
 
San Bernardino County 
Land Use Services Department 

Planning Division 
385 North Arrowhead Avenue, 1st Floor  •  San Bernardino, CA 92415 

Phone Number: (909) 387-8311 Fax Number: (909) 387-3223 

NOTICE OF PREPARATION  
 
FROM: San Bernardino County Land Use Services Department  

385 North Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415-
0187 

 
TO:   Interested Agencies, Organizations, and Individuals 
 
DATE: August 27, 2015 
 
SUBJECT:  Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
 
The County of San Bernardino, as the lead agency under the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA), will be coordinating the preparation of an Environmental Impact 
Report (EIR) for the proposed SkyPark at Santa’s Village Project.  The County is 
requesting identification of environmental issues and information that you or your 
organization believes should be considered in the EIR.  
 
Project Title:  SkyPark at Santa’s Village  
 
Project Number: P201500051 
 
Project Applicant:  Bill Johnson, Project Manager, SkyPark at Santa’s Village 
 
Project Location: The Project site is located adjacent to State Route (SR-18), 
approximately one mile east of the intersection of SR-18 and Kuffel Canyon Road in the 
unincorporated San Bernardino Mountain community of Sky Forest.  The Project site 
includes the now closed Santa’s Village attraction.  The site includes land on both the 
north and south side of SR-18.  The Project site is located on the Harrison Mountain 
quadrangle of the United States Geological Survey’s (USGS) 7.5-minute topographic 
map series in Section 26 of Township 2 north, Range 3 west.  
 
Project Description: The proposed Project requires a General Plan Amendment to 
change the Official Land Use Zoning District from Lake Arrowhead/ Special 
Development - Residential (LA/SD-RES) and Lake Arrowhead/ Single Residential-
14,000 Square Foot Minimum lot size (LA/RS-14M) to Lake Arrowhead/ Rural 
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Commercial (LA/CR) on 152.92 Acres.  The proposed Project also requires a 
Conditional Use Permit (CUP).   
 
The Project site is divided into two distinct areas.  The northern area includes the 
existing Santa’s Village attraction.  The southern portion is currently undeveloped and 
would be developed into a campground that would accommodate both Recreational 
vehicles (RV’s) and tent camping for visitors.   
 
The Project includes the redevelopment and re-use of the existing Santa’s Village 
attraction.  The Project would include the development of a mixed-use adventure park 
that would include a variety of activities and services.  Nineteen original buildings exist 
on the project site totaling 24,104 square feet.  The exteriors of these original buildings 
would not be drastically altered.  Rather, the exterior of the buildings would be restored 
(re-painted, repaired).  The interiors would be re-developed in order to achieve a variety 
of desired uses.  None of the buildings would be demolished.  All buildings are 
proposed to remain on site.  
 
The Project also includes the removal of debris, woodchips, firewood, bark, and trash 
from the site and restoration of functions of the upstream portions with improvements to 
restore Hook Creek.  Previously, the Project site was used as a storage site for wood 
material infested by bark beetles and the site was not restored.  These materials would 
be properly disposed of and/or relocated to a suitable location.  The Project also 
includes a watercourse that would allow for expansion and preservation of the wetland 
by a water aeration system controlled daily by the use of a solar array and water pumps.  
Ultimately, improvements to the health and beauty and natural resources of the project 
area would serve as a balanced ecosystem for recreation and wildlife, and encourage 
opportunities for outdoor education, recreation and wildlife. 
 
Mountain Bike Park (No motorized vehicles) 
This feature would include trails, obstacles, bridges, and creek crossings approximately 
25 miles in length within the project site.  This feature would also include riding paths for 
persons of all ages and varied interests.  This use would utilize many of the existing dirt 
access roads. 
 
Wilderness Adventure/Zipline and Aerial Park 
This feature would include ziplines, rope courses, adventure swings, climbing walls, 
balance features, log crossings, and exploration trails.  The Forest Zipline and tree 
house is estimated to be an average of 30 feet in height and approximately 1,200 feet in 
length; however the final designs would determine ultimate measurements.  The tree 
house would have a zipline that is proposed to be approximately 16 feet high.  A small 
children’s zipline is proposed that would be approximately 8 feet high and 30 feet long.  
The tree house would be an engineered structure built among the trees.  The final tree 
house platforms would either be constructed using a tree as the base or a standalone 
structure as shown within the Photo Figures at the end of this document.  Final design 
would be dependent on County approval.  The tree house is the only structure proposed 
to be developed north of SR-18 at the existing SkyPark at Santa’s Village site. 
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Forest Playground 
This feature would include bridges and swings.  The playground would also provide 
seating, natural playscapes and sensory challenges such as log walks, stepping stones 
and exploration. 
 
Skybike Monorail 
The existing bumblebee ride would be converted to a pedal operated bike monorail that 
would traverse the southern portion of the park. 
 
Fly Fishing Lake and Stream 
Fly fishing clinics, guides and lessons, and fly fishing instruction would be offered at the 
site’s improved and existing reservoir/pond system.  The on-site ponds and steam 
would be stocked with fish per the California Department of Fish & Wildlife as permitted.  
Historically the pond has been stocked with trout.  Trout fishing would be provided for 
catch and keep, or release as the guest wishes. 
 
Hiking and Tours 
Eco-tours, education, and wildlife would be offered.  The Project will promote wildlife 
and habitat education.  Job skills will be introduced through “Pathways” an ongoing 
ROP program through local school districts.  Ecotourism involving bird watching blinds, 
trails and assisted programs will be implemented to educate the public and students on 
the importance of wildlife preservation. 
 
Santa’s Village/Winter Attractions 
Winter attractions at Santa’s Village, would operate during the months of November and 
December.  Winter attractions would include an outdoor ice rink, snow shoeing, 
sledding, and snow play.  It is anticipated that these attractions would attract the largest 
number of visitors for the year. 
 
Retail 
A variety of related retail shops would be developed throughout the property.  These 
uses would include gift shops, equipment rentals/purchases, and a variety of other retail 
uses which would be located within the existing buildings. 
 
Restaurants 
A full service restaurant, snack bar, pub, and bakery/candy store are proposed within 
the existing buildings. 
 
Wedding Services 
A wedding chapel, outdoor reception area, and full service wedding event center 
(including bridal room) would be developed within the existing buildings. 
 
Campground Site 
A campground is proposed to be located south of the SkyPark site, across SR-18.  The 
campground would provide accommodations for RV and 5th wheel support and would 
provide partial hookups (electricity and water).  70 RV sites and approximately 35 tent 
campsites are proposed within the 20 acre campground. 
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Restrooms 
Restrooms would be located throughout the park.  In addition, a full service restroom 
(including showers) would be constructed onsite, south of SR-18 to service campers.  
The restroom on the campground site would utilize a septic system that would be sized 
per restroom requirements and would have a tank with a leach field in the same design 
standards as the existing septic systems in the Santa’s Village site.  The current Santa’s 
Village site has five existing septic systems with separating chambers and leach fields.  
The chambers that separate the solids are pumped out periodically as needed.  The 
proposed campground restroom is to be approximately 1,450-1,500 square feet.  It 
would include a laundry facility with two washers and dryers.  The men's restroom would 
have two showers, two urinals, two toilets, and two sinks.  The women's restroom would 
have two showers, two sinks, and four toilets.  An RV septic dump station would not be 
included at the campsite. 
 
Parking and Circulation 
575 car parking spaces are proposed: 275 located in the primary parking lot and 300 in 
secondary overflow lot located south across SR-18.  A pedestrian signal, tunnel or 
bridge are options to aid in getting visitors from the overflow parking area across 
Highway 18 to the project site.    
 
Operating Hours 
Peak season for the proposed project is anticipated to be November and December 
(approximately 2,000 visitors per day).  Low season is anticipated to be during spring 
and early fall.  Summer is anticipated to have an average of 1,000 visitors per day.  
Operating hours are proposed to be 8:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.  The project is proposed to 
be fully operational year round, with no planned closures.   
 
Offsite Improvements 
Offsite improvements would be included with the proposed project and would involve 
new dedicated left turn lanes, pedestrian access of one of the following: crosswalk, 
bridge or tunnel.  SR- 18 would be widened to accommodate two left-turn lanes into the 
driveways of the campground site and the Santa’s Village site as vehicles approach 
from both directions of SR-18.  Trees would be trimmed to provide improved vision if the 
trees surrounding the driveways conflict with vehicles safely exiting from the proposed 
Project driveways.  The at-grade pedestrian crosswalk would traverse SR-18 at the 
proposed project driveways or a pedestrian bridge or tunnel will direct visitors north and 
south across SR-18. 
 
Potential Environmental Effects:  An EIR will be prepared to evaluate the Project’s 
potential environmental impacts and analyze project alternatives.  The topic areas to be 
analyzed in detail in the EIR are Aesthetics, Agriculture and Forestry Resources, Air 
Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Geology and Soils, Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and Water Quality, Land Use 
and Planning, Mineral Resources, Noise, Population and Housing, Public Services, 
Recreation, Transportation and Traffic, Utilities and Service Systems, and Cumulative 
Impacts.  The EIR will evaluate the Project’s potential to generate additional traffic in the 
region, in particular on SR-18 and safety related to vehicles and pedestrians accessing 
the park and the campground.  The EIR will also evaluate the Project’s potential to 
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result in emissions from construction and operation activities that could affect air quality 
and climate change and noise from construction and operation activities that could 
affect nearby sensitive receptors. The EIR will evaluate the Project’s potential to affect 
any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status, riparian habitat or 
other sensitive natural community, federally protected wetlands, or wildlife movement.  
The EIR will identify if there are any archaeological, historic, or paleontological 
resources onsite that could be adversely affected by Project.  The potential for the 
Project to affect the existing drainage patterns of the site or to affect water quality for 
downstream waters will also be evaluated in the EIR.  Potential impacts to the forest, 
including forest fires, will also be evaluated. 
 
Public Review Period:  August 27, 2015 and ends on September 25, 2015. 
 
Responses and Comments:  Please send your responses and comments by 
September 25, 2015 to Kevin White, Senior Planner at Kevin.White@lus.sbcounty.gov 
or at the following address:  
  
 Kevin White, Senior Planner  
 County of San Bernardino 
 Land Use Services Department – Planning Division 
 385 North Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor 
 San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187 
 
Scoping Meeting:  The County will hold a scoping meeting for the Project to receive 
comments on the scope and content of the EIR.  You are welcome to attend the scoping 
meeting and present environmental information that you believe should be considered 
in the EIR.  The scoping meeting is scheduled as follows:  
 
 Date:   Tuesday September 8, 2015 

Time:   6:00 p.m. 
Place:  Lake Arrowhead Resort, 27984 Highway 189, Lake Arrowhead, 

CA, 92352 
 
Agencies:  In accordance with California Code Regulations, Title 14, Section 15082 (b), 
the County requests your agency’s view on the scope and content of the environmental 
information relevant to your agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection with the 
proposed Project.  Your agency will need to use the EIR prepared by the County when 
considering any permits that your agency must issue, or other approval for the Project.  
 
 
Document Availability:  This Notice of Preparation can be viewed on the County of 
San Bernardino website at: 
http://www.sbcounty.gov/uploads/lus//Environmental/skypark/skyparknop.pdf.  The 
documents are also available during regular business hours at: 
 
• County of San Bernardino Land Use Services Department, Planning Division, 385 

North Arrowhead Avenue, San Bernardino, CA 92415; between the hours of 8:00 
a.m. and 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday.  

mailto:Kevin.White@lus.sbcounty.gov
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• Lake Arrowhead Branch Library, 27235 Highway 189, Blue Jay, CA 92317; Library 

Hours: Monday – Wednesday 11:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m., Thursday 10:00 a.m. to 6:00 
p.m., Saturday 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.  This branch is closed Friday and Sunday.  

 
If you require additional information please contact Kevin White, Senior Planner, at 
(909) 387-3067. 
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FROM: San Bernardino County Land
Use Services Department
385 North Arrowhead Avenue, First
Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187

TO: Interested Agencies,
Organizations, and Individuals

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of
a Draft Environmental Impact
Report

The County of San Bernardino, as the
lead agency under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), will
be coordinating the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for
the proposed SkyPark at Santa's
Village Project. The County is
requesting identification of
environmental issues and information
that you or your organization believes
should be considered in the EIR.

Project Location:The Project site is
located adjacent to State Route (SR-
18), approximately one mile east of the
intersection of SR-18 and Kuffel
Canyon Road in the unincorporated
San Bernardino Mountain community
of Sky Forest. The Project site includes
the now closed Santa's Village
attraction. The site includes land on
both the north and south side of SR-
18.

Project Description: The proposed
Project requires a General Plan
Amendment to change the Official
Land Use Zoning District from Lake
Arrowhead/ Special Development -
Residential (LA/SD-RES) and Lake
Arrowhead/ Single Residential-14,000
Square Foot Minimum lot size (LA/RS-
14M) to Lake Arrowhead/ Rural
Commercial (LA/CR) on 152.92 Acres.
The proposed Project also requires a
Conditional Use Permit (CUP).

The Project includes the
redevelopment and re-use of the
existing Santa's Village attraction. The
Project would include the development
of a mixed-use adventure park that
would include a variety of activities and
services. Nineteen original buildings
exist on the project site totaling 24,104
square feet. The exteriors of these
original buildings would not be
drastically altered. Rather, the exterior
of the buildings would be restored (re-
painted, repaired). The interiors would
be re-developed in order to achieve a
variety of desired uses. None of the



buildings would be demolished. The
southern portion is currently
undeveloped and would be developed
into a campground that would
accommodate both Recreational
vehicles (RV's) and tent camping for
visitors.

Potential Environmental Effects: An
EIR will be prepared to evaluate the
Project's potential environmental
impacts and analyze project
alternatives. The topic areas to be
analyzed in detail in the EIR are
Aesthetics, Agriculture and Forestry
Resources, Air Quality, Biological
Resources, Cultural Resources,
Geology and Soils, Greenhouse Gas
Emissions, Hazards and Hazardous
Materials, Hydrology and Water
Quality, Land Use and Planning,
Mineral Resources, Noise, Population
and Housing, Public Services,
Recreation, Transportation and Traffic,
Utilities and Service Systems, and
Cumulative Impacts.

Public Review Period: August 27,
2015 and ends on September 25,
2015.

Responses and Comments: Please
send your responses and comments
by September 25, 2015 to Kevin
White, Senior Planner at
Kevin.White@lus.sbcounty.gov or at
the following address:

Kevin White, Senior Planner
County of San Bernardino
Land Use Services Department –
Planning Division
385 North Arrowhead Avenue, First
Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187

Scoping Meeting: The County will
hold a scoping meeting for the Project
to receive comments on the scope and
content of the EIR on Tuesday
September 8, 2015 at 6:00 p.m. at
the Lake Arrowhead Resort, 27984
Highway 189, Lake Arrowhead, CA,
92352.

Document Availability: This Notice of
Preparation can be viewed on the
County of San Bernardino website at:
http://www.sbcounty.gov/uploads/lus//
Environmental/skypark/skyparknop.pdf
. The documents are also available
during regular business hours at:

-County of San Bernardino Land Use
Services Department, Planning
Division, 385 North Arrowhead
Avenue, San Bernardino, CA 92415;
between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and
4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday.

-Lake Arrowhead Branch Library,
27235 Highway 189, Blue Jay, CA
92317; Library Hours: Monday –
Wednesday 11:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.,
Thursday 10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.,
Saturday 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. This
branch is closed Friday and Sunday.

If you require additional information
please contact Kevin White, Senior
Planner, at (909) 387-3067.
8/29/15

SBS-2789325#
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San Bernardino Mountains Group 

San Gorgonio Chapter 
 

PO Box 708 
Blue Jay, CA   92317 

 
 

 

 
September 25, 2015 
 
Kevin White, Project Planner  
Planning Division County of San Bernardino Land Use Services  
385 N. Arrowhead Ave., First Floor  
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187  
E-Mail: Kevin.White@lus.sbcounty.gov 

 
Re: Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft EIR, Project No. P201500051/ Skypark Santa’s 
Village  
 
Dear Mr. White, 

The San Bernardino Mountains Group of the San Gorgonio Chapter of the Sierra Club (Mtns 
Group) is based in the western region of the San Bernardino National Forest (SBNF).  Our local 
200 members are proud to identify with Sierra Club, our nation’s largest and most effective 
environmental grassroots organization.  We appreciate this opportunity to contribute to the 
development of a Draft EIR (DEIR) for the proposed Skypark project.   

As we expressed to you in our earlier March letter, responding to the notice of Skypark’s CUP 
application, our concerns revolve around not only the likely immediate impacts, but also the 
potential and reasonably foreseeable future impacts of approving this project.  Our concern is about 
the long-term value,vitality and characteristics of our local communities and surrounding natural 
ecosystems.    

We urge the County to take an encompassing and long-term point of view while preparing this 
DEIR, and to not focus solely on the constrained merits and issues of just the limited specifics of 
the proposed project.   The challenge for responsible government and public review is to put 
proposals in a larger planning context and not on just the isolated and independent details of the 
project itself.  In this case, among other important community contexts, the land and immediate area 
in question has extremely high value for wildlife, open-space and animal movement, as described in 
the County’ General Plan.  Preserving those functions is of paramount importance to the long-term 
vitality of the surrounding area’s forest. 

We urge the County to take a hard look at the potential growth inducing aspects for this area if the 
project is approved.  We ask the County to take not only careful consideration of the immediate 
impacts of the project as it is presently defined, but to consider strong mitigation measures against 
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the types of likely and reasonably foreseeable expansion and development in the area based on the 
presence of this project as it is currently envisioned.   

We do appreciate that the NOP included a relatively encompassing overview of the many types of 
concerns already identified for inclusion in the DEIR.  We applaud those inclusions and look 
forward to seeing them in full detail and specifics.    One important concern we have is the lack of a 
clear description of the project itself.   Although there are many elements of the promoted 
“complex” of entertainments, facilities, and hoped-for environmental protections, there is little for 
us to specifically critique until we see more robust details of the actual project elements, boundaries, 
buffers, and planned services. 

In no particular order, we have the following thoughts and suggestions: 

The NOP does not identify water supply reliability for review.  In light of the current 
drought and the long term impacts of creating a new “hard-demand” for water on our 
mountain, it is important for our communities to understand the expected requirements and 
availability of water.   We note that although onsite wells may have been used in the past for 
the property, the efficacy of those wells is not assured, nor is the anticipated demand well-
defined and if an auxiliary supply/supplier is identified to serve the project, that agency may 
also need to provide a water supply assessment, or at the least, a will-serve promise.    

We are confident the County will ensure other basic service adequacy as well, such as power, 
fire flow, fire prevention access, sanitation service and the like, but mention it here for 
completeness. 

We are intrigued by the NOP’s reference to a Nov-Dec peak season for the park.   It is a 
counter-intuitive declaration (since most of the attractions seem to be based on “good-
weather” activities and summer vacation opportunities.   Project usage projections should be 
analyzed for accuracy as it has important ramifications for water consumption, traffic, 
parking, pedestrian movement, noise, wildlife movement, light disturbance and assuredly 
others.    Winter daylight hours are shorter and light pattern impacts would need to be 
understood if the park intends to stay open after sunset.  The NOP refers to operating hours 
of 8am to 10pm.   An important related consideration is the level of activity “after-hours”.   
How long will park staff be onsite?   When will maintenance occur and what levels of light 
and noise disturbances will that entail?   Another consideration is the geographic and 
demographic expectations of the Park attendees.   Will the majority be targeted as a day use 
adventure, or will there be efforts to keep attendees on the mountain overnight?  Where will 
those accommodations be?   What  percentage of the attendance will be coming up from the 
Valley?   Will peak traffic to the park occur during peak travel elsewhere on the mountain, or 
will it be staggered?   If staggered, how?    An accurate understanding of the expected 
occupancy and usage patterns of the proposed project is fundamental and critical to a 
reliable DEIR.   

It may be useful to require some form of a financial feasibility study for the project.   A 
concern of our organization is, “What will happen if Skypark as envisioned, cannot make a 
go of it?”  What protections and mitigations will there be in place if the park does not 
succeed?   Will it revert to its current status, or will it be the foundation of a more significant, 
dense, or complex project, without the original mitigations in place?    We are confident it is 
not the intention of the current applicant, but the potential result of a Skypark that struggles 
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financially, would not be much different than a deliberately planned “bait and switch” 
development.   It is one of the reasons why we suggest the county consider mitigations that 
require the assignments of conservation easements: they represent a reassurance that 
Skypark does not turn out to be the first of what amounts to a multi-phased development in 
the area   A financial study will also, of course, offer a reasonable insight into the accuracy 
and dependability of the described anticipated attendance.    A useful question might be: 
“What are the comparable facilities in the region (or elsewhere) that might productively 
inform the public and decision-makers of what to expect from the proposed Skypark 
facilities.” 

Highway 18 is a scenic byway in our forest and scenic and viewshed considerations should 
be included in the DEIR analysis.   Impacts and restrictions on signage, building height, 
parking, etc should be evaluated and appropriated restricted and mitigated.    Some aspects 
of the proposed project might have to be rejected after analysis and review. 

We appreciate the need for an underpass or bridge allowing pedestrian traffic to cross 
Highway 18; we ask that the requirements for pedestrian safety be expanded to include the 
necessity of supporting wildlife movement across the highway as well.    

It is probable the planned-for expansion of the park south of Highway 18 for RV and 
camping accommodations is critical to the financial feasibility of Skypark.  As such, it will be 
important to evaluate the impacts of a “full-buildout” of the area, or to impose conditional 
restrictions on future expansion south of the highway.    Evaluation of “buildout” capacity 
for planning purposes should similarly apply to any zoning changes proposed as part of the 
Skypark project.    

As mentioned in our March letter, Skypark is being proposed, dead center in the middle of 
the most important north/south wildlife corridor in the western San Bernardino Mountains 
(as identified by the County in its Open Space Overlay).  It also surrounds one of the most 
important remaining wetlands and habitat in the area.   Skypark’s potential impacts to these 
critical resources are significant, and we are confident the immediate and foreseeable impacts 
will be fully disclosed and mitigated in the DEIR.   Complete and accurate boundary and 
attribute delineations of the wetlands and other important habitats in the project area will be 
important informational prerequisites before the public and decision-makers can adequately 
decide on the merits of the project and/or its conditions and mitigations.   Another specific 
concern is the characteristics and locations of any planned fencing on the project lands.    

Listed species are known to be present on the project site, including, but not limited to, the 
southern rubber boa, flying squirrel, and the spotted owl.   With average attendance expected 
to be at least 1000/day (and potentially at night?), what kinds of protections will be required 
with respect to such disturbances as light, noise, and access?   In the case of unavoidable 
impacts to species, will habitat acquisition be required as mitigation?  Mitigation for similar 
projects in the area have required acquisitions at a ratio of 3 to 1. 

We appreciate the applicant’s expressed concern for protecting significant areas within the 
Skypark project itself from development and disturbance.   When a reliable, more detailed 
mapping and description of the project is available, we are assured there will be areas 
identified and set aside for protection and conservation.   We believe the County and the 
applicant should affirmatively consider and/or require as mitigation, the issuing of 
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conservation easements on these areas to ensure their ongoing protection.   It is perhaps the 
best way of adequately addressing at least some of the project’s more uncomfortable, but 
reasonably foreseeable impacts.  Without easements, or some similar conditional 
“assurances”, it is inevitable that the undeveloped “protected” areas of the project will be 
used in the future.  

We see in the NOP, the County will consider Skypark’s cumulative impacts.   We will be 
looking for analyses of the combined impacts of such currently proposed projects as Church 
of the Woods in Rimforest, and the anticipated expansion of Cumberland Road to Highway 
18 as currently articulated in the County General Plan.   What are the likely cumulative 
impacts if Wiley Woods next door is restored?   Or if the Blue Ridge housing project (of the 
late 00’s) is reconsidered.   What would the cumulative impacts be on the wildlife corridor of 
the western San Bernardino Mountains if the Rimforest Flood District project, Church of 
the Woods, Skypark and a revitalized Blue Ridge subdivistion were to go forward.?   Since 
the Skypark project includes rezoning, in the name of safety and other public-benefit 
considerations, might the County consider rezoning some of the surrounding area parcels in 
acknowledgement of these potential cumulative concerns?    

For another cumulative effects example, what are the cumulative impacts to traffic and 
evacuation safety in the mountain area when Skypark is considered along with other projects 
currently being reviewed, planned and contemplated in the area?   Will mitigations for the 
safety of the surrounding community be required as a result of the increased density and 
traffic to and from the project?   How will evacuations off the mountain be handled during 
peak attendance?    

The potential range and scope of the Skypark project remains wide and as yet undetermined.   Early 
assumptions and descriptions of a project are often changed over time and as review progresses.   
We are cautiously optimistic about the potential of a successful, environmentally-sensitive Skypark 
within our community, but as we have expressed earlier, approval of a limited project can easily 
segue into a larger project with greater environmental impacts and less sensitivity, and we will be 
looking for assurances in the Skypark project description and proposed conditions in the CUP and 
DEIR that respect and protect the ecological and social importance of this area to our mountain. 

In summary, we appreciate the helpful general descriptions in the NOP of Skypark’s plans and 
features.   However, until more reliable and detailed descriptions of the Skypark project and its CUP 
conditions are available, we remain neutral in our support of the project and look forward to 
receiving the DEIR.    

Thank you, 

 

Steven Farrell 
Conservation Chair 
San Bernardino Mountains Group – Sierra Club 
 



 
 
 

 

 
 
 

James Chuang 
Environmental Specialist 

 
Southern California Gas Company 

Sempra Energy utilities 
GT17E2 

555 Fifth Street 
Los Angeles, Ca. 90013  

Tel:   213-244-5817 
Fax:  323 518 2324 

 

09/22/2015 
 
Mr. Kevin White 
Senior Planner 
County of San Bernardino 
Land Use Services Department- Planning Division 
385 North Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187 
 
Re: SkyPark at Santa’s Village 
 
Dear Mr. White: 
 
Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas) appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the Notice of 
Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report. SoCalGas understands that the proposed project would involve 
both the re-development and re-use of the existing Santa’s Village attraction on the northern portion of the project 
area and a new campground development, complete with restrooms and shower facilities, on the southern portion of 
the project area. Nineteen original buildings currently onsite, totaling 24,104 square feet, would be restored and re-
developed for a variety of uses upon project completion including: restaurants, wedding services, Santa’s village/ 
winter attractions, and restrooms. For both the northern and southern project components, various beautification and 
restoration of natural resources are proposed by removing debris and trash from the site and restoring portions of 
Hook Creek. We respectfully request that the following comments be incorporated in the subsequent Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR). 
 

• SoCalGas has a high pressure distribution pipeline bisecting the proposed project area from east to west 
alignment. SoCalGas recommends that the project proponent call Underground Service Alert at 811 at least 
two business days prior to performing any excavation work for the proposed project. Underground Service 
Alert will coordinate with SoCalGas and other Utility owners in the area to mark the locations of buried 
utility-owned lines. 
 

• Should it be determined that the proposed project may require SoCalGas to abandon and/or relocate or 
otherwise modify any portion of its existing natural gas lines, SoCalGas respectfully requests that project 
proponent coordinate with us by calling (800) 427-2000 to follow-up on this matter. In addition, any 
potential impacts associated with this work should be appropriately considered and addressed in the DEIR. 

 
• SoCalGas recommends that the DEIR include a discussion of activities associated with the extension of 

new natural gas service. At present, there is no mention of any existing facilities or new facilities that 
would have to be installed. This additional discussion should include: 



Page 2 of 2 

 

• The presence and condition of existing utility infrastructure on the project site, including right-of-ways 
and/or easements.  

• The number and description of any new natural gas facilities that will have to be constructed or 
installed, in order to provide natural gas service to the proposed project. 

• Identification of any exiting natural gas infrastructure that would need to be relocated and/or 
abandoned, in order to provide natural gas service to the proposed project. 

• Identification and description of any temporary areas required for construction and/or staging of 
material related to new gas service relocation or construction. 

• Identification of any actions that would require permitting or acquisition of new right-of-way or 
easements for natural gas service to the project. 

• Any proposed grading and/or drainage improvements that would redirect drainage in a manner that 
would increase the potential for erosion around SoCalGas facilities. 

A discussion of these issues with appropriate diagrams, including specific environmental impact analyses related to 
these activities, if necessary, may help to reduce the time and cost associated with the extension of new natural gas 
service to the project.  

Once again, we appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation. If you have any questions, 
please feel free to contact me at (213) 244-5817 or wcchuang@semprautilities.com. 

 

Sincerely,  

Sincerely, 
 

 
James Chuang 
Environmental Specialist 
Southern California Gas Company 
 
cc. Carli Ewert, SoCalGas  

mailto:wcchuang@semprautilities.com















