Public Works or their assignee shall verify that
the Project Applicant has made a good faith
effort to gain the approval of Caltrans to
implement the intersection improvements
identified below in accordance with the
recommendations identified in the Traffic
Impact Anadysis (TIA) prepared by
Trandlutions, Inc., dated September 12, 2018.
If Catrans approva is granted, the Project
Applicant shall be responsible for ensuring
installation of the traffic signals.

Significant and Unavoidable and
Cumulatively Considerable

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino
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MM 3.1-2

e Intersection #4 — Bear Springs Road/State
Route 18: install a traffic signal at the
intersection.

e Intersection #18 — Pine Avenue/State
Route 18: install a traffic signal at the
intersection.

In the event that Caltrans prepares a valid
study, as defined below, that identifies fair
share contribution funding sources attributable
to and paid from private and public
development to supplement other regional and
State funding sources necessary undertake
improvements to intersections along SR-18
and/or SR-189 in the Project study area, then
the Project Applicant shall use reasonable
efforts to pay the applicable fair share amount
to Caltrans.

The study shall include fair share contributions
related to private and/or public development
based on nexus requirements contained in the
Mitigation Fee Act (Govt. Code § 66000 et
seg.) and 14 Ca. Code of Regs. Section
15126.4(a)(4) and, to this end, the study shall
recognize that impacts to Caltrans SR-18
and/or SR-189facilitiesthat are not attributable
to development located within unincorporated
San Bernardino County that are not required to
pay in excess of such developments’ fair share
obligations. The fee study shal aso be
compliant with Government Code Section
66001(g) and any other applicable provisions
of law. The study shall set forth atimeline and

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino
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other relevant criteriafor implementation of the
recommendations contained within the study to
the extent the other agencies agree to
participate in the fee study program.
Specifically, the fair share fee payment
required by this Mitigation Measure shall be
used by Caltrans to make the following
improvements in  accordance with the
recommendations identified in the Traffic
Impact Anaysis (TIA) prepared by
Trandutions, Inc., dated September 12, 2018:

e Daey Canyon Road/State Route 189
(Intersection #8): install a traffic signa at
theintersection. The Project’ sfair share of
thisimprovement shall be 58.7%

e Daey Canyon Road/State Route 18
(Intersection #10): install atraffic signal at
the intersection. The Project’ sfair share of
thisimprovement shall be 48.3%.

e Daley Canyon Access Road/State Route
18 (Intersection #11): install a traffic
signal at the intersection. The Project’'s
fair share of thisimprovement is 30.3%.

e State Route 173/State  Route 18
(Intersection #17): install atraffic signal at
theintersection. The Project’ sfair share of
this improvement is 22.0%.

*  Pine Avenue/State Route 18 (Intersection
#18): install a traffic signal at the
intersection. The Project’s fair share of
thisimprovement is 32.3%.

Threshold b: The Project’ straffic study areaincluded 18
intersections, three of which are under the jurisdiction of
the County of San Bernardino. The remaining 15

No mitigation is required.

Less-than-Significant Impact

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino
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intersections are under the jurisdiction of Caltrans. The
Project would impact severa intersections under the
jurisdiction of Catrans. The Project would not result in
significant impacts to intersections under the jurisdiction
of the County as part of the CMP.

Threshold ¢: The Project does not include an air travel
component; therefore, air traffic volumes would not be
changed as a result of the Project. The Project is not
located within the vicinity of an arport, airstrip, or
helipad.

No mitigation is required.

Less-than-Significant Impact

Threshold d: The Project proposes asignalized driveway
along SR-18 that would accommodate ingress and egress
from the Project site. All improvements proposed by the
Project within public rights-of-ways would be installed
in conformance with Catrans and County of San
Bernardino design standards. The County of San
Bernardino Public Works Department reviewed the
Project’s application materials and determined that no
hazardous transportation design features would be
introduced by the Project. The Project would be
consistent with the existing “ Community Industria (1C)”
General Plan land use designation applicable to the
Project site, and would also be compatible with existing
and planned commercial, residential, and resource
conservation land uses located adjacent to the Project
site.

No mitigation is required.

Less-than-Significant Impact

Threshold e: The Project would provide a driveway to
the east of the Project driveway on SR-18 that would be
restricted to emergency access vehicles. Furthermore,
the County would review all future Project construction
drawings to ensure that adequate emergency access is
maintained along abutting public streets during
temporary construction activities.

No mitigation is required.

Less-than-Significant Impact

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino
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Thresholdf: Under existing conditions, thereisno transit
route that servesthe Project site; however, the Rim of the
Mountain bus route runs along SR-18 to the immediate
south of the Project site. The nearest bus stop is located
approximately 500 feet to the west-southwest of the
Project site. The proposed Project does not include any
components that would impede operation of bus service.
There are no existing or planned pedestrian facilities in
the vicinity of the Project site. The proposed Project is
designed to encourage pedestrian movement and enhance
connectivity within the Project site through the
incorporation of pedestrian facilities that includes the
construction of sidewalks throughout the Project site.
The San Bernardino County Planning Department
conducted a review of the proposed Project, and
determined that the Project would comply with, or
otherwise would not conflict with, policies, plans, or
programs regarding public transit, bikeways, or
pedestrian facilities.

No mitigation is required

Less-than-Significant Impact

J. Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Threshold a The Project’s total annual GHG emissions
would not exceed the County’s GHG Reduction Plan
threshold of 3,000 MTCO2e/year and would therefore
not generate substantial GHG emissions—neither directly
or indirectly —that would have asignificant impact on the
environment.

No mitigation is required.

L ess-than-Significant |mpact

Threshold b: The Project would not conflict with
applicable regulations, palicies, plans, and policy goals
adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions.

No mitigation is required.

L ess-than-Significant Impact

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 PURPOSE AND OVERVIEW OF THE EIR PROCESS

This Draft Revised Environmental Impact Report (DREIR) has been prepared in accordance with al criteria,
standards, and procedures of CEQA (California Public Resource Code 8§ 21000 et seg.) and the CEQA
Guidelines (California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3, Section 15000 et seq.)

Pursuant to CEQA Section 21067 and CEQA Guidelines Article 4 and Section 15367, the County of San
Bernardino is the Lead Agency under whose authority this DREIR has been prepared. “Lead Agency” refers
to the public agency that has the principal responsibility for carrying out or approving a project. Serving as
the Lead Agency and before taking action to approve the Project, the County of San Bernardino has the
obligations to: (1) ensure that this DREIR has been completed in accordance with CEQA; (2) review and
consider the information contained in this EIR as part of its decision making process; (3) make a statement
that this EIR reflects the County of San Bernardino’s independent judgment; (4) ensure that all significant
effects on the environment are eliminated or substantially lessened where feasible; and, if necessary (5) make
written findings for each unavoidable significant environmental effect stating the reasons why mitigation
measures or project alternatives identified in this DREIR are infeasible and citing the specific benefits of the
proposed Project that outweigh its unavoidable adverse effects (CEQA Guidelines Sections 15090 through
15093).

This DREIR provides objective information in alogical format to alow County of San Bernardino staff, the
County’s Planning Commission, the County’s Board of Supervisors, Responsible and Trustee Agencies, and
the general public to inform themselves of the environmental consequences associated with the proposed
Project. If certified, the Final Revised EIR will be used by the Lead Agency (County of San Bernardino) and
Responsible and Trustee Agencies, as defined by CEQA, to evaluate, disclose, and mitigate to the extent
feasible, the environmental effects associated with planning, constructing, and operating the proposed Project.

The environmental review process provides opportunities for the public to participate through scoping, public
notice, and public review of CEQA documents, and public hearings. Additionally, lead agencies are required
to consider comments from the scoping process in the preparation of the Draft Revised EIR and to respond to
public commentsin a Final Revised EIR.

1.2 ADMINISTRATIVE BACKGROUND

The environmental review process for the Project began in 2003, with a project of larger scope than what is
currently proposed. A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) was prepared, and on May 20, 2004, the San
Bernardino County Planning Commission approved the previously proposed Project and adopted the MND.
On May 28, 2004, an appeal was filed and the Project Applicant decided to resubmit a smaller project by
removing the proposed school. On February 14, 2005, the County of San Bernardino circulated a Notice of
Preparation (NOP) for an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) to the State Clearinghouse, Office of Planning
and Research, Responsible and Trustee Agencies, and other interested parties. The County prepared and
circulated a Draft EIR for public review and comment from April 14 to June 17, 2010 (2010 Draft EIR).

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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Comments were received by the County on the 2010 Draft EIR and in opposition of the Project during the
review period. The County took no further action on the Project at that time.

On April 2017, the Project Applicant submitted a revised Conditional Use Permit (CUP) application for the
currently-proposed Project. The County decided to prepare a Draft Revised EIR (DREIR) pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5(a) as a result of the availability of new information. Additionally, the County
determined that a DREIR was needed because approximately eight years had el apsed since the prior Draft EIR
was circulated for public review. A DREIR also was determined necessary to address the change in conditions
resulting from the County of San Bernardino, Department of Public Works purchase of a portion of the
previously proposed Project site for the Rimforest Storm Drain Project, which occupied approximately 10.0
acres of land within the initial project’s proposal. That purchase and related storm drain project were subject
to an independent CEQA review with the EIR (SCH No. 2015051070) certified by the San Bernardino County
Board of Supervisors on May 23, 2017. Finally, a DREIR is necessary to reflect site plan revisions and
modifications, including the elimination of the previously proposed northern baseball field, facilitiesand drive
aisle, the elimination of the southern baseball field and the relocation of some of the proposed buildings. For
these reasons, the County has elected to prepare a DREIR and to recirculate the entire document. CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5 (f) gives the Lead Agency discretion on how to respond to comments received on
the initial Draft EIR. The County of San Bernardino decided that they will not be responding to comments
made during the public review of the 2010 Draft EIR, however the County will be accepting new comments
for thisDREIR.

1.3 NEED FOR THE DREIR

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5(a), the following provides under what conditions a Lead
Agency isrequired to recirculate an EIR:

A lead agency is required to recirculate an EIR when significant new information is added to the EIR
after public notice is given of the availability of the draft EIR for public review under Section 15087
but before certification. As used in this section, the term “information” can include changes in the
project or environmental setting as well as additional data or other information. New information
added to an EIR is not “significant” unless the EIR is changed in away that deprives the public of a
meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect of the project or
afeasible mitigation measure to avoid such an effect (including afeasible project alternative) that the
project’s proponents have declined to implement. “Significant new information” requiring
recirculation include, for example, a disclosure showing that:

1) A new significant environmental impact would result from the project or from a new mitigation
measure proposed to be implemented.

2) A substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result unless mitigation
measures are adopted that reduce the impact to alevel of insignificance.

3) A feasible project aternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others previously
analyzed would clearly lessen the significant environmental impacts of the project, but the
project’ s proponent’ s decline to adopt it.

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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4) The draft EIR was so fundamentaly and basically inadequate and conclusory in nature that
meaningful public review and comment were precluded.

It has been approximately eight years since the 2010 Draft EIR was circulated for public review and comment,
and approximately 13 years since the NOP was posted for public review. To thoroughly evaluate the
environmental effects of the proposed Project, the County determined that existing conditions should be
reevaluated. The County also determined that the proposed Project’s environmental evaluation should
consider the Rimforest Storm Drain Project Final EIR that was certified by the County of San Bernardino in
May 23, 2017 (SCH No. 2015051070) because the Rimforest Storm Drain Project occupies approximately
10.0 acres of land that was initially proposed as part of the previously proposed Church of the Woods Project
that is not currently part of the currently-proposed Project.

1.4 Scopre OF THE DREIR

Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15063, an Initial Study and a NOP were prepared and distributed
to Responsible and Trustee agencies, other affected agencies, and other interested parties on February 10, 2005
and was recirculated on March 11, 2005. The NOP was posted in the San Bernardino County Clerk’s office
for 30 days and is a required document that must be submitted to the State Clearinghouse to officially solicit
participation in determining the scope of the EIR. Information requested and input provided regarding the
scope of the EIR are included in this DREIR. Additionally, a public scoping meeting was held on March 30,
2005 at the Mountain Communities Senior Citizens Center in Twin Peaks to gather input from the local
communities regarding the scope of environmental analysis. A copy of the Initial Study and NOP, responses
to the NOP, and a summary of comments received during the scoping meeting are provided in Technical
Appendix A.

The content of this DREIR was established based on the findings in the Initial Study, dated March 11, 2005,
and public and agency input received during the scoping process. Pursuant to the CEQA Guideline Section
15143, the analysis in the DREIR is focused on issues determined in the Initial Study to be potentialy
significant, whereas issues found in the Initial Study to have less than significant impacts or no impact do not
require further evaluation. Based on the analysis contained in the Initial Study, and recent legislation (AB 32
and SB 97) and public concern regarding greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and global climate changethisEIR
analyzesin detail the following environmental issues:

e Aesthetics o Hazards e Transportation and

e Air Quality e Hydrology and Water Quality Circulation

e Biological Resources e LandUse e Greenhouse Gas Emissions
e Geology and Soils e Noise

1.5 DOCUMENT FORMAT

This DREIR contains al of the information required to be included in an EIR as specified by the CEQA
Statutes and Guidelines (California Public Resources Code, Section 21000 et. seq. and California Code of
Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 5). CEQA requiresthat an EIR contain, at a minimum, certain specified content.
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Table 1-1, Required DREIR Topics, provides the location of CEQA Required Topicsin this DREIR, provides
aquick reference in locating the CEQA-required content within this document.

Table 1-1  Required DREIR Topics

CEQA Required Topic CEQA Guidelines Reference Location in this DREIR
Table of Contents Section 15122 Table of Contents
Executive Summary Section 15123 Section 0.0
Project Description Section 15124 Section 2.0
Environmental Setting Section 15125 Sections 3.A through 3.J
Consideration and Discussion of Section 15126 Sections 3.A through 3.Jand
Environmental Impacts Section 5.0
Significant Environmental Section 15126.2(b) Sections 3.A through 3.Jand
Effects Which Cannot be Section 4.0
Avoided if the Proposed Project
is Implemented
Significant Irreversible Section 15126.2(c) Section 4.0
Environmental Changes Which
Would be Caused by the
Proposed Project Should it be
Implemented
Growth-Inducing Impact of the Section 15126.2(d) Subsection 4.3
Proposed Project
Analysis of the Project’ s Energy Section 151264(c) Subsection 4.4
Conservation Measures
Consideration and Discussion of Section 15126.4 Sections 3.A through 3.Jand
Mitigation Measures Proposed to Section 5.0
Minimize Significant Effects
Consideration and Discussion of Section 15126.6 Section 4.0
Alternatives to the Proposed
Project
Effects Not Found to be Section 15128 Sections 3.A through 3.Jand
Significant Section 5.0
Organizations and Persons Section 15129 Section 7.0
Consulted
Discussion of Cumulative Section 15130 Sections 3.A through 3.Jand
Impacts Section 4.0
Energy Conservation Appendix F Subsection 4.4
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In summary, the content and format of this DREIR is as follows:

Section 0.0, Executive Summary, includes an introduction to the Project, a summary of areas
controversy/issuesto be resolved, as well as a description of the Project alternatives and a summary of
the Project’ s significant environmental impacts, and, mitigation measures.

Section 1.0, Introduction and Purpose, provides introductory information about the CEQA process
and the responsibilities of the County of San Bernardino, serving as the Lead Agency of this DREIR.
This section a so includes a description of the document form as well as the purpose of CEQA and this
DREIR.

Section 2.0, Project Description, serves as the DREIR’s Project Description for purposes of CEQA
and contains a level of specificity commensurate with the level of detail proposed by the Project,
including the summary requirements pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15123.

Section 3.0, Environmental Analysis, provides an analysis of potential direct, indirect, and
cumulatively considerable impacts that may occur with implementation of the proposed Project. A
conclusion concerning significance is reached for each discussion; mitigation measures are presented
as warranted. The environmental changes identified in Section 4.0 and throughout this DREIR are
referred to as “effects’ or “impacts’ interchangeably. The CEQA Guidelines also identify the terms
“effects’ and “impacts’ as being synonymous (CEQA Guidelines Section 15358). In the
environmental analysis subsections of Section 3.0, the existing and historical baseline conditions are
disclosed that are pertinent to the subject area being analyzed, accompanied by a specific anaysis of
physical impacts that may be caused by implementation of the proposed Project. The analyses are
based in part upon technical reports that are appended to this DREIR. Information also is drawn from
other sources of analytical materials that directly or indirectly relate to the proposed Project and cited
in Section 6.0, References. Where the analysis demonstrates that a physical adverse environmental
effect may or would occur without undue speculation after compliance with mandatory federal, State,
and local laws and regulations, feasible mitigation measures are recommended to reduce or avoid the
significant effect. In most cases, mandatory compliance with regulatory requirements and/or the
implementation of the identified mitigation measures would reduce the Project’'s adverse
environmental impacts to below a level of significance. If mitigation measures are not available or
feasible to reduce an identified impact to below a level of significance, the environmental effect is
identified as a significant and unavoidable adverse impact, for which a statement of overriding
considerations would need to be adopted by the County of San Bernardino pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines Section 15093.

Section 3.0 is organized by ten issue areas (3.A through 3.J) with each following the framework:

e Environmental Setting. Describes the environmental setting, including descriptions of the
Project site’' s physical conditions and surrounding context. The existing setting is defined as
the condition of the Project site and surrounding area at the approximate date this DREIR’s
NOP was released for public review on April 21, 2017.

o Regulatory Framework. Provides asummary of the federal, State, and local environmental
laws and regul ations relevant to the specific environmental issue.
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Impact Analysis. The County of San Bernardino has not established local CEQA significance
thresholds as described in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.7. For this reason, this DREIR
relies on the CEQA checklist included in Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines to
determine the threshold framework.

Thresholds of Significance. As required by CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.2(a), this
DREIR identifies direct, indirect, cumulative, short-term, long-term, on-site, and/or off-site
impacts of the proposed Project. A summarized “impact statement” is provided in each
subsection following the analysis. Thefollowing terms are used in this DREIR to describe the
level of significance related to the physical conditions within the area affected by the proposed

Project:

L ess-than-Significant Impact: An adverse change in the physical environment would
occur but the change would not be substantial or potentially substantial and would not
exceed the threshold(s) of significance presented in this DREIR.

Potentially Significant Impact: A substantial or potentially substantial adverse
change in the physical environment would occur and would exceed the threshold(s) of
significance presented in this DREIR, requiring the consideration of mitigation
measures.

Significant and Unavoidable Impact: A substantial adverse change in the physical
environment would occur and would exceed the threshold(s) of significance presented
in this DREIR that cannot be feasibly mitigated to less-than-significant levels.

Cumulative Impacts. CEQA requires that an EIR contain an assessment of the
cumul ative impacts that may be associated with aproposed project. Asnotedin CEQA
Guidelines Section 15130(a), “an EIR shall discuss cumulative impacts of a project
when the project’s incremental effect is cumulatively considerable.” “A cumulative
impact consists of an impact which is created as a result of the combination of the
project evaluated in the EIR together with other projects creating related impacts’
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(a)(1)).

Section 4.0, Additional Topics Required by CEQA, includes specific topics that are required by
CEQA. Theseinclude asummary of the Project’s significant and unavoidable environmental effects,
a discussion of the significant environmental effects which cannot be avoided if the Project is
implemented, significant environmental changes, potential growth-inducing impacts of the proposed
Project, aswell as an evaluation of the Project’ s energy conservation and consumption.

Section 5.0, Project Alternatives, describes and evaluates alternatives to the proposed Project that
could reduce or avoid the Project’ s adverse environmental effects. CEQA does not require an EIR to
consider every conceivable alternative to the Project but rather to consider a reasonable range of
aternatives that will foster informed decision making and public participation. Two (2) aternatives
in addition to the No Project Alternative are presented in Section 5.0.

Section 6.0, References, cites all reference sources used in preparing this DREIR.
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e Section 7.0, List of Preparers, liststhe persons who authored or participated in preparing this DREIR,
including agencies and persons consulted.

e Technical Appendices. CEQA Guidelines Section 15147 states that the “information contained in an
EIR shall include summarized...information sufficient to permit full assessment of significant
environmental impacts by reviewing agencies and members of the public,” and that the “placement of
highly technical and specialized analysis and datain the body of an EIR shall be avoided.” Therefore,
the detailed technical studies, reports, and supporting documentation that were used in preparing this
DREIR are bound separately as Technical Appendices. The Technical Appendices are available for
review at the County of San Bernardino Planning Department, 385 North Arrowhead Avenue, San
Bernardino, CA 92415, during the County’s regular business hours or can be requested in electronic
form by contacting the County’ s Planning Department. The individual technical studies, reports, and
supporting documentation that comprise the Technical Appendices are as follows:

Appendix A: Notice of Preparation and Initial Study, Notice of Preparation Comments, Previous
Staff Report, and Additional Comments

Appendix B: Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Analysis

Appendix C: Habitat Assessment

Appendix D1: Geotechnical Update Report
Appendix D2: Earthwork Analysis Report
Appendix E1: Evacuation Plan

Appendix E2: Fuel Modification Plan

Appendix F: Drainage Study
Appendix G: Noise Study
Appendix H: Traffic Impact Analysis

1.6 REVISED CEQA GUIDELINES

In November 2018, the California Natural Resources Agency finalized updates to the State CEQA Guidelines.
The changes were approved by the Office of Administrative Law on December 28, 2018, and became effective
a few weeks before this DREIR was released for public review. The revisions to the CEQA Guidelines
implemented legislative changes, clarified rules that govern the CEQA procedural process, and limited
duplicative analysis. The revisions aso resulted in some reorganization of the environmental checklist
suggested by CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, which forms the basis for organization of the environmental
analyses presented in this DREIR.

Prior to release of this DREIR for public review, the substantive content of the revised CEQA Guidelines was
reviewed to ensure that this DREIR complies with the revised CEQA Guidelines. Of note, Appendix G of the
revised CEQA Guidelines suggests presenting an analysis of Wildfire and Energy as independent analysis
sections, whereas this DREIR covers these topics, but not independently. Regardless of format and location of
analysesin the DREIR, the substantive content required by the CEQA Guidelines asrevised isincluded herein.
The location of the environmental analyses associated with certain topics addressed by the CEQA Guidelines
revisionsis provided below, for reference.

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
Page 1-7



. Church of the Woods

.D Draft Revised Environmental Impact Report 1.0 Introduction
Environmental Topic Location in thisDREIR
Wildfire Subsection 3.E.6
Energy Subsection 5.3
Water Supply Subsection 3.F.6.1

1.7 CUMULATIVE SCENARIO

Cumulative impactsrefer to the combined effect of the Project’ simpacts with the impacts of other past, present
and reasonably foreseeable future projects. As established in CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(b)(2), the
discussion of cumulative impacts should include the severity of the total impacts of the proposed Project, as
well as the likelihood of those impacts to occur. The discussion of cumulative impacts should not be as
extensive as impacts that will be generated as a result of the proposed Project, but the discussion should be
guided by the standards of practicality and reasonableness. As stated in Public Resources Code Section
21083(b), “a project may have a significant effect on the environment if the possible effects of a project are
individually limited but cumulatively considerable.”

According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15355:

Cumulative impacts refer to two or more individual effects which, when considered together, can be
substantial enough to increase other environmental impacts.

a.  Theindividual effects may be changes resulting from a single project or a number of separate
projects.

b. Thecumulative impact from several projects is the change in the environment which results from
the incremental impact of the project when added to other closely related past, present, and
reasonably foreseeable future projects. Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor
but collectively significant projects taking place over a period of time.

Further, according to CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(a)(1), an EIR should not discussimpacts which
are not aresult of the proposed Project.

Additionally, in the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064(h)(4) substantial cumulative impacts caused by
other projects should not be used to justify that the proposed Project will have significant cumulative
impacts.

Therefore, the cumulative discussion in an EIR focuses on whether the impacts of the Project under review are
cumulatively considerable within the context of impacts caused by other past, present, or foreseeable future
projects. Cumulative impact discussions for each issue area are provided in the technical analysis sections
contained within Section 3.0 of the DREIR.
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As previously stated, and as set forth in Section 15355(b) of the CEQA Guidelines, related projects consist of,
“closely related past, present, and reasonable foreseeable probable future projects that would likely result in
similar impacts and are located in the same geographic area.” Specific projects proposed or currently under
development in the Lake Arrowhead community were identified with input from the County of San
Bernardino. These related projects are shown on Figure 1-1, Related Projects Location Map and listed in
Table 1-2, Cumulative Development Land Use Summary and were generally evaluated for cumulative
aesthetics, air quality, biological resources, geology and soils, hazards, hydrology and water supply, and land
useimpacts. It should be noted that the related projects considered in the noise and traffic analysisto determine
cumul ative operation impacts were based on the Eagle Ridge Estates T. T. Map 15612 (Related Project No. 3)
and an ambient growth rate, which is based on regional growth projections, including the other related projects
listed in Table 1-2. Cumulative construction and operation impacts for air quality are based on conditions
within the South Coast Air Basin and consistency with forecasted regional growth for San Bernardino County.

It is noted that cumulative impacts analyzed in this DREIR (impacts from related projects in conjunction with
the proposed Project) would likely represent a“worst-case” scenario for the following reasons:

e Not all of therelated projectswill be approved and/or built. Further, itisalso likely that certain related
projectswill not be constructed or opened until after the proposed Project would be built and occupied.

e Impact projectionsfor related projects would likely be, or have been, subject to unspecified mitigation
measures which have not been accounted for and would reduce potential impacts.

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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# PROJECT/LOCATION

SkyPark at Santa's Village (28950 CA-18)
Single-Family Res. (Cumberland Dr. and CA-173)
Arrowhead Pine Rose Cabins (256994 CA-189)
Lake Arrowhead Nursery (181 CA-173)

Retail (CA-18 and Kuffel Canyon Road)

Chapel (Club House Dr. and Lover's Lane)
Miniature Golf (Arrowhead Village)

Office Building (26232 CA-18)

Boat Sales (29163 Hook Creek Rd.)

G g o % 7

O 00 N O O W DN

Figure 1-1

RELATED PROJECTS LOCATION MAP

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
Page 1-10




[
_

Church of the Woods

Draft Revised Environmental Impact Report

1.0 Infroduction

Table 1-2 Cumulative Development Land Use Summary

# Project/L ocation Land Use Quantity Units
1 | Santa's Village; east of Kuffel Canyon

Road: north of SR-18 Theme Park - h
2 | Single-Family Residential; southwest | _. . .

corner of Cumberland Drive and SR-173 Single Family Detached Housing 60 DU
3 Arrowhead Pine Rose Cabins; north of .

SR-189, west of Grandview Road Cabin/Resort ” "
4 Landscape Material Sales; 650 ft. north of

SR-173 and Hook Creek Road Nursery 1 AC
5 Retail; 550 ft. east of SR-18 and Kuffel .

Canyon Road Shopping Center 4.684 TSF
6 Chgpel; southeast corner of Clubhouse Church 1,995 TSF

Driveand Lovers Lane
7 Miniature Golf Miniature Golf Course 9 Holes
8 CC)Zme Building; 26232 SR-18, Rimforest, General Office Building 5 TSE
9 Boat Sales; 29163 Hook Creek Road, . .

Cedar Glen, CA Recreational Vehicle Sales 2.232 TSF
10 | Cabins Single Family Detached Housing 4 DU
11 | Single-Family Residential Single Family Detached Housing 1 DU

DU: Dwdlling Units
TSF: Thousand Square Feet
Source: (Trandlutions, Inc., 2018, Table C)
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1.8 AVAILABILITY OF THE DREIR

This DREIR for the Project is being distributed for comment. The DREIR is also available for review at the
following locations:

e San Bernardino County Office at 385 North Arrowhead Avenue (First Floor), San Bernardino,
Cdifornia

e San Bernardino County, Twin Peaks Office at 26010 State Highway 189, Twin Peaks, California.
e LakeArrowhead Library at 27235 Highway 189, Bluegjay, Caifornia.

e Running Springs Library at 2677 Whispering Pines, Running Springs, California.

e Crestline Library at 24105 Lake Gregory Drive, Crestline, California.

Written comments regarding this DREIR should be addressed to:

Heidi Duron, Planning Director Tom Nievez, Planner
County of San Bernardino County of San Bernardino
Land Use Services Department Land Use Services Department
Planning Division Planning Division
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1% Floor 385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1% Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415 San Bernardino, CA 92415
Phone: (909) 387-8311 Phone: (909) 387-5036
Email:_heidi.duron@lus.sbcounty.gov Email: Tom.Nievez@I us.sbcounty.gov

The County will accept public input on the Project and DREIR before making a recommendation to the
County’s Board of Supervisors. Comments from the community are welcome and interested parties are
encouraged to attend public hearings before the Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors.
Information concerning the public review schedule for the DREIR and public meetings can be obtained by
contacting either Heidi Duron, Planning Director, at the San Bernardino County Land Use Services
Department by e-mail at heidi.duron@Ilus.sbcounty.gov or Tom Nievez, Planner, at the San Bernardino
County Land Use Services Department by email at Tom.Nievez@Ilus.sbcounty.gov. Upon completion of the
formal public review period, written responsesto all comments on environmental issueswill be prepared and
incorporated into the Final Revised EIR.

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This Section 2.0 is provided pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15125(a), and includes a description of the
Project site's physical environmental conditions as they existed in April 2017 when the Project Applicant
submitted a revised Conditional Use Permit (CUP) application to the County and the preparation of this Draft
Revised Environmenta Impact Report (DREIR) commenced. This Section addresses existing conditionsfrom
local and regional perspectives and provides a brief overview of the environmental resources located on and
surrounding the Project site. Additional detail regarding existing conditions for specific subject areas (e.g.,
biology, geology, etc.) is provided within the subsections of Section 3.0, Environmental Analysis, of this
DREIR.

Additionally, this Section provides all of the information required of an EIR Project Description by CEQA
Guidelines Section 15124, including a description of the Project’ s precise location and boundaries; a statement
of the Project’'s objectives, a description of the Project’s technical, economic, and environmental
characteristics; and adescription of theintended uses of this DREIR including alist of the government agencies
that are expected to use this DREIR in their decision-making processes; alist of the permits and approvals that
arerequired to implement the Project; and alist of related environmental review and consultation requirements.

2.1 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15125 (as revised in December 2018), the baseline environmental
conditions for purposes of establishing the setting of an EIR is generally the environment as it existed at the
timethe EIR’ s Notice of Preparation (NOP) was circulated for public review. However, the CEQA Guidelines
Section 15125 alow for the time that environmental analysis is commenced to be used as the baseline for
environmental conditions when necessary to provide the most accurate picture practically possible of the
project’ s impacts when supported by substantial evidence. The NOP for the previously-proposed Project’s
2010 Draft EIR was released for public review on March 11, 2005. However, due to the length of time that
passed between the publication of the NOP and the time that this DREIR commenced preparation, the County
of San Bernardino determined that for purposes of analysis in this DREIR, it is more appropriate that this
DREIR regard the baseline environmental conditions as those that existed at the Project site and in its vicinity
in April 2017 when the Project Applicant submitted a revised CUP application to the County and the
preparation of this DREIR commenced.

Additionally, the Rimforest Storm Drain Project Final EIR (SCH No. 2015051070) was published on March
2017 and certified by the County of San Bernardino on May 23, 2017. As part of the Rimforest Storm Drain
project, the County of San Bernardino purchased approximately 10.0 acres of land that were previously
included within the Project site for the purpose of installing drainage facilities that, when constructed, will
address erosion and land dliding in the southern Rimforest community. Thus, the 10.0 acres previously
included in the Project site (as described in the 2010 Draft EIR), and that are now associated with the Rimforest
Storm Drain project, are no longer part of the Project site that isevaluated in thisDREIR. No legal challenges
were filed on the Rimforest Storm Drain Project Final EIR; thus, its Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program (MMRP) is adopted, legally binding, and expected to be implemented as described. The Rimforest
Storm Drain Project Final EIR ishereinincorporated by reference pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15150

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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and is available for public review at the physical location and website referenced in DREIR Section 6.0,
References.

For the reasons described above, deviation from the use of the March 2005 NOP date to a more recent date of
April 2017 to establish the environmental baseline for purposes of evaluation in this DREIR is appropriate in
order to present afair and accurate description of the Project’ s expected environmental impacts. The Project
has been designed to be constructed either prior to or following the implementation of the Rimforest Storm
Drain project; thus, this DREIR evaluates both scenarios. In areas where implementation of the Rimforest
Storm Drain project will physically impact the Project site (approximately 0.10 acres as documented in the
Rimforest Storm Drain Project Final EIR; SCH No. 2015051070), this DREIR bases its impact assessments to
those 0.10 acres on conditions that occur both with and without the implementation of the Rimforest Storm
Drain project.

As required by CEQA Guidelines Section 15125(c), the environmental setting should identify any
inconsi stenci es between aproposed project and applicable general, specific, or regional plans, and place specia
emphasis on resources that are rare or unique to that region and would be affected by the Project. Refer to
Subsection 2.1.5, Planning Context, for additional information about applicable plans. Regarding rare and
unique resources, the Project site is located in the forested mountain community of Rimforest. Biological
resources located on the Project site are not rare or unique to the Project site because the surrounding area also
contains these resources. This DREIR acknowledges that severa plant and animal species identified on the
Project site and that occur in the surrounding area are documented by the United States Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS), California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), and/or United States Forest Service
(USFS) as endangered, threatened, or sensitive. Refer to Subsection 3.C, Biological Resources, for additional
information.

2.1.1 REGIONAL SETTING AND LOCATION

The Project is proposed to be developed on an approximately 27.12-acre property located in the Rimforest
community, an unincorporated area of San Bernardino County located in the San Bernardino Mountains. As
shown on Figure 2-1, Regional Map, the Project site is located immediately north of State Route 18 (SR-18),
approximately 0.5 mile south of State Route 189 (SR-189), and approximately 1.2 miles west of State Route
173 (SR-173). The City of San Bernardino is located approximately 4.5 miles to the south of the Project site.
The Project siteislocated approximately 1.5 milesto the southwest of the Lake Arrowhead reservair.

2.1.2 LOCAL SEITING AND LOCATION

As depicted on Figure 2-2, Vicinity Map, the Project site is located in the northeast portion of the
unincorporated community of Rimforest in the western portion of unincorporated San Bernardino County,
Cdlifornia. The Project site is located within the San Bernardino National Forest, a United States National
Forest that encompasses about 823,816 acres of portions of the San Bernardino Mountains, San Jacinto
Mountains, and Santa Rosa Mountains. Approximately 82% of the San Bernardino National Forest is
federally-owned. The Project siteis privately-owned and is located in the San Bernardino Mountains portion
of the San Bernardino National Forest, situated immediately north of SR-18, east of Bear Springs Road, and
west of Daley Canyon Road. The Project site lies within Section 29, Township 2 North, Range 3 West,

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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Harrison Mountain Quadrangle. The Project site encompasses the Assessor’ s Parcel Number (APN) 336-101-
15.

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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2.1.3 SURROUNDING LAND USES AND DEVELOPMENT

Land uses surrounding the Project site are depicted on Figure 2-3, Surrounding Land Uses and Devel opment,
and described below.

North: The Project site is bordered to the north by undeveloped mountainous terrain, with a Caltrans
maintenance facility and single-family residences located approximately 0.5 mile and 0.2 mile farther
north, respectively.

East: The Project siteis bordered on the east by Daley Canyon Road. The Dogwood Campground (apublic
campground within the San Bernardino National Forest) and Rim of the World High School (part of the
Rim of the World Unified School District) are located to the east of Daley Canyon Road approximately
0.1 mile and 0.2 mile to the east of the Project site, respectively.

South: The Project site is bordered on the south by SR-18 with steeply sloped undevel oped mountainous
terrain located beyond SR-18. Commercial and residential development are located to the southwest of
the Project site, south of SR-18.

West: The Project site is bordered on the west by single-family residences associated with the Rimforest
community.

2.1.4 EXSTING PHYSICAL SITE CONDITIONS

The Project site is undeveloped and is characterized by gently rolling hills to steep mountain terrain that is
largely covered by montane coniferous forest. The Project site includes a northeasterly trending valley that
runs along the center of the Project site and falls to the northeast. Elevations across the Project site range from
approximately 5,400 feet above mean sea level (amdl) at the northeast corner of the Project site to 5,740 feet
amgl on the western edge of the Project site. A natural drainage course traverses the south-central portion of
the Project site that is planned to be controlled in a pipe in the future as part of the County of San Bernardino
Department of Public Works' Rimforest Storm Drain Project. In the existing condition, an 8-inch subsurface
sewer line traverses the Project site parallel to the existing drainage course. An abandoned groundwater well
also exists on the southwest portion of the Project site.

2.1.5 PLANNING CONIEXT

This subsection provides a description of the Project site’s land use and zoning designations, as well as a
description of the regional planning authorities and documents that are applicable to the Project.

A. Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG)

The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) isresponsiblefor regional planning in Southern
California. SCAG provides a framework to coordinate local and regional decisions regarding future growth
and devel opment and prepares future growth forecastsfor theregion. Asthe designated Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) for the area, SCAG is mandated by the federal government to research and devel op plans
for transportation, growth management, hazardous waste management, and air quality, based
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on theregional growth projections. The sub-regional council for San Bernardino County isthe San Bernardino
County Transportation Authority (SBCTA).

On April 7, 2016, SCAG adopted the 2016-2040 Regiona Transportation Plan (RTP)/Sustainable
Communities Strategy (SCS) with goalsto: 1) align the plan investments and policies with improving regional
economic development and competitiveness; 2) maximize mobility and accessibility for all people and goods
in the region; 3) Ensure travel safety and reliability for all people and goods in the region; 4) preserve and
ensure a sustainable regional transportation system; 5) maximize the productivity of our transportation system;
6) protect the environment and health of our residents by improving air quality and encouraging active
transportation (e.g., bicycling and walking); 7) actively encourage and create incentives for energy efficiency,
where possible; 8) encourage land use and growth patterns that facilitate transit and active transportation; and
9) maximize the security of the regiona transportation system through improved system monitoring, rapid
recovery planning, and coordination with other security agencies. The RTP/SCS includes performance
measures and funding strategies to ensure that the adopted goals are achieved during implementation.

B. San Bernardino County General Plan

The Project site is located within the Mountain Planning Region of the San Bernardino County General Plan.
The Mountain Planning Region consists of the portions of the San Bernardino and San Gabriel mountain ranges
that are within San Bernardino County boundaries. The Mountain Planning Region encompasses
approximately 872 square miles, the majority of which (715 sgquare miles) is comprised of public lands that
are managed by State and federal agencies, principally the USFS (San Bernardino County, 2012, p. 1-16). The
Project siteis located within the Lake Arrowhead Community Planning Area, which isacommunity plan area
that encompasses 30 square miles and includes the communities of Agua Fria, Blue Jay, Cedar Glen, Crest
Park-Meadowbrook Woods, Deer Lodge Park, Lake Arrowhead, Rimforest, Skyforest and Twin Peaks (San
Bernardino County, 2007, pp. 7-9).

Asdepicted on Figure 2-4, Existing General Plan Land Use/Zoning Designations, the San Bernardino County
General Plan Land Use Zoning District applicable to the Project site is “Lake Arrowhead/Community
Industrial (LA/IC)” (San Bernardino County, 2010). At the time the NOP for this DREIR was released (April
2005), the County of San Bernardino was considering to update the General Plan for the County. During this
time, the 2007 General Plan was the approved and applicable Genera Plan for the County. Therefore, because
the County did not approve a new General Plan during the time this DREIR was drafted, the 2007 San
Bernardino County General Plan was used as the baseline environmental setting for this DREIR.

C. San Bernardino County Development Code (Title 8 of the San Bernardino County Code)

The primary purpose of Title 8, Development Code, of the San Bernardino County Code is to implement the
San Bernardino General Plan by classifying and regulating the uses of land and structures within
unincorporated San Bernardino County. The Development Code is a regulatory document that establishes
specific standards for the use and devel opment of all propertieswithin unincorporated San Bernardino County.
The Development Code regulates development intensity using a variety of methods, such as setting limits on
building setbacks, landscaping standards, and building heights. (San Bernardino County, 2018)

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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2.1.6 LAND UsE

The Project siteis currently undeveloped and vacant, with the exception of an 8-inch sewer line that generally
runs parallel to the on-site natural drainage course.

2.1.7 AESTHETICS AND TOPOGRAPHIC FEATURES

As shown on Figure 2-5, Aerial Photograph, the Project siteis currently undevel oped and is characterized by
gently rolling hills to steep mountain terrain primarily covered by montane coniferous forest. As shown on
Figure 2-6, USGS Topographic Map, elevations across the Project site vary from approximately 5,400 feet
amsl on the northeast corner of the Project site to approximately 5,740 feet amsl on the western portion of the
Project site. A natural drainage traverses the south-central portion of the Project site.

2.1.8 AR QUALITY

The Project siteis located in the 6,745-square-mile South Coast Air Basin (SCAB), which includes portions
of Los Angeles, Riverside, and San Bernardino Counties, and all of Orange County. The SCAB is bound by
the Pacific Ocean to the west and the San Gabriel, San Bernardino, the San Jacinto Mountains to the north and
east, and San Diego County to the south. The SCAB iswithin the jurisdiction of the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD), the agency charged with bringing air quality in the SCAB into conformity
with federal and state air quality standards. As documented in the Project’s Air Quality Impact Analysis
(Technical Appendix B to this DREIR), although the climate of the SCAB is characterized as semi-arid, the air
near the land surface is quite moist on most days because of the presence of a marine layer. More than 90%
of the SCAB’s rainfall occurs from November through April. Temperatures during the year range from an
average minimum of 36°F in January to over 100°F maximum in the summer. During the late autumn to early
spring rainy season, the SCAB is subjected to wind flows associated with the traveling storms moving through
the region from the northwest. This period also bringsfive to ten periods of strong, dry offshore winds, locally
termed “ Santa Ang[s]” each year.

Although air quality in the SCAB hasimproved over the past several decades, according to the SCAQMD, the
SCAB currently does not meet the state criteriafor ozone, particulate matter less than 2.5 microns (PMz2s), and
particulate matter less than 10 microns (PM1o). Additionally, the SCAB does not meet the federal criteriafor
ozone (8-hour standard) and particulate matter less than 10 microns (PM1o). (CARB, 2016)

Refer to DREIR Subsections 3.B, Air Quality, and 3.J, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, for a detailed discussion
of the Project site’ s existing air quality and climatic setting.

2.1.9 GEOLOGIC SETTING

Regionaly, the Project site is located within the San Bernardino Mountains, which are situated within the
Transverse Ranges geomorphic province in southern California. The Transverse Ranges are easterly trending
mountains and geologic structures that extend in an east-west direction from the little San Bernardino
Mountains to the Channel Islands. The geologic composition of the San Bernardino Mountains primarily
consists of igneous intrusive rocks and older metamorphic rocks of gneiss. (LOR, 2001, p. 7)

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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NOTES:

1. RECORD OWNER: CHURCH OF THE WOODS, A CALIFORNIA CORPORATION; P.0. BOX 2000; LAKE
ARROWHEAD, CA; 92352; 909—337—-5483.

2. PUBLIC UTILITIES ARE AS FOLLOWS:
A) WATER: CRESTLINE LAKE ARROWHEAD WATER AGENCY; P.0. BOX 3880;
CRESTLINE, CA. 92325; 909—-338—1775
B) SEWER: LAKE ARROWHEAD COMMUNITY SERVICES DIST; P. 0. BOX 789; LAKE ARROWHEAD, CA
92352; 909-337-8555
C) NATURAL GAS; SO. CAL. GAS CO.; P. O. BOX 6226; SAN BERNARDINO, CA; 909-889—9711
SO. CAL. EDISON CO.; P. 0. BOX 96; RIM FOREST, CA; 92378; 909—337—-2564
VERIZON; 1500 CRAFTON AVE.; MENTONE, CA; 92359; 909-793—7441
FALCON CABLE; P. O. BOX 9; RIM FOREST, CA; 92378; 909-336—2457
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A previous Engineering Geology and Soils Engineering Investigation was performed at the Project sitein 2001
by LOR Geotechnical Group, Inc., which identified the site as being underlain by granitic bedrock overlain by
athick layer of colluvial and topsoil materials. Inthe central portion of the Project site, the depth of colluvium
was observed to thicken with units of older aluvium overlying the bedrock. Exposed bedrock was observed
along the western edge of the Project site, which typically consisted of a medium grained quartz monzonite.
Typically, bedrock at the Project site was observed to be covered by several feet of colluvial soils. The mgjority
of the Project siteis covered by athick layer of organic topsoil. (LOR, 2001, pp. 7-8)

The San Bernardino County General Plan Geologic Hazard Overlays Map depicts the Project site as being
located within an area subject to moderate to high landslide susceptibility. (San Bernardino County, 2010a)

Refer to DREIR Subsection 3.D, Geology and Soils, for a detailed discussion of the geology and soils of the
Project site.

2.1.10 HYDROLOGIC SETTING

The Project site is located within the Mojave Watershed, which is located entirely within San Bernardino
County and includes approximately 1,600 square miles of total drainage. Approximately 210 square miles of
thisdrainage area are located in the San Bernardino Mountains, which are the headwaters for the Mojave River
system. Although the Project site is on the boundary of the Lahontan and Santa Ana Basin Plan boundaries,
the Project site is located within the purview of the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB). The Santa Ana RWQCB'’s Water Quality Control Plan for the Santa Ana River Basin (Region 8;
most recently updated in 2011) is the governing water quality plan for the region which set forth goals and
objectives for protecting water quality within the region.

Under existing conditions, the Project site receives off-site storm water flows from the properties to the west
via sheet flow, and on-site storm water flows are conveyed to the on-site natural drainage course located on
the south-central portion of the Project site. On-site flows contained within the natural drainage course exit
the Project site at the northeast corner. The natural drainage course continues in a northerly direction along
Daey Canyon Road. Flows within the natural drainage course that traverses the Project site are tributary to
the headwaters of Little Bear Creek, which flows approximately 1.5 milesto discharge to the Lake Arrowhead
reservoir.

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM) Nos.
06071C7955H, effective on 08/28/2008, the Project siteisnot |ocated within aspecial flood hazard area subject
to inundation by the 1% annual flood (100-year flood). The entirety of the Project siteislocated within FEMA
Flood Zone D, which correlates with areas in which flood hazards remains undetermined.

Under existing conditions, an abandoned groundwater well owned by the Big Bear Municipal Water District
(BBMWD) is present on the southwest portion of the Project site.

Refer to DREIR Subsection 3.F, Hydrology and Water Quality, for a detailed discussion of the Project site's
hydrological setting.

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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2.1.11 NOISE SETTING

The background ambient noise levels in the Project study area are dominated by vehicle noise from SR-18,
Bear Springs Road, and Daley Canyon Road. A previously prepared acoustical study, conducted by LSA
Associates, Inc., collected 24-hour noise measurements at two (2) locationsin the Project areafrom September
15, 2005 to September 16, 2005. Measured hourly noise levelsin the study area ranged from 35.0 equivalent
level decibels (dBA Leg) to 50.2 dBA Le. Although the existing noise levels were measured in 2005, the
Project site, surrounding area, and existing traffic volumes have not substantially changed since 2005. As
such, the noise levels measured in 2005 are still applicable. (HDR, 2018, p. 11)

Refer to DREIR Subsection 3.H, Noise, for a detailed discussion of the Project site’' s acoustical setting.

2.1.12 TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC SETTING

Traffic volumes within the Rimforest area fluctuates with seasonal variations; as such, existing traffic volumes
experience an 8.42% increase during peak months. Under existing conditions, all study area intersections are
operating at satisfactory levels of service with the exception of the Bear Springs/SR-18 intersection during the
Saturday peak hour. Major vehicular travel routes in the region include SR-18, SR-330, and SR-138. Local
roads in the Project site's vicinity include Bear Springs Road, SR-189, Lake Gregory Drive, Grass Valley
Road, SR-173, and Daley Canyon Road. Existing traffic on nearby roadways include passenger vehicles and
public transportation vehicles. Trandutions, Inc. indicated that the Project site vicinity does not contain
sidewalks or bike lanes. (Trandlutions, Inc., 2018, pp. 10-15)

Refer to DREIR Subsection 3.1, Transportation and Circulation, for a detailed discussion of the Project site's
transportation and traffic setting.

2.1.13 UTILITIES AND SERVICES SYSTEMS

Under existing conditions, 10-foot-wide sewer main easement islocated on the southwest portion of the Project
site and an 8-inch sewer line traverses the Project site in a parallel fashion to the on-site drainage course.
Additionally, a groundwater well operated by the BBMWD is located on the southwest corner of the Project
site. According to the 2001 Engineering Geology and Soils Engineering Investigation prepared by LOR and
performed at the Project site, the groundwater well was abandoned and capped in the 1980s (LOR, 2001, p.
9). The Project siteislocated near developed areas that include existing water and sewer infrastructure. Water
services in the area are provided by Crestline Lake Arrowhead Water Agency (CLAWA). Sewer servicesin
the area are provided by the Lake Arrowhead Community Services District (LACSD). Southern California
Gas (So. Cal. Gas) is the natural gas utility provider in the Project area. Electric utilities for the Project area
are provided by Southern California Edison (So. Cal. Edison). Verizon isthe telephone utility provider in the
Project area. Cable utilitiesin the Project area are provided by Falcon Cable. The County of San Bernardino
Solid Waste Management Division (SWMD) is responsible for the operation and management of the County's
solid waste disposal system which consists of five (5) regional landfills and nine (9) transfer stations. Solid
waste from the Project site would be taken to the Heaps Peak Transfer Station before being loaded into larger
trucks and transferred to the Mid-Valley Landfill for disposal. The Heaps Peak Transfer Station is |ocated at
29818 Highway 18 in Running Springs. The Mid-Valley Landfill islocated at 2390 Alder Avenue in Rialto.
The SWMD authorizes and regulates trash collection by private haulers in unincorporated San Bernardino
County.

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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2.1.14 VEGETATION

The Project site consists of vacant, undeveloped land with naturally occurring plant communities throughout
the site. The Project site contains two plant communities. mixed conifer forest and riparian scrub.
Approximately 27.02 acres of the 27.12-acre Project site contains the mixed conifer forest and approximately
0.10 acres of the Project site contains the riparian scrub plant community (Element Consulting, 2018, p. 12).
The mixed conifer forest is present throughout the Project site and the riparian scrub is found along the on-site
natural drainage feature. Under existing conditions, the Project site does not contain any special-status plant
species, but the site does contain a low potential to support Palmer’s mariposa-lily (Calochortus palmeri var.
palmeri) and lemon lily (Lilium parryi).

Refer to DREIR Subsection 3.C, Biological Resources, for a detailed discussion of the Project site's plant
communities and habitat.

2.1.15 WILDLFE

The plant communities found on the Project site provide suitable habitat for several wildlife species that are
indicative to the San Bernardino Mountains. Under existing conditions, the Project site contains suitable
habitat for amphibians, reptiles, birds, and mammals. Although a small portion of the Project site contains a
naturally occurring drainage feature, the Project site does not contain habitat that would be suitable for
sustaining a fish population. According to the Project-specific Biological Resources report, no specia-status
wildlife species were observed on the Project site. However, the Project site does contain suitable habitat for
several special-status wildlife species, including the southern rubber boa (Charina bottae umbratica), San
Bernardino flying squirrel (Glaucomys oregonensis), and California spotted owl (Strix occidentalis
occidentalis) (Element Consulting, 2018, p. 19).

Refer to DREIR Subsection 3.C, Biological Resources, for a detailed discussion of the Project’s wildlife
population.

2.2 OVERALL PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

The Project Applicant proposes to develop a portion of the Project site with the Church of the Woods campus
development that would include a two-story building consisting of a 27,364-square foot (sg. ft). gymnatorium
and a 41,037-sg. ft. assembly building/children’s ministry on the southeast portion of the Project site.
Additionally, a 1,500-sg. ft. two-story building that would serve as a maintenance building, caretaker
residence, and lavatory facilities would be devel oped on the southwest portion of the Project site. The Project
would also include an ancillary 54,000-sg. ft. sports field, sports courts, and a 7,838-sq. ft. water quality
bioretention basin. Additionally, associated on-site drainage facilities, utility connections, landscaped areas,
pedestrian pathways, internal circulation roadways, driveways, and parking areas would be constructed.
Approximately 13.5 acres (588,937 sg. ft.) of the Project site (approximately 50%) would remain as natural
open space.

This DREIR analyzes the physical environmental effects associated with all components of the proposed
Project, including planning, construction, and ongoing operation. Implementation of the Project would require
discretionary approva of a CUP by the County of San Bernardino.

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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The Project’s CUP application, as submitted to the County of San Bernardino by the Project Applicant, is
herein incorporated by reference pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15150 and is available for review at
the County of San Bernardino Planning Department, 385 North Arrowhead Avenue, San Bernardino, CA
92415. All other discretionary and administrative approvals that would be required of the County of San
Bernardino or other government agencies are a so within the scope of the Project analyzed in this DREIR.

2.3 STATEMENT OF OBJECTIVES

The underlying purpose of the proposed Project is to develop a portion of the Project site with the Church of
the Woods campus. The following isalist of specific objectives that the proposed Project intends to achieve.

A. To construct a new church campus that would include worship facilities, ayouth center gymnatorium,
children’s ministry, sports courts, and a sports field.

B. To relieve space constraints and address operational deficiencies at the existing Church of the Woods
facilities.

C. Toprovide anew Church of the Woods facility that adequately accommodates present and anticipated
future congregational needs for worship services, bible study, socia gatherings, and recreational
activities.

D. To develop a church campus in a natural setting within the San Bernardino National Forest which
provides facilities to accommodate spiritual, educational, and recreational activities.

E. To develop church facilities where community activities can occur, including meeting rooms,
classrooms, and recreational facilities available for use by local public and private organizations.

F. To develop achurch facility in such a manner that approximately 50% of its siteis retained as natural
open space.

G. Totheextent feasible, develop the Project site in such amanner that is coordinated with the Rimforest
Storm Drain project.

H. To incorporate energy reduction, environmentally sustainable building practices, and water
conservation into the Project’ s design and operational characteristics.

2.4 PROJECT COMPONENTS AND DISCRETIONARY APPROVALS

The proposed Project consists of an application for a CUP, which is described below in Subsection 2.4.1.
Approval of the application would allow for development of a portion of the Project site with the proposed
Church of the Woods campus development that would include a two-story building consisting of a 27,364-sq.
ft. gymnatorium and a 41,037-sg. ft. assembly building/children’s ministry on the southeast portion of the
Project site. Additionally, a 1,500-sg. ft. two-story building that would serve as a maintenance building,
caretaker residence, and lavatory facilities would be developed on the southwest portion of the Project site, as
well asan ancillary 54,000-sg. ft. sportsfield, sports courts, and a 7,838-sg. ft. water quality bioretention basin.
Associated improvements to the property would aso include roadway improvements, utility infrastructure,
landscaping, exterior lighting, and storm water drainage infrastructure. The Project would require connections
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to existing off-site utility lines within SR-18 (abuts the Project site to the south), as well as a connection to the
existing water main in Daley Canyon Road. The Project also proposes to construct adriveway entrance to the
site along SR-18 that would include a signalized three-way intersection as well as an unsignalized emergency
access driveway. A summary of the discretionary approval sought by the Project Applicant from the County
of San Bernardino is provided below. Additional discretionary and administrative actions that would be
necessary to implement the proposed Project are listed in Table 2-5, Matrix of Project Approvals/Permits, at
the end of this DREIR section.

2.4.1 CoNDITIONAL Use PErmIT (CUP P201700270)

A CUP is the discretionary approva required by the County of San Bernardino to implement the Project.
According to Section 85.06.010 of the San Bernardino County Development Code, a CUP provides a process
for reviewing uses and activities that may be appropriate in the applicable land use zoning district (i.e.,
development of a church campus in the IC zoning district), but whose effects on a site and its surroundings
cannot be determined before being proposed for a specific site (San Bernardino County, 2018, Section
85.06.010). The component parts of the Project’s CUP application are described in further detail in the
subsections below.

A Site Plan
1. Proposed Buildings

TheProject’ s CUP application includes asite plan for the Church of the Woods devel opment, which is depicted
on Figure 2-7, Proposed Ste Plan. Additionally, the components of the Project’ s site plan are summarized in
Table 2-1, Ste Plan Satistical Abstract. The site plan shows the southern portion of the Project site would be
developed with a church campus that would include a two-story building consisting of a 27,364-sg. ft.
gymnatorium and a41,037-sg. ft. assembly building/children’ s ministry on the southeast portion of the Project
site. Additionaly, a 1,500-sg. ft. two-story building that would serve as a maintenance building, caretaker
residence, and lavatory facilities would be developed on the southwest portion of the Project site.

2. Lighting

The Project would include pole-mounted lighting within the parking lot areas, internal roadways, and
pedestrian walkways. Lighting fixtures would not be provided at the 54,000-sg. ft. sports field, sports courts,
or the children’s play areas. The parking lot lighting would be placed atop approximately 20-foot tall lighting
poles bound to concrete bases (bases would stand 3 feet above ground elevation) with single or multiple
fixtures. In addition, the buildings would include exterior wall-mounted lighting for entryways and low-level
lighting would be provided along the pathways. All outdoor lighting would be shielded and directed on site
in compliance with Development Code Section 83.07.040 (Glare and Outdoor Lighting —Mountain and Desert
Regions).

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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Source(s): McKeever Engineering (06-28-2017)

NOTES:

DATE.
. ALL PARKING AREAS WILL BE SURFACED WITH ASPHALT THE MINIMUM PARKING SPACE WILL BE
. TREES TO BE REMOVED ARE DISCUSSED IN THE FORESTERS REPORT PREPARED BY JOHN HATCHER

PROJECT SUMMARY:

IMPROVEMENT NOTES:

2. ALL PAVED ACCESS AREAS TO BE BOARDED BY 6" CONCRETE CURB.

3. SPORTS FIELD AND LANDSCAPE AREAS TO BE DEPRESSED AS PART OF STORM WATER RUNOFF
MITIGATION PLAN.

4. SEE WATER QUALITY MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR DETAILS ON MODIFIED BIORETENTION BASIN.

5. BUILDINGS WITHIN CAMPUS ARE CONNECTED BY A.D.A. PATH OF TRAVEL. NO A.D.A. PATH OF TRAVEL c,‘)
IS PROVIDED TO ANY STATE HIGHWAYS BECAUSE PEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC IS NOT ALLOWED WITHIN \Q
STATE HIGHWAY RIGHT OF WAY. QQQ—

,bo‘}@

LEGEND:

RECORD OWNER: CHURCH OF THE WOODS, A CALIFORNIA CORPORATION; P.0. BOX 2000; LAKE
ARROWHEAD, CA; 92352; 909—337-5483.
PUBLIC UTILITIES ARE AS FOLLOWS:
A) WATER: CRESTLINE LAKE ARROWHEAD WATER AGENCY; P.0. BOX 3880;
CRESTLINE, CA. 92325; 909-338-1775
B) SEWER: LAKE ARROWHEAD COMMUNITY SERVICES DIST; P. 0. BOX 789; LAKE ARROWHEAD, CA
92352; 909-337-8555
C) NATURAL GAS; SO. CAL. GAS CO.; P. 0. BOX 6226; SAN BERNARDINO, CA; 909-889-9711
D) ELECTRIC: SO. CAL. EDISON CO.; P. O. BOX 96; RIM FOREST, CA; 92378; 909-337-2564
E) TELEPHONE: VERIZON; 1500 CRAFTON AVE.; MENTONE, CA; 92359; 909-793—7441
F) CABLE TV: FALCON CABLE; P. 0. BOX 9; RIM FOREST, CA; 92378; 909—336—2457

THE CURRENT AND PROPOSED GENERAL PLAN USE DISTRICT IS LA/IC.
ENTRY SIGNS WILL BE SUBMITTED FOR REVIEW Al

9'x19" TYPICAL.

DATED 3—-25-03.

BUILDINGS

PHASE 1

YOUTH CENTER GYMATORIUM.

FIRST FLOOR 18,305 SF
SECOND FLOOR 8,579 SF
SNACK BAR 480 SF

TOTAL SF: 27,364 SF

PHASE 2

ASSEMBLY BUILDING — CHILDREN'S MINISTRY
FIRST FLOOR 27,254 SF
SECOND FLOOR 13,783 SF

TOTAL = 41,037 SF

MAINTENANCE BUILDING &
CARETAKERS RESIDENCE

FIRST FLOOR 750 SF
SECOND FLOOR 750 SF

TOTAL SF= 1,500 SF
TOTAL PH 2= 42,537 SF
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2.0 Project Description

Table 2-1 Site Plan Statistical Abstract
Project Component Square Feet (59. ft.) Per centage of Project
Building Coverage (Footprint) 46,309 0. ft. 3.9%
Driveways and Parking 199,478 sq. ft. 16.9%
Concrete Walks and Patios 26,200 sg. ft. 2.2%
Sports Courts 9,508 0. ft. 0.8%
Sports Field 54,000 sg. ft. 4.6%
Landscape Area 182,960 5. ft. 15.5%
Landscape Slopes 66,133 0. ft. 5.6%
Water Quality Basin 7,838 K. ft. 0.6%
Natural Area 588,937 49.9%
Total Project Area: 1,181,363 9. ft. 100.0%

Source: (Project Applicant, 2018)

3. Circulation and Parking

The developed portion of the Project site would include severa internal drive aisles and parking lot areas that
would include atotal of 311 parking stalls (200 required). Primary vehicular access onto the Project site would
be provided by a driveway constructed in the central portion of the Project site’'s frontage along SR-18. The
proposed Project would widen the northern side of SR-18 for an approximately 600-foot segment of the
roadway along the Project site’s frontage adjacent to the access driveway (approximately 300 feet in each
direction from the driveway) by 26 feet to accommodate an eastbound left-turn lane and a westbound
deceleration/acceleration lane. In addition, the Project would install atraffic signal at the proposed driveway
(three-way intersection). A secondary emergency access (egress only) would occur at SR-18 approximately
325 feet to the east of the proposed access driveway. Entry monumentation signage would be installed at the
driveway entry to the Project site. Access to the site would be controlled by gates at the entry, which would
be closed and locked when no activities are scheduled at the facility. A total of 26,200 sg. ft. of pedestrian
walkways and outdoor patios would be constructed on the Project site.

4. Water and Waste Water Conveyance Facilities

Water service would be provided by alateral extension from the existing 12-inch water main located in Daley
Canyon Road approximately 100 feet north of and parallel with the north boundary of the Project site. The
point of connection would be on the west side of Daley Canyon Road. The proposed lateral would extend
southerly approximately 150 feet from the point of connection to a point within the Project boundary. Water
would be distributed throughout the devel oped portion of the Project site through the proposed 10-inch on-site
water line that would extend in a southerly direction from the point of connection in Daley Canyon Road to
the northeasterly area of the developed site. The alignment of this lateral will be adjusted in the field to avoid
large trees.

If the San Bernardino County Rimforest Storm Drain Project is constructed prior to the Church of the Woods
Project, the water lateral would be located within the access road of the Storm Drain Project.

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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Thereisan existing 8-inch sewer main within a 10-foot sewer main easement |ocated on the southwest portion
of the Project site. The Project proposes to rel ocate this existing sewer main to avoid conflicts with the Storm
Drain Project and excessive depths from the finish grade of the Project to the existing sewer main. A 15-foot
wide sewer easement is proposed to be granted to Lake Arrowhead Community Services District for the new
sewer main location. The relocation of the existing sewer main and easement would begin where the existing
sewer crosses the west boundary line of the Project site, near the southwest corner. The relocation would
progress in a northeasterly and northerly direction and connect to the existing sewer main and easement
approximately 600 feet north of SR-18.

5. Open Space, Landscaped Areas, and Recreation Features

As depicted on Figure 2-7 and Figure 2-8, Conceptual Landscape Plan, the Project site would include a total
of 182,960 sg. ft. of landscaped areas and 66,133 sg. ft. of landscaped manufactured slopes. Additionally,
approximately 50% of the Project site (totaling 13.5 acres or 588,937 sg. ft.) would remain as natural open
space.

The Project includes the development of a low-impact development (LID) 54,000-sg. ft. sports field on the
southwest portion of the Project site. In addition, a total of 9,508 sg. ft. of sports courts are proposed at the
Project site, which would include a horseshoe pit and volleyball court in the central portion of the church
campus, and a basketball court and two child play areas on the east portion of the church campus.

6. Drainage Plan

Toaleviateflooding and erosion hazardsin the Rimforest community, the County of San Bernardino approved
the Rimforest Storm Drain project in May 2017. Assuch, regional storm drain improvements are expected to
occur in the area, a portion of which will pass through the southwestern portion of the Project site. In total,
the Rimforest Storm Drain project will physically impact approximately 0.10 acres of the Project site as
documented in the Rimforest Storm Drain Project Final EIR (SCH No. 2015051070). To accommodate
devel opment associated with the proposed Project, a network of drainage lines and water quality catch basins
are proposed on the Project site to accommodate storm water runoff flows. As depicted on Figure 2-7, a
bioretention basin would be developed on the south-central portion of the Project site to capture storm water
runoff from the northern and eastern portions of the Project site. The bioretention basin is designed to slow
and treat on-site storm water runoff beforeit is discharged to the San Bernardino County Flood Control District
(SBCFCD) storm drain system. Additionally, the proposed on-site landscaped areas and the sports field
proposed on the southwest portion of the Project site are designed to infiltrate storm water as a part of the
Project’ s drainage plan.

As shown on Figure 2-7, the Project proposes a 40-foot storm drain easement for the SBCFCD that would
traverse the southwest portion of the Project site in anortheasterly to southwesterly orientation. The proposed
40-foot SBCFCD easement would accommodate the on-site subsurface flood control improvements to be
constructed by San Bernardino County as part of SBCFCD’s Rimforest Storm Drain project, which would
convey storm water flows from off-site areas north of the Project site through the Project site and ultimately
connect to a future improved SBCFCD storm drain facility within SR-18. The on-site SBCFCD storm drain
facility improvements would include the installation and operation of a 750-foot long, 60-inch reinforced

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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concrete pipe (RCP) and located within the 40-foot-wide SBCFCD easement shown on Figure 2-7. Because
the proposed Project’s drainage plan is dependent on connecting to facilities that will be installed as part of
San Bernardino County’s Rimforest Storm Drain Project, the Church of the Woods Project is proposed to be
constructed concurrent with or following installation of these regional drainage improvements. However, in
the event that the proposed Church of the Woods Project is constructed prior to implementation of the
Rimforest Storm Drain project, the Project Applicant would be responsible for constructing the on-site portions
of the Rimforest Storm Drain project, consisting of a 750-foot long, 60-inch RCP located the 40-foot-wide
SBCFCD easement shown on Figure 2-7. During the interim period following development of the proposed
Church of the Woods Project and preceding completion of the Rimforest Storm Drain project, storm water
would sheet flow through the impervious surfaces of the Project site in a northeasterly direction. In the event
that the Project Applicant constructs the on-site portions of the Rimforest Storm Drain project, the Project
Applicant would be required to obtain a Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 404 permit from the United States
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and a Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement from the CDFW.
Thefacilitiesto beinstalled as part of the Rim Forest Storm Drain Project are covered in the Rim Forest Storm
Drain Project EIR (SCH No. 2015051070).

2.5 PROJECT CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATIONAL CHARACTERISTICS
2.5.1 CONSTRUCTION DETAILS

A Proposed Physical Disturbances
1. Grading Activities

Physical disturbances necessary to implement the proposed Project are depicted on Figure 2-9, Proposed
Physical Disturbances. As shown, the Project would disturb approximately 16.9 acres as a result of grading,
including approximately 0.10 acrethat will have been previously disturbed by San Bernardino County to install
regional drainage improvements as part of the Rimforest Storm Drain project. According to the Church of the
Woods Earthwork Analysis Report (DREIR Technical Appendix D2), preliminary grading quantities are
calculated to be 195,297 cubic yards of excavation or cut materials and 119,313 cubic yards of fill material
(W.J. McKeever Inc., Appendix F). Excavated materias would be placed in the southwestern and
northwestern portions of the Project site for construction of the sports fields, entry, and parking areas.
Additionally, the Earthwork Analysis (DREIR Technical Appendix D2) calculated that per the Engineering
Geology and Soils Report (LOR, 2001; DREIR Technical Appendix D1), thereis approximately 42,368 cubic
yards of material on the Project site consisting of highly organic topsoil that is not considered suitable for reuse
as engineered fill. This unsuitable material would be transported to Heaps Peak Transfer Station by truck as
part of the Project’s construction process. Once at the transfer station, materials are loaded into larger trucks
and transferred to the Mid-Valley Landfill for disposal. After removal of unsuitable material, remedial grading
shrinkage, and mass excavation shrinkage, the Project site would be balanced by adjusting the grades in the
area of the proposed sports field, entry load, and parking lots proposed on the western portion of the Project
Site.

Off-site grading would be required to install a water main extending from the northeast Project site boundary
to the existing water main located along Daley Canyon Road. The proposed water main would require the
excavation of a trench measuring approximately 2 feet wide by 3 feet deep. Along the southern Project site
boundary, small areas of off-site grading would be required to implement slope stabilization measures,

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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NOTES
. RECORD OWNER: CHURCH OF THE WOODS, A CALIFORNIA CORPORATION P.0. BOX 2000; LAKE
ARROWHEAD, CA; 92352; 909—-337—-548

. PUBLIC_UTILITIES ARE AS FOLLOWS:
A) WATER: CRESTLINE LAKE ARROWHEAD WATER AGENCY; P.0. BOX 3880;
CRESTLINE, CA. 92325; 809-338-1775
B) SEWER: LAKE ARROWHEAD COMMUNITY SERVICES DIST; P. 0. BOX 789; LAKE ARROWHEAD, CA
92352; 909-337-8555
C) NATURAL GAS; SO. CAL. GAS CO.; P. 0. BOX 6226; SAN BERNARDINO, CA; 909-889-9711
: SO. CAL. EDISON CO.; P. 0. BOX 96; RIM FOREST, CA; 92378; 909—337-2564
HONE: VERIZON; 1500 CRAFTON AVE.; MENTONE, CA; 92359; 909-793-7441
F) CABLE TV: FALCON CABLE; P. 0. BOX 9; RIM FOREST, CA; 92378; 909-336-2457

N

. THE CURRENT AND PROPOSED GENERAL PLAN USE DISTRICT IS LA/IC.

ENTRY SIGNS WILL BE SUBMITTED FOR REVIEW AT A LATER DATE.

. ALL PARKING AREAS WILL BE SURFACED WITH ASPHALT. THE MINIMUM PARKING SPACE WILL BE
9'x19" TYPICAL.

. TREES ;Ong REMOVED ARE DISCUSSED IN THE FORESTERS REPORT PREPARED BY JOHN HATCHER
DATED 3-25-03.

o urw

PROJECT SUMMARY:

BUILDINGS

PHASE 1

YOUTH CENTER GYMATORIUM.

FIRST FLOOR 18,305 SF
SECOND FLOOR 8,579 SF
SNACK BAR 480 SF

TOTAL SF: 27,364 SF

PHASE 2
ASSEMBLY BUILDING — CHILDREN'S MINISTRY

FIRST FLOOR 27,254 SF
SECOND FLOOR 13,783 SF

TOTAL = 41,037 SF

MAINTENANCE BUILDING &
CARETAKERS RESIDENCE

FIRST FLOOR 750 SF
SECOND FLOOR 750 SF

TOTAL SF= 1,500 SF
TOTAL PH 2= 42,537 SF

PARKING SUMMARY (9x19 TYPICAL)

PROJECT SUMMARY
BUILDING CDVERAGE (FOOTPRINT) 46,309 SF 39 %
DRIVEWAYS & PARKI 199,478 SF 16.9 %
CONCRETE WALKS & F'ATIOS 26,200 SF 2.2 %
SPORT COURTS 9,508 SF 0.8 %
SPORTS FIELD 54,000 SF 4.6 %
LANDSCAPE AREA 182,960 SF 15.5 %
LANDSCAPE SLOPES 66,133 SF 5.6 %
WATER QUALITY BASIN 7,838 SF 0.6 %
NATURAL AREA 1,013,670 SF 49.9 %
TOTAL PROJECT= (27.12 ACRES) 1,181,363 SF 100.0 %
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implement landscape improvements along the Project site' s frontage with SR-18, and construct the proposed
emergency access from SR-18. No other on- or off-site physical ground disturbances are anticipated from
Project implementation.

2. Fuel Modification Zones

In order to comply with San Bernardino County requirements for fire hazard control, fuel modification zones
(FMZs) would be established around developed portions of the Project site that would encompass a total of
approximately 1.9 acres. Of the 1.9 acres of FMZs, 85.07 sg. ft. would be categorized as defensible space zone
2 (hereafter referred to as “FMZ 27), while 80,550.48 sg. ft. would be categorized as defensible space zone 3
(hereafter referredto as“FMZ 37). Thefuel modification requirements within each FMZ are discussed below.
It should be noted that the FMZs associated with the Project would not extend off-site.

FMZ 2 would extend to 30 feet from the northwest corner of the proposed maintenance building/caretaker’ s
residence. All dead logs, branches, litter, and any decaying organic materia (i.e., leaves, needles, and woody
material) would be removed from the ground within FMZ 2. Additionally, FMZ 2 would require the thinning
of trees and removal of some trees to maintain spacing of 20 to 30 feet between tree stems. Within FMZ 2,
shrubs would be thinned to provide adequate clearance between shrubs and maintenance of shrub height, and
shrub pruning would be undertaken to minimize fuel continuity. Trees within FMZ 2 would be pruned to a
height of 15 feet above ground level. Ongoing periodic maintenance would be required in the FMZ 2 areato
ensure that the conditions of this zone are met.

FMZ 3 would extend 200 feet from the Project’ s proposed on-site buildings. All dead logs, branches, litter,
and decaying organic materia (i.e., leaves, needles, and woody material) would be removed from the ground
within FMZ 3. Standing dead material, stems, vines, and non-productive trees would be removed from FMZ
3. Thinning and pruning of trees and shrubs would a so occur within FMZ 3. Ongoing periodic maintenance
would be required in the FMZ 2 area to ensure that the conditions of this zone are met.

B. Timing and Phasing of Consfruction

The Project is proposed to be constructed in two (2) phases, asfollows. Because the Project’ s drainage system
is dependent on prior installation of the regiona Rimforest Storm Drain project by the County of San
Bernardino, the Project’s expected dates of completion indicated below may be adjusted to account for
scheduling of the Rimforest Storm Drain project, but would be no earlier than indicated:

e Phase 1 (2018) — Construction of a 27,364-sg. ft. assembly building housing a youth
center/gymnatorium, 54,000-sg. ft. sports field, sports courts, child play areas, internal circulation
roadways, pedestrian walkways, landscaped areas, parking; and

e Phase 2 (2021) — Construction of a41,037-sg. ft. addition to the assembly building that would include
an assembly area and children’s ministry, as well as a 1,500-sg. ft. maintenance building/caretaker
residence.

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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Table 2-2, Expected Project Construction below provides the anticipated construction schedule for the
proposed Project. Table 2-3, Construction Equipment Assumptions, provides alist of construction equipment
anticipated to be used during each construction phase. Figure 2-10, Project Phasing Plan, illustrates which
components of the Project would be constructed during Phase 1 and Phase 2 of the Project.

Table 2-2 Expected Project Construction Phase Durations

Activity Number of Days
Rough Grading 60
Fine Grading 15
Building Construction 300
Architectural Coating 40
Paving 20

Source: (Project Applicant, 2018)

Note: Because the Project’ sdrainage system is dependent on prior installation
of the regional Rimforest Storm Drain project by the County of San
Bernardino, the Project’ s expected start and end dates of construction may be
adjusted to account for scheduling of the Rimforest Storm Drain project, but
would be no earlier than indicated. The duration (number of days) would
remain constant regardless of the start state.

Table 2-3 Construction Equipment Assumptions

Activity Equipment Number Hours Per Day
Excavators 1 8
Rough Grading Rubber Tired Dozers 2 8
Scrapers 2 1
Tractor/L oaders/Backhoes 1 8
Excavators 2 8
Graders 1 8
Fine Grading Skid Steer Loaders 1 8
Rollers 1 8
Tractors/L oaders/Backhoes 1 8
Cranes 1 8
Forklifts 3 8
Building Construction Generator Sets 1 8
Tractor/L oader/Backhoes 3 8
Welders 1 8
Architectural Coating Air Compressors 1 8
Paving Equipment 2 8
Paving Pavers 2 8
Rollers 2 8

Source: (Project Applicant, 2018)

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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NOTES
. RECORD OWNER: CHURCH OF THE WOODS, A CALIFORNIA CORPORATION; P.0. BOX 2000; LAKE
ARROWHEAD, CA; 92352; 909—337-5483.
. PUBLIC_UTILITIES ARE AS FOLLOWS:
A) WATER; CRESTLINE LAKE ARROWHEAD WATER AGENCY; P.0. BOX 3880;
CRESTLINE, CA. 92325; 909-338-1775
B) SEWER: LAKE ARROWHEAD COMMUNITY SERVICES DIST; P. O. BOX 789; LAKE ARROWHEAD, CA
92352; 909-337-8555
C) NATURAL GAS; SO. CAL. GAS CO.; P. 0. BOX 6226; SAN BERNARDINO, CA; 903-889-9711
D) ELECTRIC: SO. CAL. EDISON CO.; P. 0. BOX 96; RIM FOREST, CA; 92378; 908-337-2564
E) TELEPHONE: VERIZON; 1500 CRAFTON AVE.; MENTONE, CA; 92359; 909-793-7441
F) CABLE TV: FALCON CABLE; P. O. BOX 9; RIM FOREST, CA; 92378; 909-336-2457

P

3. THE CURRENT AND PROPOSED GENERAL PLAN USE DISTRICT IS LA/IC.

4. ENTRY SIGNS WILL BE SUBMITTED FOR REVIEW AT A LATER DATE.

5. ALL P‘ARKING AREAS WILL BE SURFACED WITH ASPHALT. THE MINIMUM PARKING SPACE WILL BE
9'x19" TYPICAL.

8. x ;’Ong olgEMOVED ARE DISCUSSED IN THE FORESTERS REPORT PREPARED BY JOHN HATCHER

PROJECT SUMMARY:

BUILDINGS

PHASE 1

YOUTH CENTER GYMATORIUM.

FIRST FLOOR 18,305 SF
SECOND FLOOR 8,579 SF
SNACK BAR 480 SF

TOTAL SF: 27,364 SF

PHASE 2

ASSBABLY BUILDING — CHILDREN'S MINISTRY
FIRST 27,254 SF
SECOND FLOOR 13,783 SF

TOTAL = 41,037 SF

MAINTENANCE BUILDING &
CARETAKERS RESIDENCE

FIRST FLOOR 750 SF
SECOND FLOOR 750 SF

TOTAL SF= 1,500 SF
TOTAL PH 2= 42,537 SF

PARKING SUMMARY (9x19 TYPICAL)

IMPROVEMENT NOTES:
ENGINEERING RECOMMENDATIONS.

PROJECT SUMMARY
BUILDING COVERAGE (FOOTPR!NT) 46,309 SF 3.9%
DRIVEWAYS & PARKIl 199,478 SF 16.9 %
CONCRETE WALKS ec PA'nos 26,200 SF 2.2 %
SPORT COURTS 9,508 SF 0.8 %
SPORTS FIELD 54,000 SF 4.6 %
LANDSCAPE AREA 182,960 SF 155 %
LANDSCAPE SLOPES 66,133 SF 56 %
WATER QUALITY BASIN 7838 SF 06%
NATURAL AREA 1,013,670 SF 49.9 %
TOTAL PROJECT= (27.12 ACRES) 1,181,363 SF 100.0 %

REQUIRED PROVIDED
CHURCH OF THE WOODS (BUILD OUT)
600 SEATS (1 space for 3 seats) 200 31

1. DRIVE AISLES AND PARKING SPACES TO BE A.C. PAVEMENT AND BASE PER GEOTECHNICAL

2.

ALL PAVED ACCESS AREAS TO BE BOARDED BY 6" CONCRETE CURB.

—00— INDICATES
o1  INDICATES

Source(s): McKeever Engineering (04-25-2017)

LARS-1400
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DEPRESSED
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3. SPORTS FIELD AND LANDSCAPE AREAS TO BE DEPRESSED AS PART OF STORM WATER RUNOFF
MITIGATION PLAN.
4. SEE WATER QUALITY MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR DETALS ON MODIFIED BIORETENTION BASIN.
5. BULDINGS WITHIN CAMPUS ARE CONNECTED, B ADA. PATH OF TRAVEL. NO ADAL PATH OF TRAVEL &
IS PROVIDED TO ANY STATE HIGHWAYS BECAUSE PEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC IS NOT ALLOWED WITHI NS
STATE HIGHWAY  RIGHT OF WAY. £
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Figure 2-10
PROJECT PHASING PLAN

Lead Agency: County of San Bermnardino

SCH No. 2004031114
Page 2-26



I Church of the Woods
.D Draft Revised Environmental Impact Report 2.0 Project Description

2.5.2 EQUIPMENT STAGING

Throughout the Project’s construction phase, a minimum 150-foot setback would be maintained between
construction equipment, stockpiles, staging areas, the northern half of the proposed athletic field, and the
northern edge of the paved portion of SR-18. The setback would be intended to reduce or screen the visibility
of the staged equipment and materials from passengersin vehicles traveling along SR-18 during the Project’s
construction activities.

2.5.3 OPERATIONAL CHARACTERISTICS

As shown on Table 2-4, Church of the Woods Operational Activities, the proposed Project would operate as a
community religious facility, primarily accommodating two worship services (including children’s Sunday
school) that are typically held on Sundays between the hours of 9:00 am. and 1:00 p.m. Additionaly, the
facility would be used to accommodate other ancillary religious-oriented and family-oriented activities for the
congregation such as. group bible study, choir practices, fellowship breakfasts and dinners, wedding
ceremonies, funeral/memoria services, and seasona/holiday program events. The Project site would be
maintained by an on-site (live-in) caretaker. An administrative staff consisting of up to approximately 13
employees would be present within the Project site during normal business hours (8:00 am. to 5:00 p.m.
Monday through Friday) to accommodate the management of the ministry.

A Population

Implementation of the proposed Project would result in the construction of a caretaker residence on the western
portion of the proposed Church of the Woods campus. The caretaker residence would house up to one (1)
tenant whom would be required to be a Church of the Woods employee. No other dwelling units are proposed
to be constructed at the Project site as part of the Project.

B. Traffic Volumes

Based on a Project-specific traffic impact analysis conducted by Tranglutions, Inc. (DREIR Technical Appendix
H), and as shown in Subsection 3.1, Transportation and Circulation, to this DREIR, the proposed Project is
calculated to result in atotal of 390 peak hour trips on Saturdays, 394 peak hour trips on Sundays, 657 daily
trips on Saturdays, and 1,112 daily trips on Sundays. (Translutions, Inc., 2018, p. 5)

C. Water Demand

Neither the San Bernardino County General Plan nor the San Bernardino County General Plan Fina EIR
contain water demand rates that could be utilized to estimate the Project’ s water demand. Table 4-1-2, Non-
Residential Unit Water Demands, of the Water Agencies Standards Design Guidelines for Water and Sewer
Facilities, identifiesawater demand factor of 5,000 gallons/net acre per day for “Commercia and Institutional”
land uses (WAS, 2014, Table 4-1-2). In order to calculate the total water demand for the Project, first the
acreage of the natural open space area (13.5 acres) was subtracted from the total gross acreage of the proposed
Project (27.12 acres) because this area would not require irrigation. The resulting gross acreage of
approximately 13.6 acreswas then multiplied by the most conservative gross acreage to net acreage conversion
factor of 0.40 (provided in Table 4-1-3, Gross Acreage to Net Acreage Conversion, of the Water Agencies
Standards Design Guidelines for Water and Sewer Facilities), which yielded a net

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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Table 2-4 Church of the Woods Operational Activities
Estimated No. of Participants L ocation
Activity Day/Time Phase| Phasel | Phase| Phasel |
Sunday Morning Service Sunday 600 per service 600 per service  Assembly Building  Assembly

8:30 A.M. t0 10:00 A.M. and
11:00 A.M. t0 12:30 P.M.

Building/Children’s
Ministry

Wednesday Night Service

Wednesday
5:00 pP.M. t0 8:00 P.M.

600 per service

600 per service

Assembly Building

Assembly
Building/Children’s
Ministry

Aerobics Monday, Wednesday, Friday 30-40 per class  30-40 per class Y outh Center Assembly Building
8:00 A.M. t011:00 A.M. Gymnatorium
Fife and Drum Monday 5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M. 30 30 Assembly Building  Assembly Building
Women'’ s Bible Study Tuesday 8:00 A.M. t0 1:00 P.M. 100-150 150-200 Assembly Building  Assembly Building
Choir Tuesday 7:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M. 30-40 30-40 Assembly Building  Assembly Building
Senior High Y outh Group Tuesday 6:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M. 50-60 100-150 Assembly Building Y outh Center
Gymnatorium
Women'’s Prayer Group Wednesday 8:00 A.M. to 10:00 25 50 Assembly Building Assembly Building
AM.
Men's Bible Study Group Saturday 8:00 A.M. to 10:00 A.M. 25 35 Assembly Building Assembly Building
Band Practice Saturday 3:00 P.M. to 5:00 P.M. 15-20 15-20 Assembly Building Assembly Building
Soccer Practiceand Games®  Monday through Friday 25 practices 25 practices  Sports Field Sports Field
2:30 P.M. t0 5:00 P.M. 50-60 games 50-60 games
Saturday 9:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M.
Baseball Practice and Monday through Friday 25-30 practice  50-60 practice  Sports Field Sports Field
Games' 2:30 P.M. t0 5:00 P.M. 50-60 games  100-120 games
Saturday 9:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M.
Basketball Wednesday and Friday 20 40 Basketball Courts  Basketball Courts
5:00 P.M. t0 8:00 P.M.
Saturday 11:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M.
Volleyball Wednesday and Friday 20 40 Volleyball Courts  Volleyball Courts

“Two games and one practice game would occur on Saturdays (i.e., either two baseball games and one practice soccer game or one baseball game, one

5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.

Saturday 11:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M.

soccer game, and one practice baseball game) due to overlapping baseball and soccer fields in the southwest area of the Project site.
Source: (Project Applicant, 2018)

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino
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acreage of approximately 5.4 acres for the Project. The Project net acreage of 5.4 acres was then multiplied
by the water demand factor of 5,000 gallons/net acre per day obtained from Table 4-1-2, which yielded awater
demand of approximately 27,200.5 gallons per day (0.08 acre-feet per day) or 9,928,167.6 gallons per year
(30.3 acre-feet per year).

D. Wastewater Treatment Demand

In order to calculate the quantity of wastewater that the Project would generate, wastewater generation rates
were requested from LACSD. However, LACSD responded to the request stating that no wastewater
generation rates are available that could be used to estimate wastewater generation for proposed devel opments
withinthe LACSD (Lippert, 2017). Additionally, neither the San Bernardino County General Plan nor the San
Bernardino County General Plan Fina EIR contain wastewater generation rates that could be utilized to
estimate the quantity of wastewater that would be generated by the Project. Table 4-2-1, Sewer Generation
Factors, of the Water Agencies Standards Design Guidelines for Water and Sewer Facilities, identifies a
wastewater demand factor of 200 to 1,200 gallons per day (GPD) per gross acre for “Institutional” land uses,
and awastewater demand factor of 200 to 250 GPD per gross acre for residential land uses (WAS, 2014, Table
4-2-1). In order to calculate the total wastewater treatment demand for the Project, the most conservative
ingtitutional land use wastewater generation rate (1,200 GPD per gross acre) was multiplied by 3.8 acres
(equivalent to the total acreage of the proposed development [27.12 acres] minus the acreage of the natural
open space[13.5 acres| minusthe acreage of the proposed on-site residence[0.034]), and the most conservative
residential land use wastewater generation rate (250 GPD per gross acre) was multiplied by the acreage of the
proposed on-site residence (0.034 acres). Theresulting wastewater treatment demand values (16,279 GPD for
the proposed church facilitiesand 8.5 GPD for the proposed on-site caretaker’ sresidence) were added together
to obtain the Project’s total wastewater treatment demand value of 16,288 GPD, or 5.9 million gallons per
year.

2.6 SUMMARY OF REQUESTED ACTIONS

The County of San Bernardino has primary approval responsibility for the proposed Project. As such, the
County servesasthe Lead Agency for this DREIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15050. Accordingly,
the County’s Planning Commission will hold a public hearing to consider the Final Revised EIR and the
Project’s CUP. The Planning Commission will make advisory recommendations to the Board of Supervisors
on whether to approve, approve with changes, or deny the proposed Project’s CUP. The Board of Supervisors
will consider the information contained in the Final Revised EIR and the EIR’s Administrative Record in its
decision-making processes and will approve or deny the Project’'s CUP. Upon approval or conditional
approval of the above-described Project actions and upon certification of the Final Revised EIR by the Board
of Supervisors, the County would conduct administrative reviews and grant subsequent permits and approvals
to implement Project requirements and conditions of approval. A list of the primary actions under County
jurisdiction is provided in Table 2-5, Matrix of Project Approvals/Permits.

2.7 RELATED ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW AND CONSULTATION REQUIREMENTS

Subsequent to approval of CUP Application No. P201700270, additional discretionary actions may be
necessary to implement the proposed Project. These include, but are not limited to, building permits, grading
permits, encroachment permits/road improvements, drainage infrastructure improvements, water and sewer

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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infrastructure improvements, and storm water permit(s) (NPDES). Table 2-5 provides a summary of the
agencies responsible for subsequent discretionary approvals associated with the Project. The required DREIR
will cover all federa, state, and local government approvals which may be needed to construct or implement
the Project, whether explicitly noted in Table 2-5 or not (CEQA Guidelines § 15124[d]).

Table 2-5

Matrix of Project Approvals/Permits

County of San Bernardino

Proposed Project — San Bernardino County Discretionary Approvals

San Bernardino Planning Commission

Provide recommendations to the San Bernardino
County Board of Supervisors regarding certification
of the Project’ s DREIR.
Provide recommendations to the San Bernardino
County Board of Supervisors whether to approve
CUP No. P201700270.

San Bernardino Board of Supervisors

Reject or certify required DREIR along with
appropriate CEQA Findings.

Approve, conditionally approve, or
Conditional Use Permit No. P201700270.

deny the

Subseguent San Bernardino County Discretionary and Ministerial Approvals

San Bernardino County Subsequent
Approvals:
Division and/or Building & Safety

Implementing | e
Land Use Services Department Planning

Approve implementing Fina Maps, Plot Plans,
and/or Site Plans as may be appropriate.

Issue Grading Permits.

I ssue Building Permits.

Approve Road Improvement Plans.

I ssue Encroachment Permits.

Other Agencies— Subsequent Approvalsand Permits

California Department of Transportation

Approve Road Improvement Plans.
I ssue Encroachment Permits.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

Issuance of Incidental Take Permits, as may be

appropriate.
Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement!

State Water Resources Control Board

Approve NPDES Permit.

United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)

Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 404 permit?

Notes.

1 Indicates permits that would need to be obtained in the event that implementation of the Project occurs prior to completion

of the Rimforest Storm Drain Project.

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

3.1 SuMMARY OF DREIR SCOPE

In accordance with CEQA Guideline Sections 15126 to 15126.4, this DREIR Section 3.0, Environmental
Analysis, provides analyses of potential direct, indirect, and cumulatively considerable impacts that could
occur from planning, constructing, and operating the proposed Project.

In compliance with the procedura requirements of CEQA, an Initial Study was prepared to determine the
scope of environmental analysis for the anticipated EIR. Public comment on the scope consisted of oral
comments received at a public scoping meeting and written comments received by the County of San
Bernardino in response to the NOP. Comments were provided by members of the public during the NOP
comment period which began on February 14, 2005. Taking all known information obtained during the NOP
comment period into consideration along with an evaluation of the currently-proposed version of the previous
project on which the NOP was based, 10 primary environmental subject areas are evaluated in this Section 3.0,
as listed below. Each subsection evaluates several specific subject matters related to the general topic of the
subsection. Thetitle of each subsection is not limiting; therefore, refer to each subsection for afull account of
the subject matters addressed therein.

3.A Aesthetics 3.F Hydrology and Water Quality
3.B Air Quality 3.G Land Use and Planning

3.C Biological Resources 3.H Noise

3.D Geology and Soils 3.l Transportation / Circulation
3.E Hazards 3.J Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Eight (8) environmental subjects, agriculture resources, cultural resources, mineral resources, population and
housing, public services, recreation, tribal cultural resources, and utilities and services systems, were
determined by San Bernardino County to have no potential to be significantly impacted by the Project, as
concluded by the Project’s Initial Study (included in Technical Appendix A to this DREIR) and after
consideration of all comments received by County of San Bernardino on the scope of this DREIR and
documented in the County’s administrative record. The subject of these nine environmental topics are
discussed briefly in Section 5.0, Other CEQA Considerations.

3.1.1 ScoprE oF CUMULATIVE EFFECTS ANALYSIS

CEQA requires that an EIR contain an assessment of the cumulative impacts that may be associated with a
proposed project. Asnoted in CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(a), “an EIR shall discuss cumulative impacts
of a project when the project’s incremental effect is cumulatively considerable.” “A cumulative impact
consists of animpact whichis created asaresult of the combination of the project evaluated in the EIR together
with other projects creating related impacts’ (CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(a)(1)). As defined in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15355:

‘Cumulative Impacts’ refersto two or moreindividual effects which, when considered together,
are considerable or which compound or increase other environmental impacts.

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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(a) The individual effects may be changes resulting from a single project or a number of
separate projects.

(b) Thecumulativeimpact fromseveral projectsisthe changein the environment which results
from the incremental impact of the project when added to other closely related past,
present, and reasonably foreseeable probable future projects. Cumulative impacts can
result from individually minor but collectively significant projects taking place over a
period of time.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(b) describestwo acceptable methods for identifying astudy areafor purposes
of conducting a cumulative impact analysis. These two approaches include: “1) alist of past, present, and
probable future projects producing related or cumulative impacts, including if necessary, those projects outside
the control of the agency [‘the list of projects approach’], or 2) a summary of projections contained in an
adopted general plan or related planning document, or in a prior environmental document which has been
adopted or certified, which described or evaluated regional or area wide conditions contributing to the
cumulative impact [*the summary of projections approach’].”

The summary of projections approach is used in this DREIR, except for the evaluation of cumulative traffic
and vehicular-related air quality, greenhouse gas, and noiseimpacts. Theanalysisof cumulativetrafficimpacts
uses a combined approach, utilizing the summary of projections approach with the manual addition of past,
present, and reasonably foreseeable projects that were not accounted for in the projections, where appropriate.
This approach was determined to be appropriate by the County of San Bernardino because long-range planning
documents contain a sufficient amount of information to enable an analysis of cumulative effectsfor all subject
areas, with exception of traffic and vehicular-related air quality, greenhouse gas, and noise effects, which
require a greater level of detailed study. The cumulative impact analyses of vehicular-related air quality,
greenhouse gas, and noise impacts, which rely on data from the Project’ s traffic study, inherently utilize the
combined approach. With the combined approach, the cumulative impact analyses for the air quality,
greenhouse gas, noise, and traffic issue areas overstate the Project’s (and Project-related components’)
potential cumulative impacts as compared to an analysisthat would rely solely on thelist of projects approach
or solely the summary of projections approach; therefore, the combined approach provides a conservative,
“worst-case” analysis for cumulative air quality, greenhouse gas, noise, and traffic impacts.

Thelist of projects used to supplement the summary of projections approach for the cumulative traffic impact
analysis (aswell asvehicular-related air quality, greenhouse gas, and noise impact analyses) includes approved
and pending development projects in proximity to the Project site that would contribute traffic to the same
trangportation facilities as the Project, aswell aswell as other projectsin the study areathat have the potential
to affect regional transportation facilities. As such, the cumulative impact analysis of traffic and vehicular-
related air quality, greenhouse gas, and noise impacts includes other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable
projects within this study area in addition to the summary of projections (Trandutions, Inc., 2018, Table C).
This methodology recognizes development projects that have the potential to contribute measurable traffic to
the same intersections, roadway segments, and/or state highway system facilities as the proposed Project and
have the potential to be made fully operational in the foreseeable future. Specific development projects
included in the traffic and vehicular-related air quality, greenhouse gas, and noise cumulative impact analyses
are shown in Figure 1-1, Related Projects Location, and are listed in Table 3.0-1, Cumulative Projects List.

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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For the cumulative impact analyses that rely on the summary projections approach (i.e., al issue areas with
the exception of traffic and vehicular-related air quality, greenhouse gas, and noise, as described in the
preceding pages), the cumulative study area includes the unincorporated portion of San Bernardino County
referred to as the Rimforest community. The Rimforest community has historically been used for rural uses,
but has in recent decades been developed for residential and non-residential devel opments ranging from rural
to higher densities. Thisstudy areaexhibitssimilar characteristicsin termsof climate, geology, and hydrology,
and therefore is also likely to have similar biological and archaeological characteristics as well. This study
area also encompasses the service areas of the Project site’ s primary public service and utility providers. Areas
outside of this study areaeither exhibit topographic, climatological, or other environmental circumstances that
differ from those of the Project area, or are smply too far from the proposed Project site to produce
environmental effects that could be cumulatively considerable. Exceptions include cumulative air quality
analysis, which considers the entire South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) and greenhouse gas emissions and
associated global climate change, which potentially affect al areas of Earth. Additionally, the analysis of
potential cumulative hydrology and water quality effects considers other development projects located within
the boundary of the Santa Ana River Basin watershed.

Environmental impacts associated with buildout of the cumulative study area were evaluated in the General
Plan EIR prepared for by San Bernardino County. The location where the General Plan EIR is available for
review isprovided below. The San Bernardino General Plan EIR is herein incorporated by reference pursuant
to CEQA Guidelines Section 15150.

e County of San Bernardino General Plan EIR (SCH No. 2005101038) availablefor review at the County
of San Bernardino, Land Use Services Department, 385 North Arrowhead Avenue #2, San Bernardino,
California 92415;

Subsections 3.A to 3.J of this DREIR evauate the ten environmental subjects warranting detailed analysis.
The format of discussion is standardized as much as possible in each section for ease of review. The
environmental setting is discussed first, followed by a discussion of the Project’s (and Project-related
components') potential environmental impacts based on specified thresholds of significance used as criteriato
determine whether potential environmental effects are significant.

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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Table 3.0-1 Cumulative Projects List

# Proj ect/L ocation Land Use Quantity Units
1 | Santa's Village; east of Kuffel Canyon

Road: north of SR-18 Theme Park - -
2 | Single-Family Residential; southwest

corner of Cumberland Drive and SR- | Single Family Detached Housing 60 DU

173
3 Arrowhead Pine Rose Cabins; north of .

SR-189, west of Grandview Road Cabin/Resort
4 | Landscape Materia Sales; 650 ft. north

of SR-173 and Hook Creek Road Nursery 1 AC
5 Retail; 550 ft. east of SR-18 and Kuffel .

Canyon Road Shopping Center 4.684 TSF
6 Chapel; southeast corner of Clubhouse Church 1,995 TSF

Drive and Lovers Lane
7 Miniature Golf Miniature Golf Course 9 Holes
8 | Office Building; 26232 SR-18, . .

Rimforest, CA General Office Building 5 TSF
9 Boat Sdles;, 29163 Hook Creek Road, . .

Cedar Glen, CA Recreational Vehicle Sales 2.232 TSF
10 | Cahins Single Family Detached Housing 4 DU
11 | Single-Family Residential Single Family Detached Housing 1 DU

DU: Dwelling Units
TSF: Thousand Square Feet
Source: (Trandlutions, Inc., 2018, Table C)

The thresholds of significance used in this DREIR are based on the thresholds presented in CEQA Guidelines
Appendix G and as applied by County of San Bernardino to create the Project’s Initial Study Checklist
(included in Technical Appendix A to this DREIR). The thresholds are intended to assist the reader of this
DREIR in understanding how and why this DREIR reaches a conclusion that an impact would or would not
occur, issignificant, or is less than significant.

Serving as the CEQA Lead Agency for this DREIR, the County of San Bernardino is responsible for
determining whether an adverse environmental effect identified in this DREIR should be classified as
significant or less than significant. The standards of significance used in this DREIR are based on the
independent judgment of the County of San Bernardino, taking into consideration CEQA Guidelines A ppendix
G, the San Bernardino County Development Code and adopted County policies, the judgment of the technical
experts that prepared this DREIR’ s Technical Appendices, performance standards adopted, implemented, and
monitored by regulatory agencies, significance standards recommended by regulatory agencies, and the
standards in CEQA that trigger the preparation of an DREIR.

Asrequired by CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.2(a), impacts are identified in this DREIR as direct, indirect,
cumulative, short-term, long-term, on-site, and/or off-site impacts of the proposed Project and/or Project-
related components. A summarized “impact statement” is provided in each subsection following the analysis.
Each subsection also includes a discussion or listing of the applicable regulatory criteria (laws, policies,

Lead Agency: County of San Bernardino SCH No. 2004031114
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regulations) that the Project and its implementing actions are required to comply with (if any). If impacts are
identified as significant after mandatory compliance with regulatory criteria, feasible mitigation measures are
presented that would either avoid the impact or reduce the magnitude of the impact. For any impact identified
as significant and unavoidable, the County of San Bernardino would be required to adopt a statement of
overriding considerations pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15093 in order to approve the Project despite
its significant impact(s) to the environment. The statement of overriding considerations would list the specific
economic, legal, social, technological, and other benefits of the Project, supported by substantial evidence in
the Project’ s administrative record, that outweigh the unavoidable impacts.
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3.A AESTHETICS

This Subsection characterizes the existing aesthetic conditions at the Project site and discusses views of the
Project site from surrounding vantage points. Potential visual and aesthetic changes that may result from
Project implementation are analyzed. The resources relied upon to prepare this Subsection include analysis of
aerial photography (Google Earth, imagery dated February 2016) (Google Earth Pro, 2016), and photographs
taken in June 2017 by Focus 360, Inc. Information from the Project’ s Conditional Use Permit application was
also used to prepare this Subsection (Project Applicant, 2018). This Subsection also is based on information
contained in the San Bernardino General Plan (San Bernardino County, 2007a), and the California Department
of Transportation (Caltrans) Scenic Highway Mapping System (Caltrans, n.d.).

3.A.1 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

3.A.1.1 ExisTING SiTE CONDITIONS

The Project site is undeveloped and is characterized by gently rolling hills to steep mountain terrain that is
largely covered by montane coniferous forest. The Project site includes a northeasterly trending valley that
traverses its south-central portion and falls to the northeast. Elevations across the Project site vary slightly
from approximately 5,400 feet above mean sealevel (amgl) at the northeast corner of the Project site to 5,740
feet above amdl on the western edge of the Project site. A natural drainage course occurs on the southwest
portion of the Project site. An abandoned groundwater well exists on the southwest portion of the Project site.
Numerous unpaved dirt roads cross the Project site, which can be accessed via an unpaved dirt road off State
Route 18 (“Rim of the World Highway”; SR-18) to the south of the Project site. The primary on-site dirt road
traverses the southern portion of the Project site before turning northeasterly and paralleling the on-site valley
and egressing from the north-central boundary of the Project site.

3.A.1.2 VISUAL SETTING

The Project siteisaprivatel y-owned property located within the San Bernardino National Forest and islocated
approximately 1.5 miles to the southwest of Lake Arrowhead. The Project site is generally bordered by SR-
18 to the south, Daley Canyon Road to the east, undeveloped U.S. Forest Service land to the north, and Bear
Springs Road and single-family residences to the west. EXxisting site conditions are depicted on Figure 2-5,
Aerial Photograph, which demonstrates the Project site is primarily surrounded by forested undevel oped land,
with approximately 25 to 65 feet of forested land between the Project boundary and the residential homes
located to the west of the Project site. Due to the heavily forested condition of the Project site, visual access
to the interior of the Project site from off-site areas is very limited.

3.A.1.3 SITE PHOTOGRAPHS

Motorists traveling in either direction along SR-18, between Bear Springs Road and Daley Canyon Road,
would be the primary viewers of the Project site. Also, partialy obstructed viewsto the site are available from
distant residential properties to the west. As shown on Figure 3.A-1, Representative Ste Photos 1-3, views
from SR-18 toward the Project site primarily consist of densely forested and undeveloped land. The Project
site visually consists of native trees, thick brush, and other vegetation of various heights and sizes.
Groundcover visible from SR-18 generally comprises grassy vegetation, and rocky terrain. The topography
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along the southern edge of Project site is characterized by steeply sloped hilly terrain, until just after the
midpoint between Daley Canyon Road and Bear Springs Road. The remaining area along SR-18 adjacent to
the Project site is typified by flatter terrain that quickly drops off from the highway toward the interior of the
site. Traveling eastbound on SR-18, views are similar although somewhat broader due to the greater distance
between the travel lane and the site. In summary, views toward the site along SR-18 contribute to the forested
character and quality of views along this designated scenic route similar to other undeveloped forested land
located along SR-18.

Views of the site from the single-family homes located upslope and to the west along Bear Springs Road are
of forested land. The views encompass trees along the rear of the properties with forested areas extending
across the site to the east. There is approximately 25 to 65 feet of vegetation between the 12 homes located
along the Project site's western boundary as indicated on the Project’ s site plan dated April 25, 2017. Given
the proximity of the homes and their higher elevation, trees on the site contribute to the scenic quality of mid-
and long-range forest views to the east from the rear of the properties.

3.A.1.4 LIGHT AND GLARE

The Project site is currently undeveloped forested land. As such, the Project site does not produce light or
glare. The surrounding SR-18, Daley Canyon Road, and Bear Springs Road are rural in nature and do not
include streetlights, with the exception of the segments of these roadways that abut developed areas. However,
headlights from passing vehicles along these roadways produce light and glare. Residential homes located
immediately west of the Project site emit light via typical outdoor and security lighting fixtures.

3.A.1.5 SCENIC RESOURCES

According to Policy OS 5.1 of the San Bernardino County General Plan, the following criteria are considered
for designation as scenic resources (San Bernardino County, 2007a, pp. VI-12 - VI-13):

e A roadway, vistapoint, or areathat provides a vista of undisturbed natural areas;

¢ Includes aunique or unusual feature that comprises an important or dominant portion of the viewshed
(the areawithin the field of view of the observer); and/or

o Offersadistant vistathat provides relief from less attractive views of nearby features (such as views
of mountain backdrops from urban areas).

Under existing conditions, the Project site is undeveloped and covered by montane coniferous forest. Public
views of the Project site are primarily available from vehicles travelling along SR-18 to the immediate south
of the Project site. However, due to the Project site's topography and dense forest vegetation community,
views of the Project site from SR-18 are predominantly limited to trees and asmall but steep forested hillside.
Vehicles traveling along the segment of SR-18 located immediately south of the Project site have extensive
unobstructed views of largely undevel oped areas of the San Bernardino National Forest and views of urbanized
portions of the San Bernardino and San Gabriel valleys visible beyond when looking directly south, away from
the Project site. The crest of the Santa Ana Mountain Range is also visible beyond the San Bernardino and
San Gabriel Valeysfor vehicular passengers traveling along SR-18 looking south, away from the Project site.
The Project siteis privately-owned property and, as such, does not provide public viewing points. Regardless,
the Project site does not contain any roadways or vista points that provide vistas of undisturbed natural areas.
No unique or unusual features occur on the Project site that comprise a dominant part of a viewshed; the on-
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site trees and hillside visible from SR-18 are typical to the locale of the Project area. The areas immediately
surrounding the Project site are characterized by mountainous forested terrain that are predominantly
undeveloped with the exception of the sparsely developed residential land uses to the west of the Project site.
Views of the Project site from surrounding areas are limited due to intervening topography and tree cover, with
the most direct public views of the Project site available from SR-18 that abuts the Project site to the south.

3.A.1.6 SCENIC VISTAS

Scenic vistas are defined as undevel oped land that provides unobstructed views of unique natural features (i.e.,
mountains, hills, open spaces, and waterbodies) (San Bernardino County, 20073, pp. 111-6). However, the San
Bernardino General Plan does not designate any scenic vistas within the County (San Bernardino County,
20074, pp. 111-6). Due to the topography in the immediate Project vicinity, public views of the Project site are
mostly limited to views from vehicles traveling on SR-18 along the southern boundary of the Project site.
Additionally, due to the topography and heavily vegetated nature of the Project site, existing views of the
Project site from SR-18 are predominantly characterized by tree cover and asmall steep hillside on the eastern
half of the site. The on-site topography and vegetation screens views to the north beyond the Project site.

3.A.1.7 SCENIC BYWAYS/SCENIC HIGHWAYS

SR-18 abuts the southern Project boundary, and is designated as a Scenic Byway by the United States Forest
Service (USFS). The segment of SR-18 that abuts the Project site is part of the 110-mile long Rim of the
World Scenic Byway, which encompasses portions of California Highways 138, 18, and 38, and traverses the
rim of the San Bernardino Mountains from Cgjon Pass to San Gorgonio Pass (USDA, n.d.).

The segment of SR-18 that abuts the southern boundary of the Project site is also an Eligible State Scenic
Highway. The Caltrans Scenic Highway Mapping System indicates that there are no officially designated
State or County Scenic Highways in the vicinity of the Project site. (Caltrans, 2018)

3.A.1.8 SCENIC ROUTES

The segment of SR-18 that abuts the southern boundary of the Project site is designated as a Scenic Route in
the County of San Bernardino General Plan Open Space Element (San Bernardino County, 20073, p. V1-16).
As further described below in the discussion of the General Plan Open Space Element, policies have been
established by the County to promote scenic values along Scenic Highways, including evaluation of proposed
devel opments within defined scenic corridors.

3.A.2 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
3.A.2.1 REGIONAL

A San Bernardino County Development Code

1. Glare and Outdoor Lighting

The County of San Bernardino encourages outdoor lighting practices that will minimize light pollution;
conserve energy while maintaining nighttime safety and visibility; and curtail the degradation of the nighttime
visual environment through implementation of the provisionsin the Night Sky Protection Ordinance, whichis
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established in Chapter 83.07, Glare and Outdoor Lighting, of the County Development Code. The ordinance
establishes shielding requirements for various light fixtures and applications, and is applicable to the Project.

2. Sign Regulations

Under Chapter 83.13, Sgn Regulations, of the County Development Code, the County has established general
sign regulations and additional standards and regulations for each land use zoning district. The standards are
intended, in part, to enhance the appearance of the County, to encourage sound signage practices as a means
of aiding businesses and providing information to the public, to prevent excessive and confusing light displays,
and to reduce hazards to motorists and pedestrians.

B. San Bernardino County General Plan

The County of San Bernardino General Plan, which was adopted in 2007, includes applicable goalsand policies
within the Conservation Element and Open Space Element that address impacts to aesthetics are discussed
below.

1. Conservation Element

The San Bernardino County General Plan Conservation Element goals and policies that are pertinent and
applicable to the proposed Project (located within the Mountain Region of the Genera Plan) are identified as
follows:

M/CO 1 Preservethe unique environmental features of the Mountain Region including native wildlife,
vegetation and scenic vistas.

M/CO5 Preservethe dark night sky as a natural resource in the Mountain Region communities.

M/CO 1.2 Protect scenic vistas by minimizing ridgeline development that would substantially detract from
the scenic quality of major ridgeline viewsheds.

M/CO 5.3 Review exterior lighting as part of the design review process.

M/CO 5.4 All outdoor lighting, including street lighting, shall be provided in accordance with the Night
Sky Protection Ordinance and shall only be provided as necessary to meet safety standards.

2. Open Space Element

The following goals and policies of the General Plan Open Space Element applicable to the proposed Project
areidentified as follows:

0S4 The County will preserve and protect cultural resources throughout the County, including parks,
areas of regional significance, and scenic, cultural and historic sitesthat contribute to adistinctive
visual experience for visitors and quality of life for County residents.

0S5 The County will maintain and enhance the visual character of scenic routes in the County.

0S5.1 Features meeting the following criteriawill be considered for designation as scenic resources.
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a. A roadway, vista point, or areathat provides a vista of undisturbed natural areas.

b. Includes aunique or unusual feature that comprises an important or dominant portion
of the viewshed (the area within the field of the observer).

c. Offersadistant vistathat providesrelief from less attractive views of nearby (such as
views of mountain backdrops from urban areas).

0S5.2 Define the scenic corridor on either side of the designated route, measured from the outside edge
of the right-of-way, trail, or path. Development along scenic corridors will be required to
demonstrate through visual analysis that proposed improvements are compatible with scenic
qualities present.

0S5.3 The County desires to retain the scenic character of visually important roadways throughout the
County. A “scenic route” is a roadway that has scenic vistas and other scenic and aesthetic
qualities that over time have been found to add beauty to the County. Therefore, the County
designates the following route as [a] scenic highways and applies al applicable policies to
development on [this] route:

Multiple Regions:

d. State Route 18 from San Bernardino northeast to the City of Big Bear Lake; for Big
Bear Lake northwest to Apple Valley; within the Victorville sphere of influence; and
from Victorville and Adelanto to the Los Angeles County line.

3. Open Space Overlay

The County’s Open Space (OS) Overlay was created to strike a balance between the needs of an urbanizing
County and the many uses, which require open lands. The OS Overlay seeks to preserve scenic resources and
to provide the public additional opportunities to enjoy these scenic areas. According to the applicable OS
Overlay map for the Valley and Mountain Areas of San Bernardino County, the Project site is not located
within an OS Overlay (San Bernardino County, 2007¢). The nearest OS Overlay to the Project site is Major
Open Space Area#20, Strawberry Creek, which islocated immediately west of the Project siteand isclassified
asaWildlife Corridor (San Bernardino County, 2007c).

3.A.2.2 LocAL

A. Lake Arrowhead Community Plan

The Lake Arrowhead Community Plan (LACP) includes goas and policies that are refinements to those
provided in the County General Plan and are generally designed to preserve the small-town mountain character
of the Lake Arrowhead community. The LACP includes goals and policies within the Circulation and
Infrastructure and Conservation elements that are relevant to the proposed Project, as discussed below.

1. Circulation and Infrastructure Element

The following circulation and infrastructure goals and policies from the LACP are applicable to the Project:
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LA/CI 7  Ensure that infrastructure improvements are visually and physically compatible with the natural
environment and mountain character of the community.

LA/CI 7.2 Mitigate the visual impacts of facilities, structures, utilities and mechanical installations through
the development of appropriate screening and location criteria.

2. Conservation Element

The following goals and policies for conservation within the LACP are applicable to the aesthetics of the

proposed Project:

LA/CO1 Preserve the unique environmental features of Lake Arrowhead including native wildlife,
vegetation, and scenic vistas.

LA/CO 1.3 Protect scenic vistas by minimizing ridgeline development that would substantially detract from
the scenic quality of major ridgeline viewsheds.

3.A.3 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The following thresholds of significance provided in Section | of Appendix G to the CEQA Guidelines are
used to determine the potential for significant aesthetic or light and glareimpacts. The proposed Project would
result in asignificant impact to aesthetics if the Project or any Project-related component would:

a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista;

b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings,
and historic buildings within a state scenic highway;

c. Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings,
and/or

d. Createanew source of substantial light or glare, which would adver sely affect day or nighttime
views in the area.

Thresholds a) through d) are taken directly from Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines. The use of these
thresholds for the evaluation of Project-related impacts is intended to ensure that the proposed Project’s
impacts to aesthetic resources are appropriately evaluated and that feasible mitigation measures are applied for
any impactsthat are determined to be significant. Regarding the determination of significance under Threshold
a), if ascenic vista(s) would be adversely affected as seen from a public viewing location(s), such as a public
road, park, and/or other publicly-owned property at which the general public is known to use or congregate,
the impact will be regarded as significant. Regarding the determination of significance under Threshold c), if
the character or quality of the Rimforest area, including both publicly- and privately-owned properties, would
be degraded, the impact will be regarded as significant. In this context, “degrade” will mean the introduction
of physical featuresthat would have ademonstratively inconsistent character and/or would be constructed with
inferior design characteristics than currently found in the Rimforest area, based on the independent judgment
of San Bernardino County.
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3.A.4 IMPACT ANALYSIS

Thresholda) Would the Project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

The County of San Bernardino General Plan does not designate any scenic vistas. Additionally, the Project
site does not contain any designated scenic vistas and public views of the Project site are mostly limited to
views from vehiclestraveling along SR-18. Dueto the topography and heavily vegetated nature of the Project
site, views of the Project site from SR-18 are limited and characterized by tree cover and asmall steep hillside
on the eastern half of the portion of the site that fronts SR-18. As previoudly discussed, when looking
southward, motorists traveling along the segment of SR-18 that abuts the southern Project boundary enjoy a
view of the San Bernardino National Forest, portions of the San Bernardino Valley, and the crest of the Santa
Ana Mountain Range. Although the County of San Bernardino General Plan does not designate any scenic
vistas within or immediately adjacent to the Project site, the view south of the Project site toward these features
in the distance would not be affected by the proposed devel opment.

The Project site is located north of SR-18, and therefore development of the Project site with the proposed
church structures, sports courts, sports field, landscaping, drainage facilities, internal roads, parking lots, and
utility improvements would not obstruct scenic views toward the south from SR-18. In addition to proposed
development on the Project site, the Project would require connections to existing off-site utility lines within
SR-18, and would construct a signalized three-way intersection and driveway to provide access to the Project
site from SR-18, and an unsignalized emergency access driveway from SR-18. With the exception of the
proposed traffic signal, the Project’ s proposed road and utility improvements occurring within SR-18 would
be at subsurface or at ground-level, and would not result in any permanent substantial impacts to the view
south of SR-18. During the construction process, construction equipment would be used that may temporarily
be visible from SR-18 when looking across toward the Project site. However, the use of such construction
equipment would be temporary in duration and the equipment would be removed at the end of the construction
period. The construction equipment that would be used at the Project site would not be of any substantive
mass to block or substantially obscure a scenic view. Accordingly, there would be no substantial change to
scenic views available to the public during the Project’s construction, and impacts would be less than
significant with regard to this topic.

Asshown in Figure 3.A-1, Representative Ste Photos 1-3, due to the existing intervening topography and tree
cover that characterizes the Project site and its surroundings, views south of SR-18 are generally unavailable
from the limited surrounding public view points around the Project site. Under existing conditions, the portions
of Daily Canyon Road, SR-189 and other local roads that are located northeast and north of the Project site are
situated at alower elevation than the Project site, and therefore do not offer views of the scenic vista south of
SR-18. Under existing conditions, intervening vegetation and tree cover also obstruct views of the scenic vista
south of SR-18 that would be available from nearby public view points to the north and east of the Project site.
Views of the scenic vista south of SR-18 from the public residential streets directly west of the Project site are
predominantly oriented in a southerly direction, and would therefore not be substantially adversely affected by
the development of the Church of the Woods Project on the Project site to the immediate east.

Based on the foregoing, the Project would result in less-than-significant impacts on scenic vistas.
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Threshold b) Would the Project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees,
rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

According to Policy OS 5.1 of the San Bernardino County General Plan, the following criteria will be
considered for designation as scenic resources (San Bernardino County, 2007a, pp. VI-12 through V1-13):

e A roadway, vistapoint, or areathat provides avista of undisturbed natura areas;

¢ Includes aunique or unusual feature that comprises an important or dominant portion of the viewshed
(the areawithin the field of view of the observer); and/or

o Offersadistant vistathat provides relief from less attractive views of nearby features (such as views
of mountain backdrops from urban areas).

Under existing conditions, the Project site is undeveloped, does not contain any rock outcroppings, and is
covered by montane coniferous forest. Furthermore, because the Project site is undeveloped under existing
condition, the Project site does not have the potential to contain any historic buildings. Public views of the
interior of the Project site are primarily available from vehicles travelling along SR-18 to the immediate south
of the Project site. However, due to the topography of the Project site and intervening on-site trees, views of
the Project site from SR-18 are predominantly limited to trees and a small but steep forested hillside.
Passengersin vehicles traveling along the segment of SR-18 located immediately south of the Project site can
see sweeping views of largely undeveloped areas of the San Bernardino National Forest when looking directly
south. When looking south and southwest from the segment of SR-18 that abuts the Project site, as depicted
in Figure 3.A-1, portions of the urbanized San Bernardino and San Gabriel Valleys are visible beyond the San
Bernardino National Forest. The crest of the Santa AnaMountain Rangeis visible beyond the San Bernardino
and San Gabriel Valeys. The Project site is private property and does not offer public views from on-site;
regardless, the Project site does not contain any roadways or vista points that provide vistas of undisturbed
natural areas. NoO unique or unusual features occur on the Project site that comprise a dominant part of a
viewshed; the on-site trees and hillside visible from SR-18 are typical to the locale of the mountainous Project
area. The areas immediately surrounding the Project site are characterized by mountainous forested terrain
that is predominantly undeveloped with the exception of the sparsely developed residential land uses to the
west of the Project site. Views of the Project site from surrounding areas is limited due to intervening
topography and tree cover, with the most direct public views of the Project site available from SR-18 that abuts
the Project site to the south. Accordingly, the Project site does not offer a distant vista that provides relief
from less attractive views of nearby features. Based on the foregoing information, the Project site does not
contain any scenic resources as they are defined in the Open Space Element of the San Bernardino County
General Plan.

The Caltrans Scenic Highway Mapping System indicates that there are no officially designated State or County
Scenic Highways in the vicinity of the Project site (Caltrans, 2018). The segment of SR-18 that abuts the
southern boundary of the Project site is an Eligible State Scenic Highway, but is not an Officialy Designated
State Scenic Highway. The segment of SR-18 that abuts the Project site has been designated as a Scenic
Byway by the USFS, and is part of the 110-mile long Rim of the World Scenic Byway. Development of the
Project and its associated improvements to SR-18 would result in the removal of approximately 50% existing
on-site trees and vegetation. As discussed above, based on the definition of scenic resources that is provided
in the Open Space Element of the San Bernardino County General Plan, the Project site consists of forested
slopes that are similar to other properties throughout the San Bernardino Mountains and does not contain any
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designated scenic resources. Therefore, implementation of the Project would not substantially damage any
scenic resources. Accordingly, no impact would occur with respect to scenic resources.

Thresholdc) Would the Project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site
and its surroundings?

1. Short-Term Project Construction

During construction of the Project, grading activities would remove approximately 50% of the existing on-site
trees and vegetation. The Project would require grading that would entail the removal of native vegetation and
ateration of the site's natural topography. More specifically, grading of the Project site would include
clearing/grubbing, sub-drain construction, erosion control, and finish grading in the southern and centra
portions of the Project site. Additionally, the Project would include the construction of utilities, internal roads,
and improvements to SR-18 (signalized three-way intersection and emergency access lane); the sequential
construction of church facility buildings, athletic field, sports courts, and parking lots; and the provision of
landscaping and other siteimprovements. Heavy equipment and construction crewswould temporarily operate
at the Project site during Project construction activities for approximately 18 months. Stockpiled soils,
equipment, and/or building materials would be partialy visible from the surrounding off-site areas, including
passing motorists along SR-18. Construction equipment would be partialy screened from the residential
neighborhood located immediately west of the Project site by the dense undevel oped forest land located in the
eastern portion of the Project site. Following completion of the construction activities, al construction
eguipment would be removed from the site. Asdescribed in DREIR Subsection 2.5.2, Equipment Saging, the
Project would also maintain a 150-foot setback between the SR-18 right-of-way (ROW), northern half of the
proposed sportsfield, and construction equipment, soil stockpiles, and staging areas. The areawithin the 150-
foot setback would remain in an undisturbed condition throughout the construction period. Further, the
presence of construction and construction activities is common throughout southern California and, as such,
the presence of construction equipment is common and not considered a degradation of the visual character.
Project-related changes to local visual character and quality during Project construction would be less than
significant due to the temporary nature of construction activities, the location of dense forest between the
construction area and existing residences and because the Project would maintain a 150-foot setback between
the SR-18 ROW and construction equipment, soil stockpiles, and staging areas.

2. Long-Term Project Operation

Following the completion of construction, the developed Project site would be changed from predominantly
undisturbed forested land to one with church facility buildings, athletic field, sports courts, internal roadways,
driveways, drive aisles, parking lots, landscaping, and drainage facilities (refer to Figure 2-7, Proposed Ste
Plan). Views towards the Project site from the residential neighborhood located immediately west of the
Project site would likely experience minor changesin visual character; however, views of the Project site from
the neighborhood would be largely screened or fragmented due to the dense intervening tree and vegetative
cover. The proposed Project would include a minimum separation of 100 feet of existing coniferous forest
and natural vegetation, as well as landscaped manufactured slopes between the Project site and the residential
areas to the west. Therefore, looking west towards the Project site from the residential streets to the west, the
existing uninterrupted views of forest and vegetation (with only fragmented views through the trees of the
Project site) would largely be unchanged as aresult of Project implementation.
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Implementation of the Project would alter views of the Project site as seen along the SR-18 corridor (looking
northward). As further described below, views of relatively undisturbed forested land looking north would be
altered by the construction of a three-way signalized intersection (at the SR-18/proposed Project Driveway
intersection), emergency access driveway (east of the proposed Project Driveway) and parking areas,
buildings, and an athletic field interior to the Project site, visible to some degree through a variable width
setback with introduced landscaping. The landform of the Project site as viewed from the highway would also
be altered, particularly in the central portion of the site where a section of the existing slope would be graded.

Figure 3.A-2, Existing vs. Smulated Project Ste Views- Location 1, depicts the existing views and illustrates
the anticipated views of the southwest corner of the Project site, while traveling east along SR-18 looking
north. As shown in the existing image, this portion of the Project site contains dense forest and does not
provide internal views of the Project site. The development of the Project would result in modificationsto the
existing visual character of the Project site from this portion of SR-18. Approximately 50% of the Project site
would be converted from an undevel oped forested areato a developed site. The remaining 50% of the Project
site would prevail as undeveloped open space. As shown in the simulated image, the existing visible trees,
vegetation, and groundcover found on-site would be removed to accommodate the athletic field, displayed in
the simulation’ s foreground. Portions of the Project’ s proposed assembly building would be visible from this
section of SR-18. A six-foot high tubular steel fence would be erected along the length of the athletic field's
southern perimeter. Views of the athletic field, the proposed assembly building, and other improvements
would be partialy screened by ornamental trees and vegetation that would be planted within an approximate
50-foot setback between the curb along SR-18 and the southern perimeter of the athletic field. Over time, and
depending on the rate of growth of plantings in this area, the views from SR-18 to the proposed assembly
building and the interior of the Project site would be partially screened. Moreover, views of the on-site forest
vegetation community would still be available from this viewing location. As demonstrated in Figure 3.A-2,
the Project is designed to blend the proposed building in with the surrounding forest vegetation to facilitate the
preservation of the Project site’ s existing visual character. Additionally, the Project’ s conceptual landscaping
plan includes vegetation that would complement the existing plant communities found on-site and secure the
integrity of the Project site’s visual character. Therefore, implementation of the Project would not result in
substantial physical degradation of the existing character and/or quality of the Project site from this viewing
location and impacts would be less than significant.

Figure 3.A-3, Existing vs. Smulated Project Ste Views- Location 2, depicts the existing northeasterly views
from SR-18 and illustrates the anticipated northeasterly views of the entrance to the Project site. Asshownin
the existing image, the location of the Project site entrance isfairly open and contains vegetation, forest cover,
and a concave in topography immediately north of SR-18. Additionally, the existing conditions give partia
views of the central area of the Project site and interna hillsides. As shown in the simulated image, the
development of this portion of the Project site would include the removal of existing trees and vegetation; the
construction of adriveway, parking, and sidewalks; the installation of atraffic signal and street lighting; filling
the concaved portion of the site up to highway elevation; the installation and landscaping of a median; and the
development of alandscaped setback areaalong SR-18. Although not depicted in the visual simulation, Project
monumentation signage and two retaining walls up to ten feet high would aso be constructed at the Project
site's entrance. From this viewing location, the Project would convert the existing view of the Project site
from an undeveloped forested area to a developed site. As demonstrated in Figure 3.A-3, the proposed
assembly building would be partially visible from this viewing location; however, building’s color scheme
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would allow the building to blend in with and screened by the on-site ornamental landscaping. Implementation
of the Project would still provide partial views of the central area of the Project site and internal hillsides. As
stated above, the Project would incorporate architectural designs, color scheme, and landscaping that would
complement the Project site's visual character. Therefore, impl<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>