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CITY OF CORONA 

INITIAL STUDY / ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 
Temescal Valley Annexation 

 
 
SCH NUMBER: 2012121015 
 
PROJECT TITLES:  
The following project titles are for the City of Corona’s annexation of the Temescal Valley.  The 
Temescal Valley is located within the city’s southern sphere of influence and is adjacent to the 
southern boundary of the City of Corona at Weirick Road and extends east and west along 
Interstate 15 to just south of Indian Truck Trail at the Sycamore Creek Shopping Center.    
 
ANNEX 114: Annexation of the Temescal Valley Sphere of Influence (SOI) into the City of Corona.  
The Temescal Valley SOI is 15.58 square miles and is located in an unincorporated area of 
Riverside County. 
 
SIA12-001: Sphere of Influence Amendment to add an adjacent 106.4 acres into Corona’s southern 
sphere of influence for the Temescal Valley. 
 
GPA12-004: Amendment to the City of Corona’s General Plan to amend several of the land uses 
identified on the General Plan Sphere of Influence Land Use Plan in the Temescal Valley SOI to be 
consistent with the land uses that already exist and/or have been entitled by Riverside County’s 
General Plan for properties located in the Temescal Valley, amend the Circulation Element to 
include revised roadway classifications for the Temescal Valley SOI, and add a new policy to the 
plan’s Parks and Recreation Element.  
 
CZ12-002: Pre-zoning application for the annexation of the Temescal Valley SOI into the City of 
Corona to establish residential, commercial, industrial, recreational, and open space zones and 
overlay zones for open space, mineral resources, and animal keeping and agricultural operation  
that are consistent with the General Plan land uses being established by General Plan Amendment 
12-004.    
 
ZTA12-002: Amendment to Corona Municipal Code (CMC) Chapter 17.62 to introduce an overlay 
zone for Animal Keeping and Agricultural Operation for the purpose of accommodating the rural 
residential properties in Temescal Valley that would be affected by Annexation 114 and an 
amendment to CMC Chapter 17.90 to include a provision for the keeping of dogs and cats that 
would be made nonconforming by Annexation 114.     
 
PROJECT LOCATION: 
Adjacent to the southern boundary of the City of Corona at Weirick Road extending east and west 
along Interstate 15 to Indian Truck Trail just south of the Sycamore Creek Shopping Center (Exhibit 
1).  
   
PROJECT PROPONENT: 
 
City of Corona 
400 S. Vicentia Avenue 
Corona, CA 92882 
(951) 736-2262 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
 
Annexation 114 is an application of the City of Corona to annex the unincorporated area of 
Temescal Valley in Riverside County into the city.  The Temescal Valley SOI is 15.58 square miles 
and entirely covers the city’s southern sphere of influence.  If successfully annexed the city’s 
incorporated limits at its southeast boundary would extend beyond Weirick Road to just south of 
Indian Truck Trail.  The annexation would make the properties in the Temescal Valley SOI part of 
the City of Corona removing them from the unincorporated territory in Riverside County.   
 
The sphere of influence amendment will add 106.4 acres into the city’s southern sphere of 
influence. In 2006 the city processed a sphere of influence amendment to transfer 63 acres located 
in the City of Lake Elsinore’s sphere of influence into Corona’s sphere of influence.  The purpose for 
doing that was to correspond with the boundaries of a specific plan (Toscana Specific Plan) that 
was being processed in the county.  The Toscana Specific Plan at the time straddled the Corona 
and Lake Elsinore SOI boundary. The Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) at the time 
kept nine parcels outside of the city’s SOI and left them in Lake Elsinore’s SOI.  This action created 
an island in which those parcels are entirely surrounded by Corona’s SOI. Therefore, the sphere of 
influence amendment will include the parcels that were not included in the 2006 amendment.   
 
Additionally, SIA12-001 will also adjust Corona’s SOI boundary located at the end of Camino 
Naranjo Circle and Hunt Canyon Circle along the westerly boundary to include approximately 7.4 
acres.  The properties in this area are part of a residential community where the majority of the 
development is located in Corona’s SOI.  Therefore, the city’s SOI amendment will correspond with 
the boundary of this development putting the entire development within Corona’s SOI.     
 
As part of this annexation the city is also amending its General Plan land uses for the Temescal 
Valley SOI and pre-zoning the annexation area with city zoning.  The city’s General Plan identifies 
land uses for the Temescal Valley SOI which was established at the time of the city’s General Plan 
update in 2004.  The majority of the land uses identified in the city’s General Plan for the Temescal 
Valley SOI remain unchanged.  However, there are land uses that are being amended to 
accommodate existing land uses already established on property and land uses that are already 
entitled by Riverside County’s General Plan. Because the area is inhabited and includes several 
master planned communities that have adopted specific plans, the city is proposing General Plan 
land uses that are similar in nature to the land uses adopted by Riverside County’s General Plan for 
the Temescal Valley SOI.  That same logic was also applied to the city’s pre-zoning application for 
the Temescal Valley SOI.  City zoning being applied in the annexation area includes various 
residential designations, commercial, industrial, recreational and open space zones that are 
consistent with the General Plan designations that are being proposed. Some of the properties also 
include an additional overlay zone that would accommodate open space, mineral resources or 
animal keeping and agricultural operation.  Furthermore, the city will also be adopting the six 
specific plans, The Retreat, Mountain Springs, Wildrose, Sycamore Creek, Toscana and Serrano 
that were adopted by Riverside County in the Temescal Valley. 
 
The city is also amending Chapters 17.62 and 17.90 of the Corona Municipal Code.   CMC Chapter 
17.62 is the city’s ordinance regarding overlay zones.  Overlay zones are unique in that they are 
applied to certain properties because of either their location or unique character.  The city currently 
has five overlay zones that are used in conjunction with a property’s underlying zone.  The city is 
amending this chapter to add another overlay zone that will accommodate animal keeping and 
agricultural operations in the Temescal Valley.  There are several properties within the Temescal 
Valley SOI that are rural and maintain a rural residential lifestyle that involve animal keeping other 
than just for dogs and cats.  The new Animal Keeping and Agricultural Operation (AA) Overlay will 
allow those rural residential properties assigned an AA overlay to maintain the animal keeping and 
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agricultural provisions currently allowed by the county.           
 
CMC Chapter 17.90 is the city’s nonconforming uses ordinance.  This ordinance establishes 
provisions for nonconforming uses based on property, buildings and land uses. The city will be 
amending this ordinance to include a nonconforming group for the properties affected by the 
annexation of the Temescal Valley as it relates to the number of dogs and cats that are allowed to  
be kept on properties. The county allows a resident to have four dogs and nine cats whereas the 
city only allows three cats and three dogs.  The nonconforming uses ordinance will be amended to 
allow the properties affected by the Temescal Valley annexation to maintain their current animal 
keeping provision of four dogs and nine cats.    
         
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: 
 
The annexation area is inhabited and has various land uses that include residential, commercial, 
industrial, recreational and open space.  The area includes rural residential home sites, master 
planned residential communities and traditional single family residential development. Businesses 
also reside in the area and include commercial/service operations, business park/light industrial 
operations and mining operations.  Recreational facilities also exist and include golf courses, 
community park sites, and Glen Ivy Hot Springs.  The infrastructure in the area includes improved 
public and private streets, street lights on improved streets, storm drains and water and wastewater 
services.  Unpaved rural roads also exist and provide access to some of the rural residential home 
sites within the annexation area.   
 
Vacant and undeveloped properties also exist within the annexation area with some of those areas 
already intended for future development based on adopted specific plans such as the Serrano 
Specific Plan and Toscana Specific Plan.  The Serrano Specific Plan covers 489 acres located on 
the east side of Interstate 15 and are intended for mostly light industrial development.  The Toscana 
Specific Plan covers 960 acres and is intended for mostly residential development that includes a 
mix of medium and high density residential development along with parks and general open space. 
 Undeveloped properties also exist along the west side of Interstate 15 and are intended for 
commercial development.             
 
GENERAL PLAN \ ZONING: 
 
Existing General Plan (Riverside County): The County’s General Plan has adopted land uses for 
the Temescal Valley SOI.  The General Plan land uses in the area include various classifications of 
residential (rural residential, estate residential, very low and low density residential, medium density 
residential, medium-high density residential and high density residential designations), various 
commercial designations (commercial retail, commercial tourist, commercial office and community 
center), light industrial, business park, mineral resources, rural mountainous, conservation and 
conservation habitat, open space rural and open space recreation, and water.  
 
Existing Zoning (Riverside County):  The County’s zoning map shows several zoning 
classifications for the properties located in the Temescal Valley SOI.  Zoning within this area 
includes General Commercial (C1/CP), Commercial Office (CO), Scenic Highway Commercial 
(CPS), Commercial Tourist (CT), Industrial Park (IP), Manufacturing Medium (MM), Mineral 
Resources (MR), Mineral Resources and Related Manufacturing (MRA), Manufacturing Service 
Commercial (M-SC), Natural Assets (NA), One Family Dwellings (R1), Residential Agricultural (RA), 
Rural Residential (RR), Open Area Combining Zone Residential Development (R5), Controlled 
Development (W2) and Specific Plan Zone (SP). Areas shown with a SP zone refer to the adopted 
specific plan for affected properties.  The adopted specific plans in the Temescal Valley SOI include 
The Retreat (SP 317), Mountain Springs (SP 221), Wildrose (SP 176), Sycamore Creek (SP 256), 
Serrano (SP 353) and Toscana (SP 327).    
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
The City's Staff, having undertaken and completed an initial study of this project in accordance with the City's 
"Local Guidelines for Implementing the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)", has concluded and 
recommends the following: 
 
      The proposed project could not have a significant effect on the environment.  Therefore, a NEGATIVE 

DECLARATION will be prepared. 
 
__ The proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, however, the potentially 

significant effects have been analyzed and mitigated to below a level of significance pursuant to a 
previous EIR as identified in the Environmental Checklist attached.  Therefore, a NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION WILL BE PREPARED.  

 
   X   The Initial Study identified potentially significant effects on the environment but revisions in the project 

plans or proposals made by or agreed to by the applicant would avoid or mitigate the effects to below a 
level of significance.  Therefore, a MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

 
      The proposed project may have a significant effect on the environment.  Therefore, an 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 
 
__ The proposed project may have a significant effect on the environment, however, a previous EIR has 

addressed only a portion of the effects identified as described in the Environmental Checklist 
discussion.  As there are potentially significant effects that have not been mitigated to below significant 
levels, a FOCUSED EIR will be prepared to evaluate only these effects. 

 
      There is no evidence that the proposed project will have the potential for adverse effect on fish and 

wildlife resources, as defined in Section 711.2 of the Fish and Game Code.   
 
ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED 
The following indicates the areas of concern that have been identified as “Potentially Significant Impact” or 
for which mitigation measures are proposed to reduce the impact to less than significant. 
 
 Land Use Planning   
 Population and Housing 
 Geologic Problems 
X Hydrology and Water 

Quality 
X Air Quality 
 Transportation / Traffic 
 Biological Resources 

 Mineral Resources 
 Hazards / Hazardous 

Materials 
 Noise 
 Public Services 
 Utilities 
 Aesthetics 
 Cultural Resources 

 Agricultural Resources 
 Greenhouse Gases 
 Mandatory Findings of 

Significance 
 
 

 
 
Date Prepared:  October 22, 2012 Prepared By: Joanne Coletta, Community Development Director   
 
Contact Person:  Joanne Coletta Phone: (951) 736-2262   
 
AGENCY DISTRIBUTION UTILITY DISTRIBUTION 
(check all that apply)  
 
  Responsible Agencies           Southern California Edison  
  Trustee Agencies (CDFG, SLC, CDPR, UC)    
  State Clearinghouse (CDFG, USFWS, Redev. Projects) 
  AQMD 
  WQCB 
X  Other *Separate Mailing List

Southern California Edison Co. 
Local Governmental Affairs 
Land Use / Environmental Coord. 
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue 
Rosemead, CA 91770 
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Note:  This form represents an abbreviation of the complete Environmental Checklist found in the City of Corona CEQA 
Guidelines.  Sources of reference information used to produce this checklist may be found in the City of Corona Community 
Development Department, 400 S. Vicentia Avenue, Corona, CA.   

 
   

1.  LAND USE AND PLANNING: 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 
Less than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 
 
No Impact 

 
 a.   Conflict with any land use plan/policy or agency regulation  
       (general plan, specific plan, zoning) 

 
 

   

 
 b.   Conflict with surrounding land uses 

 
 

 
 c.    Physically divide established community 

 
 

 
Discussion:   
 
A. Conflict with any land use plan/policy or agency regulation 

 
The Temescal Valley annexation area is identified in Corona’s General Plan Land Use Element as the southern 
Sphere of Influence (SOI) for the City of Corona.  The County of Riverside General Plan – Temescal Canyon Area 
Plan also identifies the City of Corona as the only incorporated city within the Temescal Canyon Area and 
recognizes that Corona’s Sphere of Influence extends south of the city’s current boundary encompassing most of 
the Temescal Canyon Area Plan boundary (October 2003).  In 1972 LAFCOs were given the power to determine 
spheres of influence for all local government agencies.  A SOI is defined as a planning boundary outside of a local 
agency’s legal boundary (incorporated city limits) and is to be a plan for the probable physical boundaries and 
service area of a local government agency.  The Temescal Valley has been part of the city’s SOI since 1986 and is 
also shown on Figure 3.1 of LAFCO’s Municipal Service Review (2005) to be part of Corona’s SOI.   
 
In 2006 the city processed a sphere of influence amendment to transfer 63 acres located in the City of Lake 
Elsinore’s sphere of influence into Corona’s sphere of influence.  The purpose for doing that was to correspond 
with the boundaries of a specific plan (Toscana Specific Plan) that was being processed in the county.  The 
Toscana Specific Plan at the time straddled the Corona and Lake Elsinore SOI boundary.   
 
At the time of the SOI amendment LAFCO kept nine parcels outside of the city’s SOI and left them in Lake 
Elsinore’s SOI.  This action created an island in which those parcels are entirely surrounded by Corona’s SOI. 
Therefore, the sphere of influence amendment, SIA12-001, associated with the Temescal Valley annexation will 
include those parcels that were not included in the 2006 amendment.  SIA12-001 will also adjust Corona’s SOI 
boundary located at the end of Camino Naranjo Circle and Hunt Canyon Circle along the westerly boundary to 
include 7.4 acres.  The properties in this area are part of a residential community where the majority of the 
development is located in Corona’s SOI.  Therefore, the city’s SOI amendment will correspond with the boundary of 
this development putting the entire development within Corona’s SOI.     
 
The city did identify General Plan land uses for the Temescal Valley SOI at the time of the city’s General Plan 
update in 2004.  The annexation does involve a General Plan Amendment to some of the properties shown on the 
city’s General Plan land use plan, Corona General Plan Figure 12, and a change of zone (pre-zoning) to establish 
city zoning within the annexation area.  In evaluating the land uses to be established for the annexation the city 
took into consideration the land uses identified in the city’s General Plan for the Temescal Valley SOI, and the land 
uses identified in Riverside County’s General Plan and Zoning Map for Temescal Canyon (aka Temescal Valley).   
Temescal Valley is mostly inhabited and the area was already entitled for a mix of older rural residential, new 
residential that includes low, medium and high density residential, recreational, parks, business and industrial 
parks, commercial services, aggregate mining and general open space.  Just over half of the annexation area (55% 
of the land area) utilizes traditional county zoning with the other half having entitlement by the adoption of specific 
plans.  There are currently six specific plan documents that were approved by Riverside County encompassing a 
total of 4,492.5 acres.  Below is a synopsis of the specific plans adopted within the boundary of the annexation.  
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SPECIFIC PLAN ACREAGE DESCRIPTION 

The Retreat (SP 317) 1,032 Low and Medium Density Residential, 
Golf Course, Parks and General Open 
Space 

Mountain Springs (SP 221) 
aka Trilogy 

824 Medium and High Density Residential, 
Golf Course, Commercial, RV Storage, 
and General Open Space 

Wildrose Rose (SP 176) 470.5 Single Family Residential, Park, 
Elementary School, Commercial and 
Industrial 

Sycamore Creek (SP 256) 717 Low, Medium and High Density 
Residential, Commercial, Park, 
Elementary School and General Open 
Space 

Toscana (SP 327) 960 Medium and High Density Residential, 
Parks, Commercial and General Open 
Space 

Serrano Commerce Center (SP 
353) 

489 Commercial Retail, Light Industrial and 
Open Space Conservation 

  
The city will be adopting the specific plans as part of its change of zone application as most of those areas are 
already developed and built-out or are currently under construction.  The city’s General Plan designations for the 
properties located in specific plans will be land use designations that are consistent with the zoning identified by 
the specific plan.  For those properties not included in a specific plan the city will be using traditional zoning and is 
proposing city zoning that is similar to the County’s zoning for those properties.  For properties that already have 
established uses the city is proposing zoning and General Plan land use designations that are best suited for that 
particular use. Exhibit 2 identifies the General Plan land uses adopted by Riverside County for the Temescal 
Valley. Exhibit 3 is from the Corona’s General Plan Land Use Element and it shows the General Plan land uses for 
the city’s SOIs, which includes Temescal Valley.  Exhibits 4 and 5 identify the General Plan and zoning proposed 
by the City of Corona for the Temescal Valley annexation.         
 
Exhibits 4 and 5 demonstrate consistency with Corona’s General Plan and Zoning, as the General Plan land uses 
being applied to the annexation are also consistent with the zoning that is being proposed.  The following table 
describes the county’s General Plan land uses, the city’s proposed General Plan land uses and the city’s proposed 
zoning for the properties within the annexation.  The annexation area is separated into reference groups showing 
the existing and proposed land uses as demonstrated by Exhibits 2, 4 and 5.     
 

Group County General Plan City of Corona General 
Plan 

City of Corona Zoning 

West Side of I-15    
1 RC-EDR (2 acre min.) 

RC-VLDR (1 acre 
min.) 

RRI (.5 du/ac) R1A (AA) 

2  
Retreat  
Specific 

Plan 

 
MDR (2-5 du/ac) 
LDR (1/2 acre) 
OSR 
Conservation 

 
LDR (3-6 du/ac) 
ER (1-3 du/ac) 
OSR 
OSG 

ZONING PER RETREAT SP: 
Medium Residential (3 du/ac) 
Low Residential (1.1 du/ac) 
Golf 
Open Space 

3 BP 
LI 
RR 

LI 
LI 
ER 

M-1 
M-1 
R1-20 

4 
Wildrose  

Specific Plan 

 
MHDR (5-8 du/ac) 
Conservation 
MHDR 
MHDR 

 
LMDR (6-8 du/ac) 
OSG 
PI 
GC 

ZONING PER WILDROSE SP: 
SFD 
OS Reserve 
School 
Commercial 

5 
 

MDR (5-8 du/ac) 
 

OSG 
LDR (3-6 du/ac) 

A (OS) 
R-1-7.2 
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Group County General Plan City of Corona General 
Plan 

City of Corona Zoning 

 
5 (cont.) 

 
 
 
OSR 

A  
ER (1-3 du/ac) 
OSG 
OSR 

A (OS) 
R-1-20 
A 
P 

6 RC-LDR (1/2 ac min) 
RC-EDR (2 ac min) 

LDR (3-6 du/ac) 
RR II (1 du/ac) 

R1-20 (AA) 
R1A ( AA) 

7 
Mountain Springs 

Specific Plan 
(aka Trilogy) 

 
VHDR (14-20 du/ac) 
MDR (2-5 du/ac) 
MHDR (5-8 du/ac) 
OSR 
VLDR (1 acre min) 
Conservation 
CR 
PF 

 
HDR (15-36 du/ac) 
LMDR (6-8 du/ac) 
LMDR 
OSR 
ER (1-3 du/ac) 
OSG 
GC 
GC 

ZONING PER MT. SPRINGS SP:
H (12-18 du/ac) 
M (5 du/ac) 
MH (6 du/ac) 
Golf Course 
SFR (1 du/ac) 
Open Space 
Commercial 
RV Storage 

8 Conservation Habitat OSG A (OS) 
9 RM 

LDR (1/2 acre) 
CT 

RRII (.5-1 du/ac) 
RRII  
GC 

R1A (OS) 
R1A (OS) 
C-3 (Glen Ivy) 

10 CT 
CR 

GC 
GC 

C-3 
C-3 

11 OSR 
MHDR (5-8 du/ac) 

GC 
LMDR (6-8 du/ac) 

C-3 (existing camp ground) 
R-2 

12 MDR (2-5 du/ac) 
MHDR (5-8 du/ac) 
CO 

LDR (3-6 du/ac) 
MDR (6-15 du/ac) 
GC 

R-1-7.2 
MP 
C-2 

13 
Wildrose SP 

 
CO 

 
OP 

ZONING PER WILDROSE SP: 
IND 

14 Mineral Resources GI M-2 (MR) (existing mines) 
15 OS Rural RRI (.5 du/ac) R1A 
16 LI LI M-1 
17 

Sycamore Creek 
Specific Plan 

 
 
MDR (2-5 du/ac) 
MHDR (5-8 du/ac) 
HDR (8-14 du/ac) 
ER (2 acres) 
VLDR (1 acre) 
Conservation 
OSR 
CR 

 
 
LDR (3-6 du/ac) 
LMDR (6-8 du/ac) 
HDR (14-36 du/ac) 
ER (3 du/ac) 
ER (3 du/ac) 
OSG 
OSR 
GC 

ZONING PER SYCAMORE 
CREEK SP: 
Medium 
Medium High 
High 
Very Low  
Low 
Open Space 
Park 
Commercial 

18 Conservation Habitat 
RR 
VLDR (1 acre) 

OSG 
RRI (.5 du/ac) 
RRII (1 du/ac) 

A (OS) 
R1A (AA) 
R1A (AA) 

East side of I-15    
19 CR 

HDR (8-14 du/ac) 
BP 
RR 
LI 
LDR (1/2 acre) 
Mineral Resources 
Water 

GC 
MDR (6-15 du/ac) 
LI 
LI 
LI 
LDR (3-6 du/ac) 
GI 
A 

C-3 
MP 
M-4 
M-1 
M-1 
R-1-20 
M-2 (MR) 
A (MR) 

20 BP 
LI 
Mineral Resources 
Water 
Community Center 
Community Center 

LI 
LI 
GI 
OSG 
GC 
LI 

IND (Wildrose SP) 
IND (Wildrose SP) 
M-2 (MR) 
A (OS) 
C-3 
M-1 

21 
Serrano Specific 

 
CR 

 
GC 

ZONING PER SERRANO SP: 
CR 
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Group County General Plan City of Corona General 
Plan 

City of Corona Zoning 

Plan LI 
Conservation 

LI 
OSG 

LI 
OS/Water 

22 LI LI M-1 
23 Water A A (MR) 
24 Mineral Resources 

Conservation 
OS Rural 

A 
A 
A 

A (MR) 
A (MR) 
A (MR) 

25 OS Rural 
Mineral Resources 
LI 
PF 

GI 
GI 
GI 
GI 

M-2 (MR) existing mining 
M-2 (MR) 
M-2 (MR) 
M-2  

26 RM RRI (.5 du/ac) A 
27 RR RRII (1 du/ac) R1A (AA) 
28 Water 

OS Rural 
OSG 
OSG 

A (OS) 
A (OS) 

29 
Toscana 

Specific Plan 

 
MDR (2-5 du/ac) 
 
 
 
 
 
CR 
Conservation 

 
LDR (3-6 du/ac) 
LMDR (6-8 du/ac) 
MDR (6-15 du/ac) 
OSR 
OSG 
HDR (15-36 du/ac) 
GC 
OSG 

ZONING PER TOSCANA SP: 
MDR 
MHDR 
HDR 
P 
OS 
VHDR 
RC 
OS 

30 MDR (2-5 du/ac) RRI (.5 du/ac) R1A 
 

Riverside County General Plan Land Use Legend
Agriculture (AG)     10 acre min 
Rural Residential (RR)    5 acre min 
Rural Mountainous (RM)    10 acre min 
Rural Desert (RD)    10 acre min 
Estate Density Residential: Rural Community (RC-EDR) 2 acre min 
Very Low Density Residential: Rural Comm. (RC-VLDR) 1 acre min 
Low Density Residential: Rural Community (RC-LDR) ½ acre min 
Conservation (C)    -- 
Conservation Habitat (CH)    -- 
Water (W)     -- 
Recreation (R)     -- 
Rural (RUR)     20 acre min 
Mineral Resources (MR)    -- 
Estate Density Residential (EDR)   2 acre min 
Very Low Density Residential (VLDR)  1 acre min 

Low Density Residential (LDR)  ½ acre min 
Medium Density Residential (MDR)  2-5 du/ac 
Medium High Density Residential (MHDR) 5-8 du/ac 
High Density Residential (HDR)  8-14 du/ac 
Very High Density Residential (VHDR) 14-20 du/ac 
Highest Density Residential (HHDR) 20+ du/ac 
Commercial Retail (CR)   0.20-0.35 FAR 
Commercial Tourist (CT)   0.20-0.35 FAR 
Commercial Office (CO)   0.35-1.0 FAR 
Light Industrial (LI)   0.25-0.60 FAR 
Heavy Industrial (HI)   0.15-0.50 FAR 
Business Park (BP)   0.25-0.60 FAR 
Public Facilities (PF)   ≤0.60 FAR 
Community Center (CC)   5-40 du/ac & 0.10-0.3 FAR 
Mixed Use Planning Area   -- 

 
City of Corona General Plan Land Use Legend 

Agriculture     -- 
Rural Residential I (RRI)    0.2-0.5 du/ac 
Rural Residential II (RRII)    0.5-1 du/ac 
Estate Residential (ER)    1-3 du/ac 
Low Density Residential (LDR)   3-6 du/ac 
Low Medium Density Residential (LMDR)  6-8 du/ac 
Medium Density Residential (MDR)   6-15 du/ac 
High Density Residential (HDR)   15-36 du/ac 
General Commercial (GC)    
Office Professional (OP) 
Public Institutional (PI) 
Light Industrial (LI) 
General Industrial (GI) 
Open Space Recreational (OSR) 
Open Space General (OSG) 

 
City of Corona Zoning Legend 

Agriculture (A) 
Agriculture / Open Space overlay (A(OS)) 
Agriculture / Mineral Resources overlay (A(MR)) 
Open Space (OS) 
Open Space / Water (OS/Water) 
Open Space Reserve (OS Reserve) 
Very Low Residential (VL) 
Low Density Residential (LDR) 
Single Family Residential (40,000 sf min lot) (R1A) 

Single Family / Animal & Agricultural Overlay (R1A (AA)) 
Single Family (20,000 sf min lot) (R1-20) 

Single Family / Animal & Agricultural Overlay (R1-20 (AA)) 
Single Family / Open Space overlay (R1A(OS)) 
Single Family Residential (7,200 sf min lot) (R-1-7.2) 
Single Family Residential (SFR) 
Single Family Detached (SFD) 
Single Family Attached (SFA) 
Low Density Multiple Family Residential (R2) 
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Medium Density Residential (M, MDR) 
Medium High Density Residential (MH, MHDR) 
High Density Residential (H, HDR) 
Very High Density Residential (VHDR) 

Mobile Home Park (MP) 
School 
Park (P) 
Golf Course (GC) 
Commercial (C) 
Commercial Retail (CR) 

Retail Commercial (RC) 
Restricted Commercial (C2) 

General Commercial (C3) 
Light Industrial (LI) 
Industrial (I) 
Light Manufacturing (M1) 
General Manufacturing (M2) 
General Manufacturing / Mineral Resources Overlay (M2(MR)) 
Business Park (M4) 
Recreational Vehicle (RV) 

 

 
The General Plan and zoning proposed by the City of Corona for the Temescal Valley area are intended to carry 
over land uses of similar nature from the county.  Additionally the city will also be proposing overlay zones for some 
of the properties to further accommodate uses that are already allowed on certain properties. The overlay zones 
identified for the Temescal Valley area include the city’s Open Space (OS) overlay, Mineral Resources (MR) 
overlay and a new Animal Keeping and Agricultural Operation (AA) overlay.  The following table describes the 
purpose of the overlay zone when considered in conjunction with the zoning of the property. 
 

Overlay Zone Purpose 
Open Space (OS) Establish open space land for recreation and scenic beauty.  

Permitted uses include natural bodies of water, golf courses, 
groundwater management basins and single family dwellings (one 
per lot). Conditional uses include commercial recreation areas 
(county clubs, golf courses with accessory buildings), utility 
facilities, educational and research institutions, eating 
establishments, and uses allowed in the underlying zone. 

Mineral Resources (MR) Provide supplemental development standards for surface mining 
and related activities. The MR overlay zone when shown in 
combination with another zone (A, M-2 or M-3 zones) permits 
certain uses not otherwise permitted in the underlying zone.  The 
MR overlay zone is normally assigned to property that has an 
existing mining operation or is listed in the MRZ-2 State 
Classification Report by the Department of Mines and Geology. 

Animal Keeping and Agricultural 
Operation (AA) 

To accommodate the rural residential properties in Temescal Valley 
that would be annexed into the City of Corona.  The AA overlay 
zone maintains the animal keeping provisions and agricultural 
operations originally allowed for certain properties.  

    
 
Corona’s General Plan Land Use Element also identified Policies related to the Temescal Valley Sphere of 
Influence.  The following table describes the annexation’s consistency with General Plan Policies 1.23.17, 1.23.18, 
1.23.19 and 1.23.20. 
 

General Plan Policy for Temescal Valley SOI Project’s consistency 
1.23.17: Promote, and should the area be annexed to 
the city require, the development of the Temescal 
Valley for planned residential communities that 
integrate a variety of housing types, schools, parks, 
and other amenities; business and industrial parks, 
supporting local and highway serving commercial; 
recreation and resorts; and continued mining uses. 

The unincorporated area of Temescal Valley 
includes inhabited territory.  Planned residential 
communities in Temescal Valley include 
Wildrose, The Retreat, Trilogy, Sycamore Creek 
and Toscana, all of which were entitled by the 
adoption of specific plans.  The specific plans 
allow for a variety of housing types based on 
density and include recreation (i.e. golf course 
and parks) and natural open space. In addition to 
the residential some of the specific plans also 
accommodate school sites and general 
commercial.  The Serrano Specific Plan 
accommodates non-residential development and 
allows for a mix of industrial and business park 
uses and general commercial.  The annexation 
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General Plan Policy for Temescal Valley SOI Project’s consistency 
will not dissolve the existing specific plans, as the 
city will be adopting the existing specific plans.  
 
Existing mining will also continue as part of the 
annexation as the city has proposed a mineral 
resources overlay zone for properties that 
currently have mining operations and for 
properties that may be eligible for mining.    

1.23.18: Require the preparation of specific plan for 
mixed use development projects and encourage their 
preparation for other larger-scale residential 
subdivisions and business parks. 

There are six specific plans that have been 
adopted within the Temescal Valley annexation 
area that encompass 4,492.5 acres.  The 
annexation will not dissolve the existing specific 
plans, as the city will be adopting the existing 
specific plans.  

1.23.19: Promote, and should the area be annexed to 
the city require, the development of residential 
communities that are designed in a manner that 
maintains the area’s natural topography, drainage 
courses, and native landscapes in accordance with 
this plan’s Natural Resource and Public Safety 
policies.  Housing should be clustered in lot patterns 
that complement development on adjoining 
properties. 

The annexation does not involve the development 
of a specific project. The General Plan and zoning 
proposed for the annexation area include the 
already adopted specific plans.  Properties not 
encumbered by a specific plan are proposed to 
have a General Plan designation and zoning that 
are similar to that already allowed by Riverside 
County or based on the land use that already 
occurs on the property.   The city also recognizes 
natural resources that exist within the annexation 
area and participates in Riverside County’s 
Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan.  

1.23.20: Require full environmental analysis for any 
proposed development of any portion of the site 
consisting of the following Assessor Parcel Numbers: 
283-210-001, 002; 283-240-001 through 007; 290-
070-001; 290-070-007; 290-070-011 through 013; 
290-070-015; 290-070-019 and 290-080-001, which 
encompass approximately 1,010 acres of land 
designated as Light Industry as part of GPA03-005. 

The assessor parcel numbers identified in this 
policy cover properties that are entitled by the 
Toscana Specific Plan.  The Toscana Specific 
Plan allows for medium and high density 
residential, general commercial, parks and 
general open space.  The Toscana Specific Plan 
and its accompanying EIR were approved by the 
Riverside County Board of Supervisors in 
December 2006. As part of the annexation the 
city will be adopting this specific plan, which will 
replace the Light Industry designation that was 
assumed as part of GPA03-005.  

 
 
Based on the evaluation of the land uses entitled by the County’s General Plan and the land uses being proposed 
by the City of Corona via General Plan Amendment (GPA12-004) and Change of Zone (CZ12-002) for Annexation 
114, the project will not conflict with any city land use plan, policy or agency regulation and is not considered an 
impact.  
 
B. Conflict with surrounding land uses. 
 
The annexation area is 15.58 square miles with its north perimeter abutting property located in the City of Corona 
and its northeast, east, south and west perimeters abutting properties located within unincorporated areas of 
Riverside County.   
 
North: On the west side of Interstate 15 the properties to the north in the City of Corona include a golf course, 
undeveloped land that has a zoning of Agriculture, and undeveloped land that was recently entitled by the city’s 
adoption of the Arantine Hills Specific Plan, which includes low density residential, medium and high density 
residential, park and open space.  The properties within the annexation adjacent to the north perimeter are rural 
residential, low density residential and golf course. The city is not changing the existing land uses within the 
annexation area and is proposing General Plan land uses and zoning that are consistent with the existing uses.  
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Per GPA12-004 and CZ12-002, the properties in this area are proposed to have a General Plan land use 
designation and zoning of Rural Residential I and R1A (AA), Low Density Residential and Medium Residential of 
The Retreat Specific Plan, and Open Space General and Golf Course of The Retreat Specific Plan.  
 
On the east side of Interstate 15 the properties to the north in the City of Corona include undeveloped parcels that 
are zoned Commercial of the Dos Lagos Specific Plan, R-3 (High Density Residential), and Golf Course and Open 
Space of the Dos Lagos Specific Plan.  The abutting properties within the annexation include existing commercial 
development, a mobile home park and an extension of the Temescal Wash.  The General Plan and zoning 
proposed within this area of the annexation are General Commercial and C-3 (General Commercial), Medium 
Density Residential and Mobile Home Park, Light Industry and M-1 (Light Industrial), Open Space General and A 
(OS), General Industry and M-2 (MR)(General Industrial with Mineral Resource overlay) and Agriculture and 
Agriculture (MR).   
 
The properties to the north are not in conflict with the types of uses that are allowed in the neighboring City of 
Corona.  Furthermore, the properties that are being given a Mineral Resources overlay zone are similar to that 
allowed by Riverside County’s General Plan as those properties have been identified as areas that are eligible for 
mining.       
 
Northeast:  The northeast perimeter of the annexation boundary abut properties in the unincorporated area of 
Riverside County and are mostly undeveloped, but include the El Sobrante landfill and rural residential properties 
on Dawson Canyon Road.  The County’s General Plan and zoning of the properties abutting the annexation 
include Conservation Habitat and Natural Assets, Conservation Habitat and Residential Agriculture, Public 
Facilities and Rural Residential, Public Facilities and Residential Agriculture, and Open Space Rural and 
Residential Agriculture.  As demonstrated by Exhibits 4 and 5, the city is proposing General Plan and zoning near 
this perimeter to be Agriculture and Agriculture (MR), General Industry and M-2 (MR), Rural Residential I and 
Agriculture, and Open Space General and Open Space of the Toscana Specific Plan.  The properties that have 
been given a Mineral Resources overlay zone are being carried over from the County’s General Plan and zoning 
which have allowed mining on certain properties and have identified properties that are eligible for mining. 
 
The properties to the northeast are not in conflict with the surrounding land uses located outside of the annexation 
project area as the areas identified for potential mining are adjacent to undeveloped properties; and in the area 
where rural residential exists the city is also proposing rural residential and maintaining the natural open space 
zone that was entitled by the Toscana Specific Plan.  
 
East:  The east perimeter of the annexation boundary abuts properties in the unincorporated area of Riverside 
County and is mostly undeveloped with scattered single family residential.  The County’s General Plan and zoning 
of the properties abutting the annexation include Conservation and Residential Agriculture, Open Space Rural and 
Residential Agriculture, Conservation Habitat and Natural Asset, Open Space Rural and Natural Asset, Water and 
Controlled Development, Light Industry and Manufacturing-Service Commercial, and Conservation Habitat and 
Rural Residential and Residential Agriculture. The city is proposing General Plan and zoning near this perimeter to 
be Open Space General and Open Space of the Toscana Specific Plan, Low Density Residential and Medium 
Density Residential of the Toscana Specific Plan, General Commercial and Commercial of the Sycamore Creek 
Specific Plan, Low Density Residential and Medium Residential of the Sycamore Creek Specific Plan and Open 
Space General and Agriculture (OS).  
 
The properties to the east are not in conflict with the surrounding land uses located outside of the annexation 
project area as the land uses that exist or are planned within the annexation area are similar in nature to that 
allowed by the County’s General Plan and zoning.  Furthermore, the Toscana Specific Plan and Sycamore Creek 
Specific Plan were both adopted by Riverside County with their entitled land uses already evaluated by the county.  
 
South:  The south perimeter of the annexation boundary abuts properties in the unincorporated area of Riverside 
County, which includes mostly undeveloped land and scattered residential near the southeast perimeter.  The 
County’s General Plan and zoning of the properties abutting the annexation include Rural Mountainous and 
Residential Agriculture, and Conservation Habitat and Rural Residential.  The city is proposing General Plan and 
zoning near this perimeter to be Open Space General and Agriculture (OS), Rural Residential I and R1A (AA), 
General Industry and M-2 (MR), Rural Residential I and R1A, and Open Space General and Open Space of the Mt. 
Springs Specific Plan.  
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The properties to the south are not in conflict with the surrounding land uses located outside of the annexation 
project area as the area in the county is mostly undeveloped with the properties having limited access and rolling 
topography.   The properties that are being given a zone of M-2 (MR) are for the existing mining operators already 
located within the annexation area.    
 
West: The west perimeter of the annexation boundary abuts properties in the unincorporated area of Riverside 
County, which is undeveloped.  The County’s General Plan and zoning of the properties abutting the annexation is 
Conservation Habitat and Rural Residential.  The city is proposing General Plan and zoning near this perimeter to 
be Open Space General and Open Space of the Mt. Springs Specific Plan and The Retreat Specific Plan, Open 
Space General and Agriculture (OS), Low Density Residential and R-1-7.2, Agriculture and Agriculture (OS), and 
Open Space General and Open Space Reserve of the Wildrose Specific Plan.  
 
The properties to the west are not in conflict with the surrounding land uses located outside of the annexation 
project area as the area in the county is undeveloped with the properties having limited access and rolling 
topography.   
 
C. Physically divide established community 
 
The annexation encompasses the entire southern sphere of influence identified for Corona for the Temescal Valley. 
 Therefore, the annexation does not physically divide an established community as it adheres to the boundaries of 
the southern sphere of influence identified in the city’s General Plan and to that adopted by the Riverside County 
Local Agency Formation Commission for the City of Corona.       
        

 
 
2. POPULATION AND HOUSING: 
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b. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing or people 

              

 
Discussion:  
 
A. Induce substantial growth 
 
Corona’s General Plan update in 2004 considered population growth associated with the spheres of influence 
identified for the city.  Per the General Plan EIR (2004) development potential in the city and spheres of influence 
based on the implementation of the General Plan by year 2025 would not exceed Southern California Association 
of Governments (SCAG) growth projections for the city. Additionally, since the adoption of the city’s updated 
General Plan, SCAG has also adopted the 2012 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Growth Forecast which 
includes Corona’s population growth to year 2035.  SCAG’s RTP Growth Forecast also took into consideration the 
unincorporated areas of Riverside County. Also, as discussed under the Land Use and Planning Section of this 
initial study the land uses to be established for the annexation took into consideration the land uses identified in the 
city’s General Plan for the Temescal Valley SOI, and the land uses identified in Riverside County’s General Plan 
and Zoning Map for Temescal Canyon (aka Temescal Valley).  As such, development potential in the city and the 
southern SOI would not exceed population growth beyond that already projected to occur in the area.   
 
B. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing or people. 
 
The land uses being proposed as part of the annexation would not displace substantial numbers of housing or 
people.  Future development within the annexation would primarily occur on vacant land or underutilized parcels.  
The General Plan land uses proposed for the annexation do not eliminate housing already entitled for the area or 
displace existing residential neighborhoods.  Therefore, this is not considered an impact as Annexation 114, 
General Plan Amendment 12-004 (GPA12-004) and Change of Zone 12-002 (CZ12-002) will not displace 
substantial numbers of existing housing or people.     
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3. GEOLOGIC PROBLEMS: 
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Discussion: 
 
A. Fault / seismic failures (Alquist Priolo zone) / Landslide/Liquefaction 
 
The City of Corona is considered to be seismically active, as is most of Southern California.  Several known active 
or potentially active faults are located in and around Corona.  The Elsinore Fault is the closest major fault system to 
the city and one of the largest in Southern California.  Historically, the Elsinore Fault zone has also been one of the 
least active systems.  Along the southwestern portion of the city the Elsinore Fault zone is referred to as the Glen 
Ivy Fault.  The Glen Ivy Fault consists of two strands, the Glen Ivy North Fault and the Glen Ivy South Fault.  Both 
strands of the Glen Ivy Fault are included in the Alquist Priolo Earthquake Fault zone, which is located along the 
southwest boundary of the city and through the Temescal Valley portion of the SOI.  The fault extends northwest 
from approximately Lake Elsinore for a distance of approximately 23.6 miles to approximately west of Corona, 
where it splits into two different fault segments. 
 
The City of Corona General Plan and County of Riverside General Plan – Temescal Canyon Area Plan identifies 
the Temescal Valley as an area that is subject to seismic activity because it is underlain by strands of the Glen Ivy 
Fault making it a part of the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault zone.  Land use designations within this area include 
rural residential, estate, medium and low density residential, general commercial, general open space and 
recreational open space.  The city is familiar with handling development near the Alquist Priolo zone as this 
earthquake fault zone lies parallel to the city’s southerly boundary.  As evaluated in Corona’s General Plan Update 
EIR, all construction occurring within 1/8 mile on either side of the Alquist Priolo Fault zones in the Temescal Valley 
SOI would require a site specific geologic report.  Continued compliance with the building design standards of the 
California Building Code specific to seismic safety and implementation of the identified policies in Corona’s General 
Plan Public Health and Safety Element would reduce any impacts as a result of fault rupture in the Temescal Valley 
SOI to less than significant.   Specifically, Corona General Plan Policy 11.1.1 requires new development or 
redevelopment to be in compliance with the most recent seismic and other geologic hazard safety standards, while 
Policy 11.1.3 requires the protection of community health and safety through the implementation of effective state 
of the art standards for seismic design of structures in the city. This is guaranteed by the city through its adoption of 
the California Building Code and the adoption of subsequent updates to this code. 
 
Liquefaction of cohesionless soils can be caused by strong vibratory motion due to earthquakes.  Per Corona’s 
General Plan Update EIR and General Plan Technical Background Report (Figure 4.5-13) some portions of the 
Temescal Valley SOI are considered to have a low potential for liquefaction.  These areas are mapped as irregular 
bands that run parallel to Interstate 15.  According to the County’s General Plan – Temescal Canyon Area Plan, 
there are also areas in proximity to the Temescal Wash that show moderate potential for liquefaction with a swath 
of land in the area of existing mining, open space and existing rural residential (west side of Interstate 15) to have 
very high probability of liquefaction.  Although liquefaction represents a potential risk to structures, liquefaction 
potential does not necessarily limit development potential if appropriate mitigation, such as the excavation of 
liquefaction prone soils and backfilling with stable fill and the use of concrete piles, is implemented.  Therefore, this 
is considered a less than significant impact with respect to the annexation as future development would require the 
preparation of geotechnical/soils report for new construction. 
 
B. Grading of more than 100 cubic yards 
C. Grading in areas of over 10% slope 
D. Substantial erosion or loss of topsoil 
E. Unstable soil conditions from grading 
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Annexation 114, GPA12-004 and CZ12-002 do not involve a specific project as development is not being proposed 
simultaneously with the city’s annexation proposal.  Therefore, the city’s annexation proposal does not involve any 
project grading that would cause a loss of topsoil or unstable soil conditions. Figure 13 of Riverside County’s 
General Plan – Temescal Canyon Area Plan shows this area to have 30% and greater slopes along the 
southwestern and westerly areas.  However, the actual area that is part of the Temescal Valley SOI for the city is 
mostly comprised of areas having less than 15% slope with areas on the outskirts of these flatter portions of the 
SOI to have 15% to 25% slope areas.   
 
Most of the Temescal Valley SOI adjacent to the 30% and greater slope areas are already developed and the 
County’s General Plan shows the 30% slope areas to be set aside as Conservation Habitat in accordance with 
Riverside County’s Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan.  This area in particular is excluded from the 
annexation and will remain unincorporated in Riverside County as it is not part of the city’s SOI.     
 
If the Temescal Valley SOI is annexed into the city the annexation would automatically be subject to the city’s 
grading regulations adopted in Corona Municipal Code Chapter 15.36 and the visual resources policies in the city’s 
General Plan Environmental Resources Element as the policies related to this resource are applicable to the city 
and the SOI.  The purpose of CMC Chapter 15.36 is to establish standards regulating the design and construction 
of building sites and the development of property by grading; to regulate the alteration of the ground surface to 
protect and preserve the public health, safety and general welfare; to minimize differential settlement and the 
slipping or sliding of earth; to protect adjacent properties from damage caused by blockage or diversion of natural 
runoff waters; to require engineering analysis of expansive soil conditions, erosion control and drainage; to 
establish criteria for the design of footings and floor slabs for structures proposed to be erected on parcels of land 
whose natural topography has been altered; and to establish administrative procedures for the issuance of grading 
permits, the approval of plans and the inspection of grading construction.  Therefore, this impact would be less 
than significant.    
 
Future development that may encumber areas that have greater than 15% slopes would be subject to Policy 
10.22.4 as this policy would require projects to be designed and sited to maintain the natural topographic and 
aesthetic viewshed characteristics of those features by minimizing the height of cuts and fills to the extent feasible, 
avoid the fragmentation of steep slopes (stair stepping), minimize the height of retaining walls and plant hillside and 
canyon slopes with drought tolerant species to soften the visual impact of land grading retaining walls, structures 
and roads and restore disrupted areas of vegetation, wildlife habitat, natural watercourses and other important 
viewshed features.  Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.        
 
F. Expansive soils 
 
Per the City of Corona General Plan Update EIR and Figure 4.5.-11 of the Corona General Plan Technical 
Background Report (TBR), the underlying soils in the Temescal Valley SOI are made up of the Friant-San Miguel-
Exchequer, Monserate-Arlington-Exeter and Cajalco-Temescal-Las Posas associations.  The Friant-San Miguel-
Exchequer and Cajalco-Temescal-Las Posas soils generally range from being moderately deep to shallow and are 
well drained.  The Monserate-Arlington-Exeter associations tend to have low to moderate swell (expansion) 
potential and are well drained.   Although the variations in soils underlying the Temescal Valley SOI may allow for 
differential settlement within the city, Corona General Plan Policy 11.1.1 of the Public Health and Safety Element 
requires site specific analysis for new development to determine the soil properties and specific potential for 
hazards associated with expansive soils in a specific area. Therefore, the implementation of this policy would make 
the impacts from expansive soil less than significant.      
            

 
 
4. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: 
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e. Degrade surface or ground water quality  

 
   

 
f. Within 100-year flood hazard area  

 
   

 
g. Increase exposure to flooding  

 
   

 
h. Exceed capacity of storm water drainage system  

 
   

 
Discussion: 
 
A. Violate water quality standards / waste discharge requirements 
 
The annexation itself would not violate water quality standards and waste discharge requirements.  If the Temescal 
Valley SOI were annexed into the city, new development within the annexation would be subject to the provisions 
of Corona Municipal Code Chapter 13.27 (Storm Water Management and Discharge Controls).  Per this ordinance, 
any discharge that would result or contribute to a violation of the city’s NPDES (National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System) permit, either separately considered or when combined with other discharges, is prohibited.  
Developers of new development projects are required to implement appropriate Best Management Practices 
(BMPs) to control storm water runoff so as to prevent any deterioration of water quality that would impair 
subsequent or competing uses of the water. Furthermore, city officials are given the authority to inspect facilities 
and perform sampling in areas with evidence of storm water contamination, illicit discharges or non-storm water to 
the storm water system or similar factors.    
 
In an effort to ensure the protection of water resources, the city’s General Plan has established as a goal, Goal 7.7 
of the Infrastructure and Utilities Element, the prevention of the city’s surface water and groundwater from 
degradation.  Among the policies identified to achieve this goal include promoting passive treatment systems 
(vegetated filter strips, grass swales, etc.) to reduce pollutant loading, minimizing impervious areas that are directly 
connected to piped or channelized drainage systems, capturing and reusing storm water runoff for on-site irrigation 
and other purposes and employing efficient drainage technology to control drainage at new development sites 
(Policies 7.7.2, 7.7.3 and 7.7.5).  Because of the existing regulations already in place in the city by CMC Chapter 
13.27 and the policies of the city’s General Plan to protect water quality standards, this potential impact is 
considered less than significant.     
 
B. Deplete groundwater supplies 
 
The Environmental Resources Element of Corona’s General Plan identified as a goal that groundwater resources 
are maintained and groundwater recharge occurs (Goal 10.3).  Although the Lee Lake Water District and Elsinore 
Valley Municipal Water District (EVMWD) will continue to be the water and wastewater provider in the Temescal 
Valley SOI, the city considers groundwater a valuable resource to support existing and proposed development.  As 
with new development, additional impervious surfaces can decrease groundwater recharge.  Hence, General Plan 
Policies 10.3.1 through 10.3.4 are identified as policies for the city to implement when considering new 
development, which would include properties annexed from the Temescal Valley SOI.  The aforesaid policies 
include recharging the aquifers underlying the city and SOI areas, capturing and retaining stormwater for 
percolation into the groundwater, and the incorporation of natural drainage systems into developments to facilitate 
the on-site infiltration of precipitation and/or runoff into groundwater basins.  The incorporation of natural drainage 
systems into developments, where appropriate and feasible, would reduce the amount of precipitation and runoff 
that would be conveyed into storm drains and would allow for on-site infiltration of waters into groundwater basins.  
Because of the Corona General Plan policies that are already in place when it comes to groundwater resources 
and the practice of these policies by city staff, this impact is considered less than significant.       
 
C. Alter existing drainage pattern. 
 
The annexation itself will not alter existing drainage patterns. If the Temescal Valley SOI were to annex into the 
City future development would be subject to Corona Municipal Code Chapter 13.16 regarding storm drains.  
Diverting water flow from storm drains is generally prohibited except as provided for in CMC Chapter 13.16. 
Furthermore, General Plan Policy 7.6.6 requires new development to prepare hydrologic studies to assess storm 
runoff impacts on local and subregional storm drainage systems, and, if warranted, require new development to 
provide adequate drainage facilities and to mitigate increases in stormwater flows and/or cumulative increases in 
regional flows.  Developers of proposed projects are to submit a final drainage plan for the city engineer’s review 
and approval.  This requirement is normally requested at the city’s Development Plan Review process for all new 
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projects.  Therefore, this impact is less than significant.  
 
D. Increase flooding hazard. 
 
The annexation of the Temescal Valley SOI does include the Temescal Wash which is the principal drainage 
course within the annexation area.  Per the County’s General Plan, the wash is within the 100 year flood zone and 
the land uses currently shown on the County’s General Plan for the properties within this area include industrial, 
commercial, mineral resources and some residential. The land uses being proposed by the city through GPA12-
004 and CZ12-002 are similar to those already allowed in the county.  Therefore, certain structures are either 
already placed or would be placed within the 100 year flood hazard area.   
 
The Temescal Wash is 28 miles and extends from Lake Elsinore to the Santa Ana River which traverses the City of 
Corona.  Corona’s General Plan recognizes flooding hazards and has an identified goal of reducing the potential 
risk of flood hazards to community property and human life (Goal 11.2).  Policies 11.2.1 through 11.2.12 would 
serve to achieve this goal as they describe restriction of development in areas subject to flooding through the use 
of setbacks and buffer areas, incorporation of design elements into development to mitigate flood hazards, 
requiring the provisions of permeable surfaces to increase water infiltration, maintaining natural channel drainage 
courses in the city, prohibiting development within 100 year flood zones without adequate mitigation against flood 
hazards, requiring all new stormwater drainage facilities to be constructed and managed in accordance with city 
and County of Riverside design specifications, and ensuring that proper drainage facilities and detention basins are 
maintained.  Because of the policies identified in the city’s General Plan and the city’s practice and implementation 
of those policies, the effects of flooding hazard are less than significant.     
 
Title 18 of the Corona Municipal Code covers the city’s Floodplain Management Provisions. Corona Municipal 
Code Chapter 18.20 established provisions for flood hazard reduction and establishes general construction 
standards such as anchoring, construction materials and methods, and elevation and floodproofing for new 
construction in areas of special flood hazard.  If the Temescal Valley SOI were to be annexed into the city, new 
development identified within the 100 year flood hazard area would be automatically subject to the construction 
standards adopted in CMC Chapter 18.20. Compliance with Title 18 of the CMC would reduce the effects of 
prospective growth in the Temescal Valley SOI from flood hazards.  Therefore, this impact is less than significant.   
  
 
E. Degrade surface or ground water quality 
 
See discussion above for A. 
 
F. Within 100-year flood hazard area. 
G. Increase exposure to flooding.   
 
See discussion above for D.  
 
H. Exceed capacity of storm water drainage system. 
 
The annexation itself would not exceed capacity of storm drainage systems, but the future development of 
undeveloped properties within the Temescal Valley SOI will include both residential and non-residential land uses 
along with associated infrastructure such as roads.  Although these land uses are currently allowed by the County’s 
General Plan in the Temescal Valley SOI, future development regardless if it is in the unincorporated area of 
Riverside County or the City of Corona will increase the amount of impermeable surfaces and thereby limit the 
amount of ground infiltration during storm events.  The passage of storm flows over impermeable surfaces would 
increase the volume and rate of storm runoff.  Therefore, fixed drainage channels in urban areas may be unable to 
contain the runoff generated by relatively small, but intense rainfall events.  Therefore, mitigation is warranted to 
not exceed capacity of storm water drainage systems as a result of future development.  The following mitigation 
would reduce this impact to less than significant. 
 
Mitigation 4.1: 
New development shall prepare hydrologic studies to assess storm runoff impacts on the local and sub-regional 
drainage systems.  If a project is determined to have an impact on existing storm drain systems, the development 
shall provide adequate drainage facilities to mitigate the increases in stormwater flows and/or cumulative increases 
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in regional flows.  Final drainage plans shall be submitted to the city’s Public Works Department for review and 
approval.   

 
 
5. AIR QUALITY: 
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Discussion: 
 
A. Conflict with air quality plan. 
 
The City of Corona along with Western Riverside County is located in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB).  The 
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) is the agency responsible for comprehensive air pollution 
control in the South Coast Air Basin.   SCAQMD recommends that projects be evaluated to determine whether they 
would be consistent with Air Quality Management Plan (AQMD) performance standards and emission reduction 
targets.  The AQMD was prepared to accommodate growth, to reduce the high levels of pollutants within the areas 
under the jurisdiction of SCAQMD, to return clean air to the region, and to minimize impacts on the economy.  
Projects that are considered to be consistent with the AQMP would not interfere with attainment because this 
growth is included in the populations utilized in the formulation of the AQMP. Furthermore, projects that are 
consistent with the projections of employment and population forecasts prepared by the Southern California 
Association of Governments (SCAG) are considered consistent with the AQMP growth projections.  Corona’s 
General Plan Update (2004), which also included growth in the Temescal Valley SOI, and Riverside County’s 
General Plan (2003) have been included as part of SCAG’s growth projections and included in the AQMP.  
Because the city’s General Plan and the County’s General Plan are consistent with the AQMP this impact would be 
less than significant. 
 
B. Violate air quality standard. 

 
Emissions are generated from construction activities and the operation of land uses. The SCAQMD also has 
established thresholds for emissions related to both construction and operation.  At the time of the city’s General 
Plan update, the General Plan EIR took into consideration the development and operation of residential and non-
residential land uses within the city and the SOI based on General Plan land uses.  The city’s General Plan takes 
into consideration that new construction would occur annually until buildout.  Per the General Plan EIR, if the SOI 
areas are annexed, the city would require new development in these areas to implement the General Plan policies 
associated with air quality (Environmental Resources Element). Although small projects would not generate 
construction and operation emissions that would exceed SCAQMD thresholds there will be cases in which larger 
individual projects may exceed prescribed air quality thresholds.  Therefore, through the city’s environmental 
review process for such projects mitigation measures similar to the applicable air quality policies of the city’s 
General Plan would be implemented to minimize emissions.  Therefore, mitigation is recommended to make this 
potential impact less than significant. 
 
Mitigation 5.1: 
Future development within the annexation area shall comply with the provisions of Corona General Plan Policy 
10.20.8 during construction. Policy 10.20.8 states: 

Reduce particulate emission from paved and unpaved roads, parking lots, and road and building 
construction, as required by the Southern California Air Quality Management District. Methods include but 
are not limited to 

 Maintaining construction equipment engines in good condition and in proper tune per manufacturer’s 
specification for the duration of construction.  
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 Turning off construction-related equipment, including heavy-duty equipment, motor vehicles, and 
portable equipment, when not in use for more than five minutes. 

 Encourage contractors to utilize alternative fuel construction equipment (i.e., compressed natural 
gas, liquid petroleum gas, and unleaded gasoline) and low-emission diesel construction equipment 
to the extent that the equipment is readily available and cost effective. 

 Using the electricity infrastructure surrounding construction sites rather than electrical generators 
powered by internal combustion engines to the extent feasible. 

 Implement dust control measures consistent with South Coast Air Quality Management District Rule 
403—Fugitive Dust during the construction phases of new project development. 

 Applying water and/or approved nontoxic chemical soil stabilizers according to manufacturer’s 
specification to all inactive construction areas (previously graded areas that have been inactive for 
10 or more days). 

 Replacing ground cover in disturbed areas as quickly as possible. 

 Enclosing, covering, watering twice daily, or applying approved chemical soil binders to exposed 
piles with 5 percent or greater silt content. 

 Watering active grading sites at least twice daily. 

 Suspending all excavating and grading operations when wind speeds (as instantaneous gusts) 
exceed 25 miles per hour over a 30-minute period. 

 Covering or maintain at least two feet of freeboard (i.e., minimum vertical distance between top of 
the load and the top of the trailer), in accordance with Section 23114 of the California Vehicle Code, 
in all trucks hauling dirt, sand, soil, or other loose materials. 

 Sweeping streets adjacent to construction sites at the end of the day. 

 Installing wheel washers where vehicles enter and exit unpaved roads onto paved roads, or wash off 
trucks and any equipment leaving the site each trip. 

 Applying water three times daily or chemical soil stabilizers according to manufacturers’ 
specifications to all unpaved parking or staging areas or unpaved road surfaces. 

 Posting and enforcing traffic speed limits of 15 miles per hour or less on all unpaved roads. 

 
C. Net increase of any criteria pollutant. 

 

Development within the Temescal Valley SOI based on the General Plan land uses would have a significant impact 
on air quality if the emission for any criteria pollutant exceeds the threshold previously established by the SCAQMD 
in its CEQA Air Quality Handbook (1993).  The following CEQA significance thresholds for construction emissions 
have been established for the South Coast Air Basin area: 

• 75 pounds per day or 2.5 tons per quarter of reactive organic compounds (ROC). 
• 100 pounds per day or 2.5 tons per quarter of NOX. 
• 550 pounds per day or 24.75 tons per quarter of CO. 
• 150 pounds per day or 6.75 tons per quarter of PM10 
• 150 pounds per day or 6.75 tons per quarter of sulfur oxides (SOX). 
 55 pounds per day of PM 2.5.  

The following CEQA significance thresholds for daily operational emissions for criteria pollutants within the SCAB 
area are:  

• 55 pounds or 0.0275 tons per day of ROC. 
• 55 pounds or 0.0275 tons per day of NOX. 
• 550 pounds or 0.275 tons per day of CO. 
• 150 pounds or 0.075 tons per day of PM10. 
• 150 pounds or 0.075 tons per day of SOX. 
 55 pounds per day of PM 2.5. 
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The annexation involves the incorporation of the Temescal Valley SOI into the City of Corona and does not involve 
a specific development or an individual project.  As previously mentioned, the city’s General Plan update included 
the possible annexation of the city’s SOIs.  The city’s General Plan includes 22 policies (Environmental Resources 
Element – Air Quality) aimed at reducing air pollutant emissions from all sources within the city and SOI. 
Furthermore, the city also requires new development at the time of its proposal to prepare an air quality analysis to 
ensure compliance with the emission thresholds established by the SCAQMD.  Additionally, project grading plans 
are also required to comply with SCAQMD Rules 402 and 403 to control fugitive dust.  SCAQMD Rule 402 requires 
implementation of dust-suppression techniques to prevent fugitive dust from creating a nuisance off site. SCAQMD 
Rule 403 requires that fugitive dust be controlled with best available control measures so that the presence of such 
dust does not remain visible in the atmosphere beyond the property line of the emission source. In addition, 
SCAQMD Rule 403 requires implementation of dust suppression techniques to prevent fugitive dust from creating a 
nuisance off site. Implementation of these dust suppression techniques can reduce the fugitive dust generation 
(and thus the PM10 component). Rule 403 measures include:   
 

 All clearing, grading, earthmoving, or excavation activities shall cease when winds exceed 25 miles per 
hour per SCAQMD guidelines in order to limit fugitive dust emissions. 

 The contractor shall ensure that all disturbed unpaved roads and disturbed areas within the project are 
watered at least three times daily during dry weather. Watering, with complete coverage of disturbed areas, 
shall occur at least three times a day, preferably in the mid-morning, afternoon, and after work is done for 
the day. 

 The contractor shall ensure that traffic speeds on unpaved roads and project site areas are reduced to 15 
miles per hour or less to reduce fugitive dust haul road emissions. 

 
Therefore, a project’s future compliance with these rules would reduce impacts on nearby sensitive receptors. 
Since future projects within the Temescal Valley SOI will be evaluated independently at a project level and in some 
cases require analysis under CEQA to address future air quality impacts, the annexation itself is not expected to 
exceed any criteria pollutant.  As discussed under the Land Use and Planning Section of this initial study, the city is 
proposing General Plan land uses that are either consistent with the city’s General Plan for the Temescal Valley 
SOI or similar to land uses already allowed by the County’s General Plan.  As such, this is considered less than 
significant.  
 
D. Expose sensitive receptors to pollutants 
E. Create objectionable odors 
 
As discussed in the subsections above, the annexation does not involve a specific development or project.  
Additionally, the land uses proposed as part of GPA12-004 and CZ12-002 are similar in nature to the land uses 
already allowed by the County’s General Plan.  Future developments will be evaluated at a project level under 
CEQA to determine if any impacts related to a proposed development would expose sensitive receptors to 
pollutants or create objectionable odors.  However, city wide activities that involve short term grading and 
construction related odors are required to comply with SCAQMD Rules 402 and 403 in order not to cause injury, 
nuisance, or annoyance to the health, safety or comfort of the public.  Therefore, this is considered less than 
significant.     
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Discussion:  
 
A. Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the 

performance of the circulation system. 
 

Corona’s Circulation Element of the General Plan identified roadway classifications for all major arterial, secondary, 
and collector streets to accommodate future capacity based on the city’s buildout.  Included as part of the roadway 
classification was the Temescal Valley SOI which identifies Temescal Canyon Road beyond the city’s incorporated 
city limits and Knabe Road as secondary streets having four lanes. There is also a segment of Temescal Canyon 
Road that is shown to be a major arterial having four lanes underneath Interstate 15 where it crosses in an east 
and west direction (Corona’s Circulation Element, Figure 13).  The County’s Circulation Element of the General 
Plan also shows future streets and highway systems at build-out in addition to functional classifications.  The 
county’s functional classifications for its roadways are different from the City of Corona.  According to the County’s 
General Plan Circulation Element Temescal Canyon Road is identified as an arterial highway, Knabe Road/Trilogy 
Parkway are identified as major highways and Campbell Ranch Road is identified as a major highway.  Although 
the definitions of the roadway classifications may vary between the city and county, the amount of roadway 
devoted to travel way are similar.  The difference in the overall rights-of-way widths are due to the city and county 
having different parkway widths and center median widths.  The following table describes the roadway 
classifications for Temescal Canyon Road, Knabe Road/Trilogy Parkway and Campbell Ranch Road in both the 
city and county and the proposed classification of these streets as a result of the General Plan Amendment that is 
being considered for the annexation.  
 

Street Corona General Plan 
Existing Roadway 

Classification 

Right of 
Way Width 

Riverside County 
General Plan 

Existing 
Roadway 

Classification 

Right of 
Way Width 

Proposed 
Classification 

per GPA12-004 

Temescal Canyon 
Road 

Secondary Arterial: 
connect traffic from 
collector streets to 
streets of higher 
classification with 
limited access to 
abutting properties. 
Usually four lanes with a 
painted or raised center 
median. Carry some 
through traffic and may 
or may not provide on-
street parking or Class 
2 bike lanes. 
 
 

88’ 
(64’ curb to 

curb, section 
not shown 

with median) 
 

Travel way 
with 

shoulder: 64’ 

Arterial Highway: 
divided highway 
primarily for 
through traffic to 
which access from 
abutting properties 
shall be kept to a 
minimum.  
Intersections with 
other streets or 
highways shall be 
limited to 
approximately 
one-quarter mile 
intervals.  Four to 
six lanes. 

128’ 
(86’ curb to 
curb, 
includes an 
18’ curbed 
center 
median) 
 
Travel way 
with 
shoulder: 68’ 

Major Arterial 
(4 lanes): Carry 
through traffic 
and connect to 
the state 
highway system 
with restricted 
access to 
abutting 
properties. 
Designed to 
have the highest 
carrying 
capacity in the 
arterial system 
and limited 
driveways.  May 
have painted or 
raised medians. 
106’ ROW with 
82’ curb to curb 
(includes 14’ 
center median). 
 
Travel way with 
shoulder: 68’    
 
 

Knabe Road / 
Trilogy Parkway 

Secondary Arterial: 
same as above 

Same as 
above 

Major Highway: 
intended to serve 
property zoned for 
major industrial 
and commercial 
uses, or to serve 
through traffic. 
Intersections with 
other streets or 
highways may be 

118’ (76’ 
curb to curb 
with painted 
center 
median) 
 
Travel way 
with 
shoulder: 64’ 

No change to 
Figure 13 of the 
city’s General 
Plan Circulation 
Element. Will be 
kept at the city’s 
secondary 
arterial 
classification. 
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limited to 
approximately 660 
foot intervals. Four 
lanes. 

Campbell Ranch 
Road 

Not shown on Figure 13 
of the city’s General 
Plan Circulation 
Element. 

N/A Major Highway: 
same as above. 

Same as 
above 

Secondary 
Arterial: see 
above for city 
definition under 
Corona General 
Plan.   

        
Temescal Canyon Road traverses the City of Corona north of Weirick Road to Cajalco Road.  The city’s General 
Plan identifies this section of Temescal Canyon Road as a major arterial street having four lanes.  The overall right-
of- way for the major arterial street is 18 feet wider than the right-of-way identified for the city’s secondary arterial 
street with the actual travel way for vehicles being only 4 feet wider.  The city’s major arterial street section shows a 
center median where no median is shown on the secondary arterial street section.  In comparison to the county’s 
arterial highway classification for Temescal Canyon Road, the city’s major arterial street definition would be similar 
to the county’s current classification for Temescal Canyon Road and consistent with the portion of Temescal 
Canyon Road that is located within the city.  According the county’s General Plan EIR (Section 4.16.2), the 
county’s Circulation Element presents a comprehensive roadway system for Riverside County, aimed at ensuring 
adequate roadway rights-of-way within its unincorporated territory. The LOS thresholds and analyses used in the 
EIR address segment-level operations, and are used to determine whether operational deficiencies will exist on the 
roadway system at build out. Analysis of intersection levels of service requires detailed understanding of the 
dynamics of individual movements through each intersection, as well as information on intersection geometrics, 
which is not practical for the systemwide planning and environmental analysis undertaken for a General Plan. 
Thus, the EIR for the Riverside County General Plan analyzed the overall adequacy of the proposed roadway and 
highway system contained in the Circulation Element. The proposed General Plan policies require individual 
development projects to analyze LOS at the individual intersection level to ensure that development projects do not 
create bottlenecks at the intersections of the roadway system whose roadway widths and rights-of-way were 
previously examined as part of the General Plan and its environmental analysis.  
 
Based on the analysis that was done by Riverside County during their General Plan update, the city’s Roadway 
Functional Classification System Map of the General Plan Circulation Element (Corona General Plan Figure 13) is 
being amended as part of GPA12-004 to show Temescal Canyon Road in the Temescal Valley SOI as a major 
arterial.  The city’s major arterial classification is similar to the county’s arterial highway classification in terms of the 
overall right-of-way width. The amended roadway classification for this portion of Temescal Canyon Road would be 
consistent with the county’s premise to ensure sufficient right-of-way exists to accommodate future growth and 
buildout, and it will also be consistent with the roadway classification for the segment of Temescal Canyon Road 
that is already located in the city.  
 
Campbell Ranch Road was not shown on Figure 13 of the city’s Circulation Element.  Since this road is classified 
higher than a collector street, it’s being added as part of GPA12-004.  Although this street was classified as a major 
highway on Figure 7 of the Riverside County Integrated Project (RCIP) – Temescal Canyon Area Plan, it was built 
according to the street section adopted in the Sycamore Creek Specific Plan.  The Sycamore Creek Specific Plan 
shows Campbell Ranch Road as a major frontage and was designed per the requirements of the county’s 
Transportation Department, except for the area adjacent to the commercial center.  Campbell Ranch Road is 
already constructed and it’s not being changed as part of the city’s annexation proposal.  Like the county, the city is 
simply identifying this road in its Circulation Element because its classification is higher than a collector road.  The 
city’s closest roadway classification to Campbell Ranch Road based on its built design is a secondary arterial.  
However, the specific plan will be the governing document for the Campbell Ranch Road street section. As 
discussed in the Land Use and Planning section of this initial study, the city will also be adopting the specific plans 
already adopted by the county for Temescal Valley.   
 
The City of Corona is also a member agency of Western Riverside County’s Transportation Uniform Mitigation Fee 
(TUMF) program.  TUMF was established as a mechanism to fund needed improvements to the county’s regional 
transportation system in western Riverside County in order to maintain acceptable operating capacities on public 
thoroughfares.  Impacts to regional circulation systems are generally a result of future residential, commercial and 
industrial developments.  Therefore, in accordance with Corona Municipal Code Chapter 16.21 new development 
within the city is required to pay TUMF according to the fee adopted by WRCOG.  TUMF is intended to mitigate the 
growing traffic impacts on the regional transportation system by improving the circulation in areas that are 
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experiencing unacceptable levels of service. 
 
The city also requires developers of major new developments to prepare a traffic impact analysis.  The traffic 
impact analysis identifies measures to mitigate traffic impacts from new development, including cumulative 
impacts.  Developers are also required to pay a project’s fair share toward future transportation improvements.  
This requirement is further substantiated by General Plan Policy 6.1.11 (Corona General Plan Circulation Element). 
TUMF will continue to be applied to the Temescal Valley SOI if annexed into the city.           
 
Therefore, the annexation proposal will not conflict with an applicable plan and this is considered to have a less 
than significant impact. 
 
B. Conflict with an applicable congestion management plan. 

 
The Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC) is the county’s Congestion Management Agency (CMA) 
that is responsible for preparing and adopting the county’s Congestion Management Plan (CMP).  The Riverside 
County CMP is updated every two years in accordance with Proposition 111.  The CMP was established in the 
State of California to more directly link land use, transportation, and air quality and to prompt reasonable growth 
management programs that would more effectively utilize new and existing transportation funds, alleviate 
congestion and related impacts, and improve air quality.  Essentially, RCTC, as the designated CMA, in 
consultation with the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), cities and the County, develop a 
uniform database on traffic impacts for use in a countywide transportation model. Further, RCTC, in consultation 
with SCAG, must approve transportation computer models that will be used by local jurisdictions and the county to 
determine the quantitative impacts of development on the circulation system. Local transportation models shall be 
consistent with the databases used by SCAG.    
 
Corona’s traffic modeling follows SCAG’s model consistency guidelines. SCAG’s model consistency guidelines are 
intended to assist public agencies and traffic engineering professionals with the development of local models that 
are consistent with the SCAG regional transportation model. The objective of these guidelines is to comply with 
CMP consistency requirements, improve communications between affected agencies to simplify the exchange of 
data, and improve databases and modeling results at both the local and regional level.  Therefore, the annexation 
proposal will not conflict with the county’s CMP and this is not considered to have an impact.  
 
C. Change in air traffic patterns. 
 
The closest airport to the Temescal Valley SOI is the Corona Municipal Airport located within the City of Corona.  
The airport is located in the city’s northwest segment on Butterfield Drive.  The Riverside County Airport Land Use 
Commission has adopted an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for the Corona Airport.  The Corona Airport Land 
Use Compatibility Plan contains policies to maintain flight paths and minimize impacts to residents and employees 
of the area.  Land uses within the Airport Influence Area at Corona Municipal Airport are required to be compatible 
with standards that are based on noise, safety and height.  The airport land use compatibility zones for the Corona 
Airport extend 5,000 feet to the north and south of the airport runway and 9,000 feet to the east and west of the 
runway.  The Temescal Valley SOI is not located within or near the airport land use compatibility zones.  Therefore, 
the properties within the Temescal Valley SOI do not conflict with Corona’s Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan 
and will not alter air traffic patterns in the area. As such, the annexation of this area into the city will not change air 
traffic patterns and is not considered to have an impact.  
 
D. Traffic hazards from design features.    

 
The annexation proposal does not create traffic hazards.  The annexation does not involve a specific development 
therefore, the proposal does not introduce any new design features related to circulation.  If the Temescal Valley 
SOI is annexed into the City of Corona future development in this area will require project specific analysis to 
ensure safe circulation. Therefore, this would not be an impact.  
 
E. Emergency Access.  

 
The annexation of the Temescal Valley SOI into the City of Corona will not alter existing emergency access or 
ignore future plans for emergency access.  The city has its own municipal police and fire departments that 
participate in the city’s development process when it comes to residential, commercial and industrial projects.  The 
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city’s police and fire departments ensure safe access is provided to all new development in accordance with city 
standards and adopted ordinances. Furthermore, Corona General Plan Policy 6.1.12 states that all residential, 
commercial and industrial areas be provided with efficient and safe access for emergency vehicles. This current 
practice by the city and the city’s police and fire departments participation in the development process would not 
change if the Temescal Valley SOI were annexed into the City of Corona.   Therefore, this is not considered an 
impact. 
 
F. Conflict with alternative transportation policies (adopted policies, plans or programs for public 

transit, bicycle or pedestrian facilities).     
 

The city’s annexation of the Temescal Valley SOI would not conflict with any alternative transportation policies.  
The City of Corona is part of Riverside County’s overall transportation network.  Alternative modes of regional 
transportation within the city include public transportation provided by the Riverside Transit Agency (RTA) and 
Metrolink.  RTA provides fixed route bus service within the city and to neighboring areas outside of the city’s 
incorporated city limits.  The City of Corona currently has three RTA routes within its jurisdiction that primarily allow 
east and west travel with one route providing north travel into the City of Norco.  The city also has two Metrolink 
stations that provide commuter rail service to area residents.  The Metrolink station located on Blaine Street (North 
Main Station) is located in the city’s center with the station located on Auto Center Drive (West Corona Station) 
located in the city’s west end. 
 
The city also has its own local public transportation system that includes the Corona Cruiser and Dial-a-Ride.  The 
Corona Cruiser is a fixed route system and the city currently operates two Corona Cruiser routes.  Corona Dial-a-
Ride is a general public demand responsive service that provides curb-to-curb transportation in the City of Corona. 
 All residents in the Dial-a-Ride service area are eligible for Dial-a-Ride service. 
 
Commuter rail service is available to the residents of Temescal Valley from the city’s two Metrolink stations.  
However, public transportation in the form of fixed routes provided by RTA and Dial-a-Ride is not available in the 
Temescal Valley SOI.  The city’s closest Corona Cruiser Route to the Temescal Valley SOI is on Temescal Canyon 
Road at the Crossings Shopping Center, which is located north of Cajalco Road.  The County’s General Plan 
Circulation Element does not show any planned public transportation routes for the Temescal Valley.  The city 
however would extend its Dial-a-Ride service to the Temescal Valley if it were annexed into the City of Corona and 
further examine the possibility of extending the Corona Cruiser route that currently ends at the Crossings Shopping 
Center into the annexation area. 
 
The County’s General Plan Circulation Element does identify bikeways and trails.  Specifically, the Temescal 
Canyon Area Plan of the County’s General Plan shows Temescal Canyon Road as a historic trail, and the 
alignment of the Temescal Wash as a Class I Bike Path/Regional Trail.  According to the County’s Circulation 
Element, historic trails are defined as designated historic routes that recognize the rich history of Riverside. The 
Historic Trails designated on the on the bikeways and Trails Plan, (Figure C-7 of the County’s Circulation Element) 
include: The Juan Bautista de Anza National Historic Trail, the Southern Immigrant Trail, the Pacific Crest Trail and 
the Bradshaw Trail. The Historic Trails routes designations are graphical representations of the general location of 
these historic routes and do not necessarily represent a planned Regional or Community Trail. In some cases, the 
trails have more detailed planning documents which describe interpretive routes for autos and/or non-motorized 
modes of Transportation. There are generally Regional or Community Trail designations that either follow or 
parallel these routes, thus providing opportunities to recognize the historic significance of these routes and 
affording the prospect of developing interpretive centers and signage. 
 
Temescal Canyon Road is identified as the Southern Immigrant Trail and since the City of Corona is part of the 
County’s Temescal Canyon Area Plan it shows this trail extending into the city and traversing the city in a 
northwest and west direction until it exits the city at the northwest end near Green River Road.  The city however 
does not identify this trail within its General Plan.  However, the annexation of the Temescal Valley SOI into the 
City of Corona would not affect the historic significance of this route as Temescal Canyon Road is an existing road 
and is identified on the County’s General Plan as a secondary arterial road.  As discussed above in subsection A, 
the City of Corona would identify this road on its General Plan as a major arterial.  In comparison to the county’s 
arterial highway classification for Temescal Canyon Road, the city’s major arterial street definition would be similar 
to the county’s current classification for Temescal Canyon Road and consistent with the portion of the road that is 
located within the city. The substandard street sections on Temescal Canyon Road will eventually be widened 
according to the right-of-way identified by the city’s General Plan as development occurs adjacent to this road.  
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Since the city’s major arterial street is considered a street that can accommodate Class 2 bike lanes, the city would 
evaluate the potential of adding a Class 2 bike lane on Temescal Canyon Road within the annexation during its 
review and update of its bikeways network.  Currently, the portion of Temescal Canyon that is located in the city is 
striped with a Class 2 bike lane.  However, this does not exist within the unincorporated area of Temescal Valley.   

The Class 1 Bike Path/Regional Trail shown in the general alignment of the Temescal Wash is defined in the 
County’s General Plan Circulation Element as a regional connector to link all of the major bodies of water in 
Western Riverside County and to provide the opportunity for long-distance users to take advantage of this system 
for long one-way or loop type trips. This system may also take advantage of existing or planned Class I Bike Paths, 
Regional Trails, and/or Community Trails for several combinations of easements, connections, or links. Bicycles 
are also allowed on regional and community trails, which allow all types of non-motorized use. However, Class I 
bike paths and Class II bike lanes are designed for bicycle use only. As with non-motorized trails, a connected 
system of bikeways is needed to encourage this alternative transportation method among County residents.  

This trail is a planned trail in Riverside County that would extend beyond the Temescal Valley SOI and city limits if 
it were annexed.  It is likely that a regional trail of this nature would require a future master plan showing the exact 
alignment of the trail and its ultimate design.  Similar to the Santa Ana River Trail Master Plan, the city would 
partner with the County of Riverside on the design of a master plan.  Corona’s General Plan does not identify local 
or regional trails, but it does have General Plan goals and policies for parks and recreation facilities.   

Goal 8.1 (Corona General Plan Parks and Recreation Element): Establish a hierarchy of open space, including 
active and passive parks and an interconnected system of public trails in order to serve the diverse recreation 
needs of residents and visitors. 

Policy 8.1.2:  Establish the following classifications of trails within Corona: 

 Urban Trails are multi-purpose, hard-surface, pedestrian and cycling routes that physically connect 
residential areas, parks, schools, commercial nodes, and employment centers. 

 Historic Trails are intended as scenic walkways that traverse older developed residential 
neighborhoods and downtown areas to promote public and visitor appreciation of the City’s heritage. 

 Rural Trails are multi-purpose pedestrian/ cycling and equestrian routes. Trail surfaces are typically 
unpaved. These trails link various areas of a community and sometimes provide connections with 
nearby communities. Typical trail alignments are along washes and railroad rights-of-ways. 

 Bicycle Trails are located adjacent to, or on the outer edge of roadways. They are often integrated 
with Urban and Rural Trails. They can also serve as important cycling commuter routes to areas of 
employment, shopping, schools, and parks. 

Included as part of GPA12-004 the city is adding General Plan Policy 8.1.3 to Corona’s Park and Recreation 
Element to identify the implementation of future multi-jurisdictional regional trails that are planned or identified by 
the Riverside County Regional Park and Open Space District.  The following is the proposed policy being added to 
Corona’s General Plan. 

Policy 8.1.3: Continue to coordinate and partner with the Riverside County Regional Park and Open Space District 
on the planning and establishment of multi-jurisdictional regional trails (example: Santa Ana River Trail and 
Temescal Wash regional trail).    

Corona’s General Plan recognizes the use of trails, and the trail classifications identified by the city are able to 
accommodate alternative modes of transportation that include bicycle, pedestrian and equestrian.  Furthermore, 
with the addition of Policy 8.1.3 the city further recognizes the importance of regional trails as they would provide 
connections to nearby communities that are located outside of the city’s boundary.  

In addition to regional trails the county’s General Plan also identifies community trails.  Within the Temescal Valley 
SOI there is an existing community trail that has access from Campbell Ranch Road and is included as part of the 
Sycamore Creek Specific Plan.  The specific plan identifies this trail as a secondary trail.  Since the city is adopting 
the Sycamore Creek Specific Plan as part of the annexation, the trail will be maintained as part of the overall 
master plan for the community.  Therefore, the city’s annexation will not conflict with this existing plan.  

As discussed above, the city’s annexation of the Temescal Valley SOI will not conflict with alternative transportation 
policies; therefore, this impact is less than significant.  

          



Environmental: Temescal Valley Annexation 

25                                    
                   

 
7. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: 
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f. Conflicts with any habitat conservation plan   
 

   

 
Discussion:  
 
A. Endangered or threatened species/habitat 

 
The City of Corona is a member agency of Riverside County’s Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan 
(MSHCP).  Corona Municipal Code Chapter 16.33 is also the city’s ordinance relating to its participation in the 
MSHCP for Western Riverside County.  The MSHCP is a multi-jurisdictional habitat conservation plan focusing on 
conservation of species and their associated habitats in Western Riverside County.  The MSHCP will allow 
Riverside County and the incorporated cities to better control land use decisions and maintain a strong economic 
climate in the region while addressing the requirements of the state and federal Endangered Species Acts.  The 
MSHCP is broken down into 16 Area Plans to address specific species and habitats based on the region.  The City 
of Corona and Temescal Valley SOI are located in the Temescal Canyon Area Plan of the MSHCP. 

 
According to the MSHCP, the following sensitive, threatened and endangered species may be found within the 
Temescal Canyon Area Plan: Bell’s sage sparrow, California gnatcatcher, bobcat, loggerhead shrike, Cooper’s 
hawk, southwestern willow flycatcher, least Bell’s vireo, Munz’s onion, many stemmed dudleya, Palmer’s 
grapplinghook, small-flowered morning glory, long-spined spine flower, small-flowered microseris, peninsular spine 
flower, smooth tarplant and Coulter’s matilija poppy. 
  
The Temescal Valley SOI is shown to have criteria cells within the area of the Temescal Wash in an effort to 
provide a contiguous connection of habitat connecting to the Lake Mathews/Estelle Mountain Reserve.  The core 
focus in this area is to: 
 

 Conserve existing wetlands in the Temescal Wash with a focus on conservation of existing riparian, 
woodland, coastal sage scrub, alluvial fan scrub and open water habitats. 

 Conserve upland habitat adjacent to the Temescal Wash to augment existing upland conservation 
in the Lake Mathews/Estelle Mountain Reserve areas and provide for contiguous connection of 
upland habitat blocks from the existing reserve to Temescal Wash.  Conservation should focus on 
blocks of existing upland habitat east of Temescal Wash connecting to the Lake Mathews/Estelle 
Reserve. 

 Conserve habitat for the least Bell’s vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher along Temescal 
Wash. 

 Conserve clay soils supporting sensitive plant species known to occur in the Temescal Area Plan 
including Munz’s onion, Palmer’s grapplinghook, smallflowered morning glory, long-spined spine 
flower, small-flowered microseris, and many-stemmed dudleya. 

 Conserve floodplain areas supporting sensitive plant species known to occur in the Temescal Area 
Plan including peninsular spine flower, smooth tarplant and Coulter’s matilija poppy. 

 Provide for and maintain a continuous linkage along Temescal Wash from the southern boundary of 
the Temescal Area Plan to the Santa Ana River.  It is recognized that the connection from the 
northern boundary of the criteria area along Temescal Wash to the Santa Ana River generally 
consists of a concrete channel. This channel will remain in its existing condition with implementation 
of the MSHCP.  

 Maintain core and linkage habitat for bobcat. 
 Maintain linkage area for mountain lion. 
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 Maintain linkage area for Stephens’ kangaroo rat along Temescal Wash.  
 
In addition to the biological considerations mentioned above, the MSHCP also identifies public/quasi-public 
conserved lands which are intended to be conservation area for the MSHCP.  Per the MSHCP Temescal Canyon 
Area Plan there are several lands located within the Temescal Valley SOI that are designated public/quasi-public 
conserved lands.  These lands are also shown on the County’s General Plan as Conservation Habitat.  
Conservation Habitat as defined by the County’s General Plan is public and private lands conserved and managed 
in accordance with adopted Multi-Species Habitat and other Conservation Plans. As part of GPA12-004, the city 
will be designating those same areas as Open Space General (OSG).  Open Space General in the city’s General 
Plan is defined as lands permanently committed or protected for open space purposes due to their value as habitat, 
topography, scenic quality, public safety (e.g. flood control channels), or comparable purpose.   
 
Because the city is an active participant in the MSHCP, annexation of the Temescal Valley SOI into the City of 
Corona would still require future development within this area of the plan to demonstrate its consistency with the 
MSHCP.  Developers are required to submit a MSHCP consistency analysis to the city along with the appropriate 
biological surveys for endangered and threatened species.  This information is then compiled by the city and 
submitted to the Riverside County Regional Conservation Authority (RCA) as a Joint Project Review (JPR) 
application between the city and RCA.  The purpose of the JPR process is to demonstrate project consistency with 
the MSHCP.  The annexation and General Plan land uses being established by the city for the Temescal Valley 
SOI would not result in the taking of endangered species identified by federal and state wildlife agencies and would 
not conflict with the purpose of the MSHCP.   Therefore, this would be a less than significant impact.  
 
B. Riparian habitat or sensitive natural community.  

 
The Temescal Wash traverses the Temescal Valley SOI in a northwest/southeast direction located on the east side 
of Interstate 15.  The wash is dry most of the year, but serves as an outlet for Lake Elsinore and eventually drains 
into the Santa Ana River.  The wash area encompasses mature riparian habitat that provides potential habitat for 
sensitive species.  As discussed in the above section, the wash is a critical component of the Riverside County 
MSHCP as it provides perpendicular linkage for animals between the mountain and hill habitats on either side.  
 
The County’s General Plan shows portions of the Temescal Wash to be designated Water, Conservation and Light 
Industrial.  Land uses adjacent to the wash include Light Industrial, Mineral Resources (allows surface mining), 
Rural Residential and Medium Density Residential.  As part of the city’s General Plan Amendment and pre-zoning 
for the annexation, the city will be designating the general area of the wash as Open Space General on the 
General Plan and giving it a zone of Agriculture with an Open Space overlay.  The area of the wash within the 
Serrano Specific Plan and Toscana Specific Plan will be designated Open Space/Water and Open Space, 
respectively.  Furthermore, future development within this general area that may permanently impact riparian 
habitat protected by federal and state wildlife agencies is required to mitigate such loss by replacing habitat at a 
ratio that is equal to or greater than what existed.  This is generally negotiated through the permitting process with 
the federal (Federal Clean Water Act – Section 404 permitting process) and state (California Fish and Game Code 
– Section 1600) agencies.  Additionally, the implementation of the MSHCP is designed to minimize the loss of such 
habitat as a result of development.   
 
Because the city is an active participant in the MSHCP, annexation of the Temescal Valley SOI into the City of 
Corona would still require future development within this area of the plan to demonstrate its consistency with the 
MSHCP.  Developers are required to submit a MSHCP consistency analysis to the city along with the appropriate 
biological surveys for endangered and threatened species. The MSHCP also requires the preparation of a 
Determination of Biologically Equivalent or Superior Preservation (DBESP) if avoidance of riparian habitat is not 
feasible. The DBESP analysis is submitted to the Wildlife Agencies for their review and will be used by the 
agencies as part of their permitting process under the Clean Water Act and California Fish and Game Code.  The 
annexation and General Plan land uses being established by the city for the Temescal Valley SOI would not result 
in the elimination  of riparian habitat identified by federal and state wildlife agencies and would not conflict with the 
purpose of the MSHCP.  Therefore, this is considered a less than significant impact.  
  
C. Adversely affects federally protected wetlands. 

 
The annexation itself does not involve a specific project-level development.  The annexation proposal is much 
broader and involves the annexation of the city’s southern sphere of influence known as the Temescal Valley SOI.  
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As discussed in the subsections above, future development that would occur after the annexation of the Temescal 
Valley SOI into the City of Corona would continue to be subject to the requirements of the Riverside County 
MSHCP.  Additionally, as projects are evaluated under the CEQA process, site specific analysis will be required to 
determine if any future projects would adversely affect federally protected wetlands.      
 
Corona’s Environmental Resources Element of the General Plan recognizes the importance of biological resources 
not only within the city, but within the city’s spheres of influence.  In reference to wetlands, General Plan Goal 10.9 
is to protect natural and biological resources within riparian corridors and wetlands. This is followed by General 
Plan Policy 10.9.1 which is to: 

Review proposed developments in riparian and wetland habitats to evaluate their conformance with the 
following policies and standards: 

 Full consideration of the nature of existing biological resources present and all reasonable measures 
that shall be taken to avoid significant impacts, including retention of sufficient natural open space and 
undeveloped buffer zones. 

 Development shall be designed and sited to preserve watercourses, riparian habitat, vernal pools, and 
wetlands in their natural condition, unless these actions result in an infeasible project. 

 Where riparian corridors are retained, they shall be protected by an adequate buffer with a minimum 100 
foot protection zone from the edge of the tree, shrub, or herb canopy. 

 Development shall incorporate habitat linkages (wildlife corridors) to adjacent open spaces, where 
appropriate. 

 Development shall incorporate fences, walls, vegetative cover, or other measures to adequately buffer 
habitat areas, linkages, or corridors from the built environment. 

 Roads and utilities shall be located and designed such that conflicts with biological resources, habitat 
areas, linkages, or corridors are avoided. 

 Development shall utilize appropriate open space or conservation easements in order to protect 
sensitive species or their habitats. 

 Development shall mitigate unavoidable adverse impacts to waters of the United States, wetlands, and 
riparian habitat by replacement on an in-kind basis (i.e., riparian habitat is to be replaced by riparian 
habitat of the same type). Replacement shall be based on a ratio determined by the California State Fish 
and Game Department and/or the Army Corps of Engineers in order to account for the potentially 
diminished habitat value of replacement habitat. Such replacement shall occur on the original 
development site, whenever possible. Alternatively, replacement can be effected, subject to State and 
Federal regulatory approval, by creation or restoration of replacement habitats elsewhere, preferably 
within Corona’s Planning Area. Replacement habitats are to be protected in perpetuity through 
acquisition, an appropriate conservation easement, or dedication. 

 
Since a General Plan policy is already put in place by the city on the evaluation of wetlands this is considered to be 
a less than significant impact. 
 
D. Interferes with wildlife corridors or migratory species 
E. Conflicts with local biological resource policies or ordinances 
F. Conflicts with any habitat conservation plan. 

 
See discussion above in subsections A and B.  
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The annexation of the Temescal Valley SOI into the City of Corona would not result in a loss of mineral resources. 
The County’s General Plan currently identifies several properties within the Temescal Valley SOI as mineral 
resources.  The county’s mineral resources designation is for mineral extraction and processing facilities.  
Properties designated for mineral resources are generally located in the northern portion of the Temescal Valley 
SOI on the east side of Interstate 15.  Additional mineral resources are also shown in the southern portion of the 
SOI located southwest of Interstate 15 and include existing mining operations.   
 
As part of the city’s General Plan Amendment and pre-zoning for the annexation, these same areas are also being 
designated for mineral resources in the City of Corona.  The city allows mining on properties that have been zoned 
with a Mineral Resources Overlay.  The aforesaid properties located in the northern portion of the SOI will have a 
zoning of either A(MR) (Agriculture/Mineral Resources Overlay) or M-2(MR) (General Manufacturing/Mineral 
Resources Overlay).  The mineral resources properties located in the southern portion of the SOI will have a zone 
of M-2 (MR).  Existing mining operators in the county that have a valid surface mining permit will have a vested 
right to continue to operate if the area is annexed into the City of Corona. Properties that are not currently being 
mined, but are designated with a MR overlay zone are eligible to apply for a surface mining permit in the City of 
Corona. Therefore, no impact to mineral resources will occur.     
 
 
9. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: 
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Discussion: 
 
A. Transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials. 

 
The General Plan Amendment and pre-zoning applications associated with the city’s annexation request would not 
introduce land uses that are not currently allowed by Riverside County’s General Plan for the Temescal Valley SOI. 
Annexation of the Temescal Valley SOI into the City of Corona would still allow residential, commercial and 
industrial land uses, all of which would allow some form of hazardous materials (cleaning products, gasoline, oil, 
etc.). However, commercial and industrial operations normally use the largest quantity of hazardous materials.   
Although the annexation does not involve a specific project-level development, the City’s General Plan Update and 
the County’s General Plan Update took into consideration that the development of future commercial and industrial 
land uses would result in an increase in the quantity of hazardous materials that would be utilized, transported or 
stored both within the city and the county in general.  
 
All new development, including existing development, that handle or use hazardous materials are required to 
comply with the regulations, standards, and guidelines established by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), 
state and county departments involved in environmental health and the City of Corona related to storage, use and 
disposal of hazardous materials.  All businesses that handle or have on-site transportation of hazardous materials 
in the city are required to comply with the provisions of the city’s Hazardous Materials Ordinance (Corona Municipal 
Code Chapter 8.40). The purpose of this ordinance is to comply with federal and state laws relating to the 
establishment and implementation requirements for the filing of business plans and hazardous materials 
inventories.  Oversight by the appropriate government agencies and compliance by new development regarding 
the handling and storage of hazardous materials will minimize the risk of the public’s potential exposure to these 
substances.  Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.  
 
B. Risk of accidental release of hazardous materials. 
 



Environmental: Temescal Valley Annexation 

29                                    
                   

Interstate 15 traverses the Temescal Valley SOI and routinely carries commercial haulers that transport hazardous 
materials.  Although the General Plan Amendment and pre-zoning applications associated with the city’s 
annexation request would not introduce land uses that are not currently allowed by Riverside County’s General 
Plan for the Temescal Valley SOI, the potential exists for the accidental release of hazardous materials into the 
environment during transportation due to the future development of commercial and industrial land uses within the 
annexation area. The city has an adopted Emergency Operations Plan (EOP) that describes in general terms the 
planned response of the city to emergencies associated with natural and man-made disasters and technological 
incidents.  The city’s EOP provides a standard operating procedure for the city in handling said disasters.  
However, the transportation of hazardous materials is required to adhere to the regulations of the California 
Department of Transportation (DOT), which are enforced by both the DOT and California Highway Patrol.   This 
enforcement is the same for both the unincorporated areas of Riverside County and cities. Compliance with the 
California DOT regulations related to the transport of hazardous substances would reduce the impacts associated 
with the increased risk of accidental conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment to 
a less than significant level.      
 
C. Hazardous materials/emissions within ¼ mile of existing or proposed school. 

 
There are currently two school sites located in the Temescal Valley SOI.  Temescal Valley Elementary School is 
located on Claystone Avenue and Todd Elementary School is located on Mayhew Canyon Road.  Both schools are 
located in residential communities and are surrounded by residential and/or recreational facilities.  Of the two 
schools Todd Elementary is located the closest to existing mining operations.  However, this is an existing 
condition and the school was built after the mining operations were already established.  Therefore, this annexation 
along with GPA12-004 and CZ12-002 would not locate new land uses within ¼ mile of existing or proposed school 
sites and would not increase the schools exposure to hazardous materials based on current land uses.  This 
impact would be less than significant.  
 
D. Located on a hazardous materials site. 
 
The annexation itself does not involve a specific project-level development.  The annexation proposal is much 
broader and involves the annexation of the city’s southern sphere of influence known as the Temescal Valley SOI. 
However, it is worth noting that there are no active hazardous waste and substance sites in the Temescal Valley 
SOI (California Environmental Protection Agency Cortese List, February 2012).  Therefore, this would not be an 
impact.   
 
E. Conflict with airport land use plan. 
 
The closest airport to the Temescal Valley SOI is the Corona Municipal Airport located within the City of Corona.  
The airport is located in the city’s northwest segment on Butterfield Drive.  The Riverside County Airport Land Use 
Commission has adopted an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for the Corona Airport.  The Corona Airport Land 
Use Compatibility Plan contains policies to maintain flight paths and minimize impacts to residents and employees 
of the area.  Land uses within the Airport Influence Area at Corona Municipal Airport are required to be compatible 
with standards that are based on noise, safety and height.  The airport land use compatibility zones for the Corona 
Airport extend 5,000 feet to the north and south of the airport runway and 9,000 feet to the east and west of the 
runway.  Therefore, the land uses of the properties within the Temescal Valley SOI do not conflict with Corona’s 
Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan as the SOI is not located within or near this zone.  This would have no impact. 
 
F. Impair emergency response plans.  
 
Future development is expected to occur in the Temescal Valley SOI based on the land uses that are currently 
allowed by the County’s General Plan and the General Plan land uses being proposed by the city.  With additional 
growth, population increases and traffic conditions become more congested.  The city’s General Plan includes a 
Public Health and Safety Element and it presents goals and policies pertaining to emergency/disaster 
preparedness within the city.  If the Temescal Valley SOI were to be annexed into the City of Corona these same 
goals and policies would also be applicable to that area as it would be within Corona’s incorporated city limit.  The 
city has an adopted Emergency Operations Plan (November 2005) and the following General Plan Goal and 
Policies indicate how that plan will be implemented and maintained by the city.  
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Goal 11.10: Provide effective emergency response to disasters that limits the loss of life and curtails property 
damage and social dislocation, enhances emergency preparedness through community education 
and self-help programs, and minimizes to the greatest extent feasible, serious damage and injuries. 

 
Policy 11.10.1: Ensure that emergency/disaster preparedness is the mutual responsibility of City agencies, 

Riverside County, the Federal Emergency Management Agency, local residents and the business 
community.  

 
Policy 11.10.2: Continue to update and clarify the responsibilities of various local governmental departments in the 

case of an emergency or disaster.  
 
Policy 11.10.3: Periodically evaluate and update the procedures of the City’s Emergency Operations Plan and 

department “Standard Operating Procedures.”  
 
Policy 11.10.4: Ensure that the Emergency Operations Plan and Standard Operating Procedures provide for 

efficient and orderly notification and evacuation on a citywide basis.  
 
Policy 11.10.5: Identify streets and intersections that are prone to traffic congestion, thereby impeding emergency 

response times, and implement mitigation measures at the earliest time possible.  

 

Policy 11.10.6: Sponsor and support public education programs pertaining to emergency/disaster preparedness 
and response protocols and procedures. Distribute information about emergency planning to 
community groups, schools, religious institutions, and business associations. Conduct emergency 
drills throughout the City of Corona to test the effectiveness of the Emergency Operations Plan.  

     
Based on the General Plan policies that are already put in place by the city as it relates to emergency response, 
this impact would be less than significant.   

 
G. Increased risk of wildland fires.  

 
The Temescal Valley SOI is inhabited and includes residential and non-residential development.  The Temescal 
Valley SOI contains existing residential development and golf courses near the westerly perimeter of the SOI 
boundary.  The properties to the southwest contain existing mining operators and some rural residential properties 
and habitat conservation areas near the southern boundary.  The existing developments within these areas are 
near properties that are considered to have a high risk of wildland fires, as this area is comprised mostly of native 
vegetation within the mountains and hillsides. 
 
The areas outside of the northeast and east perimeters of the Temescal Valley SOI are also considered to be 
areas that are susceptible to wildland fires.  Properties in this general area include existing surface mining, rural 
residential and vacant land that is entitled for future residential by the Toscana Specific Plan.   
 
The annexation does not introduce new land uses to the Temescal Valley SOI as the county’s General Plan 
already established residential, non-residential and open space land uses for the area.  As part of the city’s 
annexation proposal, the city is required to establish land uses that would be allowed in the Temescal Valley SOI 
through its pre-zoning application.  The General Plan and zoning proposed by the City of Corona for the Temescal 
Valley SOI are intended to carry over land uses of similar nature from the county.  Because of the existing condition 
of the Temescal Valley SOI, the annexation and the land uses being proposed by GPA12-004 and CZ12-002 would 
not result in an increased risk of wildland fires from what is presently allowed and currently exists.  Therefore, this 
is considered to be a less than significant impact.  
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c. Permanent increase in ambient noise levels  

 
   

 
d. Temporary increase in ambient noise levels  

 
   

 
e. Conflict with Airport Land Use Plan noise contours  

 
   

 
Discussion: 
 
A. Exceed noise level standards 
 
The dominant noise source in the Temescal Valley SOI is roadway noise from the freeway and arterial streets. 
Interstate 15 traverses the Temescal Valley SOI in a north and south direction in addition to Temescal Canyon 
Road.  The annexation proposal includes the existing roadway network and does not involve the planning of any 
master planned streets.  In addition to roadway noise, other noise sources in the Temescal Valley include 
stationary noise.  Stationary noise includes common building or home mechanical equipment, such as air 
conditioners or ventilation systems.    The annexation will bring in land uses that are currently entitled for the 
Temescal Valley SOI as the pre-zoning application and General Plan Amendment include land uses that are similar 
to that already allowed by the County’s General Plan.  Therefore, the annexation proposal will not exceed noise 
level standards and this is considered to be a less than significant impact. 
 
B. Exposure to excessive noise levels/vibrations 
The annexation does not involve a specific project-level development.  Future development within the Temescal 
Valley SOI would occur based on the land uses allowed by the General Plan. As previously mentioned, the 
annexation will bring in land uses that are currently entitled for the Temescal Valley SOI as the pre-zoning 
application and General Plan Amendment include land uses that are similar to that already allowed by the County’s 
General Plan.  If the Temescal Valley SOI were to annex into the City of Corona, the city has adopted performance 
standards for both stationary and transportation noises (Corona Municipal Code Chapter 17.84), which are used in 
evaluating noises that may stem from development proposals.  Additionally, the city’s adopted General Plan 
Policies for noise are used by the city to guide project-level development so that it does not disrupt sensitive land 
uses.  

Goal 11.5: Prevent and mitigate the adverse impacts of excessive ambient noise exposure on residents, 
employees, visitors, and “noise-sensitive” land uses within the City of Corona. 

 
Policy 11.5.1: Require that in areas where existing or future ambient noise levels exceed an exterior noise level of 

65 dB(A) Ldn, all development of new housing, health care facilities, schools, libraries, religious 
facilities, and other “noise sensitive” land uses shall include satisfactory buffering and/or 
construction mitigation measures to reduce noise exposure to levels within acceptable limits.     

 
Policy 11.5.2: Require new industrial and new commercial land uses or the major expansion of such uses to 

demonstrate that ambient noise levels will not exceed an exterior noise level of 65 dB(A) Ldn on 
areas containing “noise sensitive” land uses as depicted on Table 4. 

 
Policy 11.5.3: Require development in all areas where the existing or future ambient noise level exceeds 65 dB(A) 

Ldn to conduct an acoustical analysis and incorporate special design measures in their construction, 
thereby, reducing interior noise levels to the 45 dB(A) Ldn level, as depicted on Table 5.  

 
Policy 11.5.4: Encourage existing “noise sensitive uses,” including schools, libraries, health care facilities, and 

residential uses in areas where existing or future noise levels exceed 65 dB(A) Ldn to incorporate 
fences, walls, landscaping, and/or other noise buffers and barriers, where appropriate and feasible.  

  
Policy 11.5.5: Require development that generates increased traffic and substantial increases in ambient noise 

levels adjacent to noise sensitive land uses, to provide appropriate mitigation measures in 
accordance with the acceptable limits of the City Noise Ordinance.       

 
Policy 11.5.6: Require construction activities that occur in close proximity to existing “noise sensitive” uses, 

including schools, libraries, health care facilities, and residential uses to limit the hours and days of 
operation in accordance with City Noise Ordinance.  
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Based on the city’s Noise Ordinance (CMC Chapter 17.84) and adopted General Policies, this impact would be 
less than significant.   
 
C. Permanent increase in ambient noise levels 
D. Temporary increase in ambient noise levels 

 
Permanent increase in ambient noise levels would be the result of operational noise associated with new 
development.  Temporary increase in ambient noise would be the result of construction noise, which would cease 
once construction was completed.  Because no specific project-level development is associated with the city’s 
annexation request it will not result in permanent or temporary increases in ambient noise levels.  If the Temescal 
Valley SOI were to be annexed into the City of Corona, future project level developments would be required to 
adhere to city’s Noise Ordinance.  Future development will also require analysis according to CEQA and any 
project activity that results in an increase in ambient noise levels is required to be mitigated so that potential 
impacts to sensitive land uses are less than significant.  Therefore, based on the noise regulations that are 
established in the city this impact would be less than significant.       
 
E. Conflict with Airport Land Use Plan Noise Contours. 
 
The Temescal Valley SOI is not located within the general vicinity of the Corona Municipal Airport or within the 
vicinity of a private airstrip.  Therefore, the annexation does not conflict with the noise contours of the airport land 
use plan.  Therefore, this is not an impact.       

 
 
11. PUBLIC SERVICES: 
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Discussion:  
 
A. Fire protection  
 
Fire protection in the Temescal Valley SOI is served by two existing fire stations; one is a Corona fire station 
located at 3777 Bedford Canyon Road (Corona Fire Station 7) and the second is a Cal Fire fire station located at 
25310 Campbell Ranch Road (Fire Station 64).  The city has evaluated two options for providing fire protection 
services to the Temescal Valley SOI.  One is to have a cooperative automatic aid agreement with Cal Fire that 
would utilize Station 64 in conjunction with Station 7.  In this scenario both fire stations would continue to operate in 
their existing capacity.  This option would not require the addition of another fire station to the area as Station 7 
would serve the northern half of the Temescal Valley SOI and Station 64 would serve the southern half. 
 
The second option would require the addition of a Corona fire station to the Temescal Valley SOI.  If the city and 
Cal Fire do not enter into an automatic aid agreement to maintain emergency fire response from Station 64 the city 
would need to add a fire station to the annexation area to maintain an appropriate emergency response time.  If the 
annexation is approved, the city’s fire department would operate from a temporary facility at the onset of the 
annexation.  The temporary facility could be operated from an existing industrial building located in the Temescal 
Valley SOI or from a temporary modular building.  The exact location of this temporary facility has yet to be 
determined.  Once a site is determined separate analysis will be required through the city’s Conditional Use Permit 
process for the temporary fire station and any potential impact it may have on the environment.  Therefore, the 
impact related to a temporary or new fire station is less than significant because when an actual location has been 
identified the fire station would require further analysis through the city’s conditional use permit process which is 
also subject to CEQA.       
 
B. Police protection 
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Police protection in the Temescal Valley SOI would not require the construction of any new facilities.  The city’s 
main Police Station is located at 730 Corporation Yard Way.  Additionally, the city also has a Corona Public Safety 
Facility located at 3777 Bedford Canyon Road, which is the same location as Corona Fire Station 7.  The Temescal 
Valley SOI will be assigned its own police zone (Zone 5) and the existing public safety facility located on Bedford 
Canyon Road would house the police officers assigned to Zone 5.  Police officers assigned to Zone 5 would 
respond to emergency calls from their patrol units or from Corona’s Public Safety Facility.  Therefore, police 
facilities would not be an impact. 
 
C. Schools 
 
The Temescal Valley SOI has two existing elementary schools. Temescal Valley Elementary is located at 22950 
Claystone Avenue and Todd Elementary is located at 25105 Mayhew Canyon Road.  The annexation does not 
involve the construction of any new schools. Furthermore, the Corona-Norco Unified School District is responsible 
for the siting, permitting and construction of their schools.  Therefore, school facilities would not be an impact. 
 
D. Parks and Recreation Facilities 
 
There are three public parks in the Temescal Valley SOI.  Montecito Park is six acres and located on Camino 
Terraza Street; Coral Canyon Park is 9 acres and is located on Coral Canyon Road; and Deleo Park is 25 acres 
and is located on Santiago Canyon Road.  No new parks and recreation facilities are being constructed with the 
annexation therefore this would not be an impact.    
 
E. Other public facilities or services 

 
No other public facilities are being constructed with the annexation proposal.  Therefore, this would not be an 
impact.  
 

 
 
12. UTILITIES: 
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Discussion: 
 
A. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements 
 
The annexation and associated General Plan Amendment and pre-zoning would not exceed wastewater treatment 
requirements. The land uses being allowed by GPA12-004 and CZ12-002 are land uses that are similar to that 
established by the County’s General Plan.  Furthermore, the annexation does not involve a specific project-level 
development.  Future development whether in the county or City of Corona would require specific analysis at the 
time of its proposal to determine if a development would have an impact on wastewater treatment requirements.  
Therefore, this impact is less than significant.  
 
B. Involve construction/expansion of water or wastewater treatment facilities 
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The Temescal Valley SOI is primarily served by the Lee Lake Water District. A small portion of the Temescal Valley 
SOI is served by the Elsinore Valley Municipal Water District (EVMWD) and certain properties at the northern end 
of the annexation boundary are served by Corona’s Department of Water and Power (DWP).  However, Corona 
DWP is in the process of transferring those customers to the Lee Lake Water District.  Lee Lake and EVMWD 
would continue to provide water and wastewater services to Temescal Valley if it were annexed into the City of 
Corona.  However, Lee Lake would be the service provider that would extend water services to new development.  
As development occurs within the Temescal Valley, Lee Lake evaluates its existing facilities to determine if new 
facilities or expansions to existing facilities are required to accommodate the impact from new development.  This 
is normally done at a project-level analysis when project specifics are better described.  The city is not introducing 
land uses that are not currently allowed by the County’s General Plan and the annexation does not involve a site 
specific project-level development.  Therefore, this would not be an impact as capacities associated with water and 
wastewater treatment facilities continue to be evaluated with new development. 
 
C. Involve construction/expansion of storm drains 

   
The annexation will not involve the construction or expansion of storm drains.  Drainage facilities are evaluated 
during the review of new development to ensure runoff from an increase in impermeable surfaces is properly 
diverted to public storm drains.  Since the annexation does not involve a site specific project-level development 
there is no impact to existing storm drains or an impact from the construction of new storm drains.  
 
D. Sufficient water supplies/compliance with Urban Water Management Plan 

 
Lee Lake obtains its water from the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California.  This water is imported from 
Northern California and is treated at the Henry J. Mills Filtration Plant in Riverside, CA.  Per SB 610 water supply 
assessment must be furnished to local governments for inclusion in any environmental documentation for certain 
projects subject to CEQA.  As defined under Water Code §10912(a) projects requiring a water supply assessment 
include: 
 

 A proposed residential development of more than 500 dwelling units. 
 A proposed shopping center or business establishment employing more than 1,000 persons or having more 

than 500,000 square feet of floor space. 
 A proposed commercial office building employing more than 1,000 persons or having more than 250,000 

square feet of floor space. 
 A proposed hotel or motel, or both, having more than 500 rooms. 
 A proposed industrial, manufacturing, or processing plant, or industrial park planned to house more than 

1,000 persons, occupying more than 40 acres of land or having more than 650,000 square feet of floor 
area. 

 A mixed use project that includes one or more the specified projects. 
 A project that would demand an amount of water equivalent to, or greater than, the amount of water 

required by a 500 dwelling unit project.  
 
Future development whether in the county or City of Corona would be required to do a water supply assessment if 
a project meets the above mentioned criteria.  Since the annexation is not adding land uses that are not already 
contemplated by the County’s General Plan and the annexation does not involve a site specific project-level 
development, the impact to water supply would be less than significant for annexation purposes.  
 
The Lee Lake Water District does not have an adopted Urban Water Management Plan; therefore, the annexation 
of the Temescal Valley SOI into the City of Corona would not conflict with such a plan.         
 
E. Adequate wastewater treatment capacity 

 
The Lee Lake Water District and the small area currently served by EVMWD would continue to be the wastewater 
treatment providers for Temescal Valley even if annexed into the City of Corona. Future development whether in 
the county or City of Corona would require analysis by the Lee Lake Water District to ensure it has adequate 
capacity to serve a project’s projected demand in addition to Lee Lake’s existing commitments.  Since the 
annexation is not adding land uses that are not already contemplated by the County’s General Plan and the 
annexation does not involve a site specific project-level development, the impact to wastewater treatment capacity 
would be less than significant for annexation purposes.  
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F. Adequate landfill capacity 

 
Waste Management is the waste hauler for Temescal Valley and also for the City of Corona.  Waste Management 
transports their solid waste to the El Sobrante landfill, which will continue to be the main solid waste disposal area 
for Temescal Valley and the city.  The El Sobrante landfill is 468 acres with a capacity of 100 million tons.  The 
permit for the landfill is expected to expire 2045.  Therefore, adequate landfill capacity exists and this would not be 
an impact.  
 
G. Comply with solid waste regulations 
 
Waste Management is the waste hauler for Temescal Valley and will continue to service this area even if annexed 
into the City of Corona as the city uses the same provider.  Waste Management complies with all state solid waste 
regulations and residential and non-residential users are required to comply with the state’s recycling program.  
Residents and businesses are supplied separate bins to separate recyclable materials and green waste from non-
recyclable waste.  The annexation would not change this current practice and this would not be an impact.    
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Discussion:   
 
A. Scenic vista or highway 
 
Interstate 15 from the San Diego County line to the City of Corona is considered a state eligible scenic highway. 
The annexation of the Temescal Valley SOI would not impact the views along this highway as the General Plan 
land uses that are being proposed by the city along Interstate 15 are consistent with the General Plan land uses 
that have already been adopted by the County of Riverside. Additionally, most of the land uses along Interstate 15 
in this area are intended for highly urbanized uses such as light industrial, commercial and residential.   
 
The west side of Interstate 15 within the Temescal Valley SOI mostly contains existing residential development and 
some existing commercial development.  There are also some vacant properties along the west side of Interstate 
15 that are intended for future commercial development. The east side of Interstate 15 has been mostly dedicated 
for light industrial land uses.  Existing industrial/commercial operations currently exist in this area with most of the 
vacant undeveloped properties intended for light industrial.  The city’s General Plan Amendment maintains the 
existing and planned land uses already anticipated for this area. Therefore, this would not be an impact.    
 
B. Degrade visual character of site and surroundings. 
 
The annexation along with GPA12-004 and CZ12-002 would not substantially degrade the existing visual character 
or quality of the area.  The Temescal Valley SOI is inhabited with existing residential development that consists of 
rural residential properties and large master planned communities.  The area also includes existing commercial and 
industrial operations. The annexation request involves the annexation of the entire Temescal Valley SOI into the 
City of Corona and not a site specific project-level development.  Furthermore, the land uses that have already 
been anticipated for the area based on the County’s General Plan are being carried over into the City of Corona by 
GPA12-004.  Future development would also be subject to design review on a project-by-project basis to ensure 
that visual quality of the surrounding environment is not substantially compromised.   Therefore, this impact is less 
than significant. 
 
C. Light or glare 
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The annexation along with GPA12-004 and CZ12-002 would not create a new source of substantial light or glare.  
Light and glare within the Temescal Valley SOI is currently provided by existing development that includes both 
residential and non-residential land uses.  Furthermore, urban land uses have already been adopted for the 
Temescal Valley SOI based on the County’s General Plan.  GPA12-004 and CZ12-002 are land uses proposed by 
the city that are similar to that already entitled by the county.  Future development would also be subject to design 
review on a project-by-project basis to ensure light is directed downward to minimize spillover onto adjacent 
properties.  Therefore, this impact would be less than significant. 
 
D. Scenic resources (forest land, historic buildings within state scenic highway) 
 
The scenic resource adjacent to the Temescal Valley SOI is the Cleveland National Forest located to the west.  
The annexation does not affect the Cleveland National Forest and development currently exists in the Temescal 
Valley SOI adjacent to the forest.  Developments near this general area are mostly master planned residential 
communities that consist of homes no higher than two stories. These developments also include golf courses and 
general open space in areas closest to the forest boundary. Existing mining operators are also located near the 
Cleveland National Forest in the southern portion of the Temescal Valley SOI.   The annexation does not change 
the land uses already established in this area and would not substantially damage scenic resources. Therefore, 
this impact would be less than significant.  
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Discussion:   
A. Historical Resource 
 
There are several known state historical landmarks in the Temescal Valley SOI: Old Temescal Road, Serrano 
Tanning Vats and Third Serrano Adobe.  Activity that would involve a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource would be considered to have an impact.  The annexation does not involve the 
alteration or removal of historical resources; therefore, this would not be an impact.   
 
B. Archaeological resource 
C. Paleontological resource or unique geologic feature 
 
The annexation and GPA12-004 and CZ12-002 do not involve a site specific project-level development that would 
cause ground disturbing activities.  Therefore, an impact to archeological, cultural and paleontological resources 
would not occur.  However it is worth mentioning that the city does recognize that there is the potential for 
archeological and Native American cultural resources and paleontological resources to exist within the Temescal 
Valley SOI as potential resources have been known to exist within the City of Corona.  If the Temescal Valley SOI 
were to annex into the City of Corona, the city already has a General Plan goal and policies in place to ensure the 
appropriate mitigation so that such resources are not destroyed as a result of development.  The following policies 
would apply to areas annexed into the city.  
 

Goal 4.3 Recognize the importance of archeological and paleontological resources and ensure the 
identification and protection of those resources within the City of Corona. 

Policy 4.3.2 Incorporate specific measures to identify, protect, and preserve cultural resources in the planning, 
environmental review, and development process.  

Policy 4.3.3 Archaeological resources found prior to or during construction shall be evaluated by a qualified 
archaeologist, and appropriate mitigation measures applied, pursuant to Section 21083.2 of CEQA, 
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before the resumption of development activities. Any measures applied shall include the 
preparation of a report meeting professional standards, which shall be submitted to the appropriate 
CHRIS information center. 

Policy 4.3.4 Any project that involves earth-disturbing activities within previously undisturbed soils in an area 
determined to be archaeologically or culturally sensitive, shall require evaluation of the site by a 
qualified archaeologist retained by the project applicant. The applicant shall implement the 
recommendations of the archaeologist, subject to the approval of the City Planning Department. 

Policy 4.3.5 Any project that involves earth-disturbing activities in previously undisturbed soils that have been 
determined to be archaeologically or culturally sensitive shall require consultation by the applicant 
with interested federally recognized American Indian Tribe(s) that have a traditional cultural 
affiliation with the project area and/or the resources affected by the project, for the purposes of 
determining archaeological and cultural resources impacts and creating appropriate mitigation to 
address such impacts. The applicant shall also arrange for monitoring of earth-disturbing activities 
by interested federally recognized American Indian Tribe(s) that have a traditional cultural affiliation 
with the project area and/or the resources affected by the project, if requested. 

Policy 4.3.6 Any project that involves earth-disturbing activities in soil or rock units known or reasonably 
suspected to be fossil-bearing shall require monitoring by a qualified paleontologist retained by the 
project applicant for the duration of excavation or trenching. 

Policy 4.3.7 Paleontological resources found prior to or during construction shall be evaluated by a qualified 
paleontologist, and appropriate mitigation measures applied, pursuant to Section 21083.2 of CEQA, 
before the resumption of development activities. Any measures applied shall include the 
preparation of a report meeting professional standards, which shall be submitted to the Riverside 
County Museum of Natural History. 

Policy 4.3.8 In the event of the discovery of a burial, human bone, or suspected human bone, all excavation or 
grading in the vicinity of the find shall halt immediately and the area of the find shall be protected 
and the project applicant immediately shall notify the Riverside County Coroner of the find and 
comply with the provisions of the California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, including 
P.R.C. Section 5097.98, if applicable. In the event that human remains are determined to be Native 
American human remains the applicant shall consult with the Most Likely Descendent (MLD) to 
determine the appropriate treatment for the Native American human remains. 

Therefore, based on the policies already put in place by the City’s General Plan this impact would be less than 
significant.  

D. Disturb human remains. 

See discussion above under subsections B and C.   

  
 
15. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: 
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Discussion: 
 
A. Williamson Act contract 

 
There is one agricultural preserve located in the Temescal Valley SOI.  The parcel is identified as Glen Ivy 1 (APN 
290-160-013) and is located in the very southern portion of the annexation area adjacent to the Sycamore Creek 
Specific Plan boundary. The property has a county zoning of Rural Residential (RR) and a General Plan 
designation of Very Low Density Residential (1 acre minimum).  The county’s RR zone does allow agricultural 
operations, such as orchards, nurseries, field crops, etc.  Per GPA12-004 and CZ12-002 the city is proposing a 
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General Plan designation of Rural Residential II (1 du/ac) and a zone of R1A (AA) (Residential, 1 acre minimum 
with Animal Keeping and Agricultural Operations Overlay) for APN 290-160-013.  The city’s AA overlay zone will 
continue to allow agricultural operations in keeping with the agricultural preserve that currently exists on the 
property.  Therefore, the annexation, GPA12-004 and CZ12-002 will not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural 
use or a Williamson Act contract.       

 
B. Conversion of farmland to nonagricultural use 

 
According to Riverside County’s Land Information System (October 2012), there are pockets of prime and unique 
farmland located within the Temescal Valley SOI.  The Sycamore Creek Specific Plan, which is currently built with 
some areas still under construction, and the Serrano Commerce Center Specific Plan, which is currently 
undeveloped but entitled for industrial and commercial development, includes land that is considered prime and 
unique farmland.  There are also areas shown to have a rural residential designation on the County’s General Plan 
to be prime and unique farmland. As previously mentioned throughout this initial study, the city is proposing city 
land uses that are of similar nature to the land uses already allowed by the county.  For example, existing rural 
residential properties are also being designated for rural residential in the City of Corona.  The city is also adopting 
the specific plans that have been adopted in the Temescal Valley SOI.  The land uses entitled by those specific 
plans will remain in effect even if annexed into the city. Therefore, the annexation, GPA12-004, and CZ12-002 
would not impact farmland as those areas have been entitled for land uses other than agriculture.       
 
 
16. GREENHOUSE GAS 
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Discussion: 
 
A. Generate greenhouse gases 

 
The annexation itself will not generate greenhouse gases as it does not involve site specific project level 
development.  As discussed previously throughout this initial study, the city is required to pre-zone the Temescal 
Valley SOI as part of LAFCO’s annexation process.  The city has examined the land uses currently allowed by 
Riverside County’s General Plan and zoning map and has proposed land uses that are similar in nature to the land 
uses that exist in the county.  The City of Corona also has a Climate Action Plan that addresses greenhouse gases 
and it recommends greenhouse gas emissions reductions that should be implemented by new projects.  Because 
the city has an adopted Climate Action Plan (May 2012) new developments that require discretionary action are 
required to utilize the plan’s screening thresholds tables, which are tailored to reduce a project’s greenhouse gas 
emissions.  Projects that do not utilize the city’s screening tables are required to submit an independent 
greenhouse gas emissions analysis demonstrating how a project will mitigate its emissions.  If the Temescal Valley 
SOI were annexed into the city, discretionary projects proposed after annexation would be subject to Corona’s 
Climate Action Plan.  As such, the city already has a document in place to address greenhouse gases. Therefore, 
this impact would be less than significant.    
 
B. Conflict with a plan, policy or regulation 

 
See discussion above under subsection A.  
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d. Short-term vs. long-term goals  

 
   

 
Discussion:  
 
A. Fish/wildlife population or habitat or important historical sites 

 
The annexation, GPA12-004 and CZ12-002 do not degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the 
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten 
to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or 
endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of major periods of California history or prehistory. As 
discussed under the Biological Resources section of this initial study, the City of Corona is a member agency of 
Riverside County’s Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP).  The MSHCP is a multi-jurisdictional 
habitat conservation plan focusing on conservation of species and their associated habitats in Western Riverside 
County.  The MSHCP will allow Riverside County and the incorporated cities to better control land use decisions 
and maintain a strong economic climate in the region while addressing the requirements of the state and federal 
Endangered Species Acts.  The MSHCP is broken down into 16 Area Plans to address specific species and 
habitats based on the region.  The City of Corona and Temescal Valley SOI are located in the Temescal Canyon 
Area Plan of the MSHCP.  
 
Because the city is an active participant in the MSHCP, annexation of the Temescal Valley SOI into the City of 
Corona would still require future development within this area of the plan to demonstrate its consistency with the 
MSHCP.  Developers are required to submit a MSHCP consistency analysis to the city along with the appropriate 
biological surveys for endangered and threatened species.  This information is then compiled by the city and 
submitted to the Riverside County Regional Conservation Authority (RCA) as a Joint Project Review (JPR) 
application between the city and RCA.  The purpose of the JPR process is to demonstrate project consistency with 
the MSHCP.  The annexation and General Plan land uses being established by the city for the Temescal Valley 
SOI would not result in the taking of endangered species identified by federal and state wildlife agencies and would 
not conflict with the purpose of the MSHCP.   Therefore, this would be a less than significant impact.  
 
There are several known state historical landmarks in the Temescal Valley SOI: Old Temescal Road, Serrano 
Tanning Vats and Third Serrano Adobe.  Since the annexation does not involve the alteration or removal of 
historical resources this would not be an impact.  The annexation and GPA12-004 and CZ12-002 also do not 
involve a site specific project-level development that would cause ground disturbing activities.  Therefore, an 
impact to archeological, cultural and paleontological resources would not occur. As previously discussed under 
Cultural Resources, if the Temescal Valley SOI were to annex into the City of Corona the city already has a 
General Plan goal (Goal 4.3) and General Plan policies (4.3.2 through 4.3.8) in place to ensure the appropriate 
mitigation so that such resources are not destroyed as a result of development.  Therefore, this impact would be 
less than significant.    
B. Cumulatively considerable impacts 

 
None of the issue areas analyzed in the initial study resulted in impacts that would be considered significant after 
mitigation.  Potential impacts have been reduced to less than significant and therefore not cumulatively 
considerable.  
 
C. Substantial adverse effects on humans 
 
The annexation, GPA12-004 and CZ12-002 would not cause substantial adverse effects on human beings either 
directly or indirectly.  As mentioned throughout this initial study the annexation request by the city does not involve 
a site specific project-level development and the city land uses that are being proposed are similar in nature to the 
land uses that are allowed by the County’s General Plan.  As previously discussed under Air Quality, the city’s 
General Plan includes 22 policies (Environmental Resources Element – Air Quality) aimed at reducing air pollutant 
emissions from all sources within the city and its SOI. Furthermore, the city also requires new development at the 
time of its proposal to prepare an air quality analysis to ensure compliance with the emission thresholds 
established by the SCAQMD.  Additionally, project grading plans are also required to comply with SCAQMD Rules 
402 and 403 to control fugitive dust.  SCAQMD Rule 402 requires implementation of dust-suppression techniques 
to prevent fugitive dust from creating a nuisance off site. SCAQMD Rule 403 requires that fugitive dust be 
controlled with best available control measures so that the presence of such dust does not remain visible in the 
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atmosphere beyond the property line of the emission source. Implementation of these dust suppression techniques 
can reduce the fugitive dust generation and thus the PM10 component.   
 
The City of Corona also has a Climate Action Plan that addresses greenhouse gases and it recommends 
greenhouse gas emissions reductions that should be implemented by new projects.  Because the city has an 
adopted Climate Action Plan (May 2012) new developments that require discretionary action are required to utilize 
the plan’s screening thresholds tables, which are tailored to reduce a project’s greenhouse gas emissions.  
Projects that do not utilize the city’s screening tables are required to submit an independent greenhouse gas 
emissions analysis demonstrating how a project will mitigate its emissions.  If the Temescal Valley SOI were 
annexed into the city, discretionary projects proposed after annexation would be subject to Corona’s Climate Action 
Plan. 
 
Therefore, impacts related to this issue would be less than significant.  
 
D. Short-term vs long-term goals 

 
The annexation, GPA12-004 and CZ12-002 do not result in short term environmental goals at the expense of long 
term environmental goals.  As discussed in the initial study the city is a participant in Riverside County’s MSHCP, 
the city also has its own Climate Action Plan aimed at reducing greenhouse gas emissions and recognizes state 
regulations when it comes to reducing pollutants associated with air quality.  Therefore, this impact would be less 
than significant.      

 
 
 
 

 
18. PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:                                
 
Earlier analysis may be used when one or more of the environmental effects have been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or 
Negative Declaration (Section 15063).              
 

 
DOCUMENTS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE: 
 
 
1. City of Corona General Plan Update, 2004. 
2. City of Corona General Plan EIR, 2004. 
3. City of Corona General Plan Technical Background Report, 2003. 
4. Riverside County General Plan Update, 2003. 
5. Riverside County General Plan Final Program EIR, 2003. 
6. Riverside County Zoning Ordinance. 
7. Riverside County GIS: Zoning Map. 
8. Riverside County Land Information System. 
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City of Corona                                                                                                                          Environmental Checklist 

 
 

 
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

CITY OF CORONA 
 
Mitigation 
No. 

Mitigation Measure Implementatio
n 

Method of 
Verification 

Timing of 
Verification 

Responsible 
Person 

Verification 
Date 

 Hydrology and Water Quality      
4.1 New development shall prepare 

hydrologic studies to assess 
storm runoff impacts on the local 
and sub-regional drainage 
systems.  If a project is 
determined to have an impact 
on existing storm drain systems, 
the development shall provide 
adequate drainage facilities to 
mitigate the increases in 
stormwater flows and/or 
cumulative increases in regional 
flows.  Final drainage plans shall 
be submitted to the city’s Public 
Works Department for review 
and approval.   
 

At time of 
project review 
(Development 
Plan Review) 

Prior to 
review by 
Planning 
Commission 

Field 
Inspection 

Public 
Works Dept. 

 

 Air Quality       
5.1 Future development within the 

annexation area shall comply 
with the provisions of Corona 
General Plan Policy 10.20.8 
during construction. Policy 
10.20.8 states: 

Reduce particulate emission 
from paved and unpaved roads, 
parking lots, and road and 
building construction, as 
required by the Southern 
California Air Quality 
Management District. Methods 
include but are not limited to 

 Maintaining construction 
equipment engines in good 
condition and in proper 
tune per manufacturer’s 
specification for the 
duration of construction.  

 Turning off construction-
related equipment, 
including heavy-duty 
equipment, motor vehicles, 
and portable equipment, 
when not in use for more 
than five minutes. 

 Encourage contractors to 
utilize alternative fuel 
construction equipment 
(i.e., compressed natural 
gas, liquid petroleum gas, 
and unleaded gasoline) 
and low-emission diesel 
construction equipment to 
the extent that the 
equipment is readily 
available and cost 
effective. 

 Using the electricity 

At time of 
project review 
(Development 
Plan Review) 

Specifications 
submitted 
with project 
grading 
plans. 

Field 
Inspection
s 

Public 
Works 
Dept. 
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infrastructure surrounding 
construction sites rather 
than electrical generators 
powered by internal 
combustion engines to the 
extent feasible. 

 Implement dust control 
measures consistent with 
South Coast Air Quality 
Management District Rule 
403—Fugitive Dust during 
the construction phases of 
new project development. 

 Applying water and/or 
approved nontoxic 
chemical soil stabilizers 
according to 
manufacturer’s 
specification to all inactive 
construction areas 
(previously graded areas 
that have been inactive for 
10 or more days). 

 Replacing ground cover in 
disturbed areas as quickly 
as possible. 

 Enclosing, covering, 
watering twice daily, or 
applying approved 
chemical soil binders to 
exposed piles with 5 
percent or greater silt 
content. 

 Watering active grading 
sites at least twice daily. 

 Suspending all excavating 
and grading operations 
when wind speeds (as 
instantaneous gusts) 
exceed 25 miles per hour 
over a 30-minute period. 

 Covering or maintain at 
least two feet of freeboard 
(i.e., minimum vertical 
distance between top of 
the load and the top of the 
trailer), in accordance with 
Section 23114 of the 
California Vehicle Code, in 
all trucks hauling dirt, 
sand, soil, or other loose 
materials. 

 Sweeping streets adjacent 
to construction sites at the 
end of the day. 

 Installing wheel washers 
where vehicles enter and 
exit unpaved roads onto 
paved roads, or wash off 
trucks and any equipment 
leaving the site each trip. 

 Applying water three times 
daily or chemical soil 
stabilizers according to 
manufacturers’ 
specifications to all 
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unpaved parking or 
staging areas or unpaved 
road surfaces. 

 Posting and enforcing 
traffic speed limits of 15 
miles per hour or less on 
all unpaved roads. 

 
 

 












