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AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION
RIVERSIDE COUNTY
AGENDA

Riverside County Administration Center
4080 Lemon St., Hearing Room (1st Floor)
Riverside, California

Thursday 9:00 a.m., December 9, 2010

NOTE: If you wish to speak, please complete a “SPEAKER IDENTIFICATION FORM” and give it to
the Secretary. The purpose of the public hearing is to allow interested parties to express their
concerns. Comments shall be limited to 5 minutes and to matters relevant to the item under
consideration. Please do not repeat information already given. If you have no additional information,
but wish to be on record, simply give your name and address and state that you agree with the
previous speaker(s). Also please be aware that the indicated staff recommendation shown below may
differ from that presented to the Commission during the public hearing.

Non-exempt materials related to an item on this agenda submitted to the Airport Land Use
Commission or its staff after distribution of the agenda packet are available for public inspection in the
Airport Land Use Commission’s office located at 4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor, Riverside, CA 92501
during normal business hours.

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if any accommodations are needed, please
contact Barbara Santos at (951) 955-5132 or E-mail at basantos@rctima.org. Request should be
made at least 48 hours or as soon as possible prior to the scheduled meeting.

1.0 INTRODUCTIONS
1.1 CALL TO ORDER
1.2 SALUTE TO FLAG
1.3 ROLL CALL
2.0 PUBLIC HEARING: NEW BUSINESS

MARCH AIR RESERVE BASE

2.1 ZAP1067MA10 Michelle Sadler/Michelle’s AAA Equipment Rentals, Inc.
(Representative: Keith Gardner, Keefer Consulting) — County Case Nos. GPA 00962
(General Plan Amendment), CZ07748 (Change of Zone), and PP24755 (Plot Plan). A
proposal to amend the General Plan (Mead Valley Area Plan) land use designation of
7.42 acres located westerly of Patterson Avenue, southerly of Walnut Street, and
northerly of Placentia Street in the unincorporated Riverside County community of Mead
Valley, from Very Low Density Residential within the Rural Community Foundation
Component (Maximum 1 dwelling unit per acre) to Business Park within the Community
Development Foundation Component, to change the zoning of the property from R-R-1
(Rural Residential, 1 acre minimum lot size) to M-SC (Manufacturing-Service
Commercial), and to establish a storage yard for emergency vehicles (contractor's
storage yard) on the southerly 2.47-acre parcel. The vehicle storage use area includes
an existing 9,204 square foot building (which would be used for truck storage), an
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existing 3,720 square foot workshop, and a 2,220 square foot residence for use by an
on-site caretaker. (Airport Area Il of the March Air Reserve Base Airport Influence
Area). ALUC Staff Planner: Russell Brady at (951) 955-0549, or e-mail at
rbrady@rctima.org.

Staff Recommendation: CONTINUANCE TO JANUARY 13, 2011

Click Link Below to Review Staff Report for Item 2.1
e Staff Report —Item 2.1

NEW HOSPITAL HELIPORT PROJECT

2.2 ZAP1038FV10 — Vertical Aeronautics International, for Physicans’ Hospital of Murrieta,
LLC (Representative: Lee Ambers) — City Case No. CUP No. 007-2499 (Conditional
Use Permit) — A proposal to establish a heliport (specifically, a hospital heliport) on the
grounds of Physicians’ Hospital of Murrieta, located at 28159 Baxter Road in the City of
Murrieta. The hospital campus is located northerly of relocated Baxter Road, easterly of
Interstate 215 and Antelope Road, and southerly of Triple C Ranch Road. The facility
will consist of a 45-foot square (2,025 square foot) touchdown and lift-off area with wind
cone, lighting, and painted markings, and the design will comply with Federal Aviation
Administration and CALTRANS Division of Aeronautics requirements. (Not in an AlA.
Closest airport: French Valley Airport). ALUC Staff Planner: Russell Brady at (951)
955-0549, or e-mail at rbrady@rctima.org.

Staff Recommendation: CONSISTENT

Click Link Below to Review Staff Report for Item 2.2

e Staff Report — Item 2.2

PALM SPRINGS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT

2.3 ZAP1008PS10 — Windpower Partners 1993, LP (Representative: The Altum Group) —
City Case Nos. CUP 5.1240 (Conditional Use Permit) and 6.522-VAR (Variance). A
proposal to establish 29 wind turbine generators (wind energy conversion systems or
WECS) with a height not to exceed 340 feet, replacing 80 existing WECS in the City of
Palm Springs. 26 WECS will be located within the area bounded by Pierson Boulevard
on the north, Indian Canyon Drive on the east, State Highway Route 62 on the west, and
Interstate 10 on the south. (Among those, 18 will be located on 378.69 acres located
more precisely southerly of Dillon Road, easterly of Diablo Road, and westerly of Karen
Avenue. 5 will be located northerly of Dillon Road and easterly of Diablo Road and the
unincorporated community of Valley View Village. 2 will be located southerly of Dillon
Road and westerly of Diablo Road.) The other 3 will be located on a 108.2-acre parcel
located northerly of State Highway Route 111 and Tipton Road, southerly of Interstate
10, and easterly of the Whitewater Interchange. The variance is to allow height (to top of
rotor at 12 o’clock position) exceeding 200 feet above ground level. (Not in an AlA.
Closest airport: Palm Springs International Airport). ALUC Staff Planner: Russell Brady
at (951) 955-0549, or e-mail at rbrady@rctima.org.

Staff Recommendation: CONTINUANCE TO JANUARY 13, 2011

Click Link Below to Review Staff Report for Item 2.3
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o Staff Report — Item 2.3

REGIONAL

2.4 ZAP1002RG10 — Riverside County Planning Department — Ordinance No. 348.4706 —
An amendment to the Riverside County Zoning Ordinance to permit emergency shelters
in the I-P (Industrial Park) Zone and to establish development standards for such
facilities. The amendment defines an emergency shelter as “housing with minimally
supportive services for homeless persons that is limited to occupancy of six months or
less by a homeless person and where no individual or household may be denied
emergency shelter because of an inability to pay.” Development standards include a
maximum limit of 75 beds in any emergency shelter and a minimum of 125 square feet of
floor area for each client served at any one time. A lower maximum bed limit may be
established in the vicinity of airports. (Countywide). ALUC Staff Planner: John Guerin at
(951) 955-0982, or e-mail at jguerin@rctima.org.

Staff Recommendation: CONDITIONALLY CONSISTENT

Click Link Below to Review Staff Report for Item 2.4

e Staff Report — Iltem 2.4

2.5 ZAP1004RG10 — County of Riverside — A proposal by the County of Riverside to adopt
a new Housing Element for the Plan Years of 2006 through 2014. The Housing
Element is an integral part of the County’'s overall General Plan, as one of seven
required General Plan elements mandated by State law. The Element assesses the
current and future housing needs of all income groups, formulates goals, policies, and
programs to address housing needs in unincorporated Riverside County, and sets forth
an action plan for implementation of those goals in the next four years. (Countywide)
ALUC Staff Planner: Russell Brady at (951) 955-0549, or e-mail at rbrady@rctima.org.

Staff Recommendation: CONTINUANCE TO JANUARY 13, 2011

Click Link Below to Review Staff Report for Item 2.5

o Staff Report — Item 2.5

PERRIS VALLEY AIRPORT

2.6 ZAPEAO01PV08 —ALUC Initiative. The Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission
will consider whether to adopt a Negative Declaration, prepared pursuant to the
California Environmental Quality Act, for the proposed Airport Land Use Compatibility
Plan for Perris Valley Airport ("Compatibility Plan"). The Commission will consider
whether to adopt a Compatibility Plan, which includes an Airport Influence Area (AlA)
with new boundaries, for Perris Valley Airport. The new AIlA includes the geographic
area in which noise, safety, airspace protection, and/or overflight concerns may
significantly affect land uses or necessitate restrictions on those uses. The Compatibility
Plan includes policies for determining whether a proposed development project lying
within the AIA is consistent with the Compatibility Plan. The intent of the Compatibility
Plan is to ensure the continued operation of Perris Valley Airport while simultaneously
protecting the public health, safety, and welfare. The Plan includes Additional
Compatibility Policies that are tailored specifically to the Airport’s land use environs and
lessen the effects on densities and intensities of future development proposals (in
comparison to a Plan that did not include such policies). Perris Valley Airport is located

3
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easterly of Goetz Road and southerly of Ellis Avenue and Case Road in the City of
Perris. The proposed AIA would include properties in the City of Perris, City of Menifee,
and unincorporated Riverside County; however, most of the affected properties are
located in the City of Perris.  ALUC Staff Planner: John Guerin at (951) 955-0982, or e-
mail at jguerin@rctima.org.

Staff Recommendation: ADOPT THE NEGATIVE DECLARATION; ADOPT THE
PERRIS VALLEY AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY
PLAN; ADOPT RESOLUTION NO. 2010-01.

Click Link Below to Review Staff Report for Item 2.6

e Staff Report — Item 2.6

3.0 PRESENTATION: Dan Fairbanks, Planning Director of the March Joint Powers Authority,
regarding March Joint Land Use Study (JLUS)

4.0 ADMINISTRATIVE ITEMS

4.1 Director’s Approvals

Click Link Below to Review Staff Report for Item 4.1
e Staff Report — Item 4.1

5.0 APPROVAL OF MINUTES
October 14, 2010

6.0 ORAL COMMUNICATION ON ANY MATTER NOT ON THE AGENDA

7.0 COMMISSIONER’'S COMMENTS
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COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT
AGENDA ITEM: 2.1
HEARING DATE: December 9, 2010
CASE NUMBER: ZAP1067TMA10 — Jay & Michelle Sadler (Representative:
Keith Gardner)

APPROVING JURISDICTION: County of Riverside

JURISDICTION CASE NO: GPA 962 (General Plan Amendment), CZ 7748 (Change of
Zone), PP 24755 (Plot Plan)

MAJOR ISSUES: Since the project is an existing use with legally constructed buildings, no
further permits are necessary after approval of the entitlement for full operation of the facility
under the proposed permit. Due to this, the provision of avigation easements to March Air
Reserve Base has been required prior to a decision by the Commission on this project.

RECOMMENDATION: At the time of writing of the staff report, staff had not received
confirmation that the requested avigation easements were finalized. Therefore, at this time,
staff recommends CONTINUANCE to the meeting of January 13, 2010; however, in the event
that such evidence is received prior to the hearing, staff would recommend that the
Commission find the proposed project (the general plan amendment, change of zone, and the
plot plan) consistent, subject to the conditions specified herein for the plot plan.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: GPA 962 is a proposal to amend the Mead Valley Area Plan’s land
use designation on a total of 7.43 acres on two parcels from Very Low Density Residential — Rural
Community (VLDR-RC) to Business Park (BP). CZ 7748 is a proposal to change the zoning on the
same 7.43 acres from Rural Residential one-acre minimum (R-R-1) to Manufacturing — Service
Commercial (M-SC). PP 24755 is a proposal to legalize an existing storage facility for emergency
service support vehicles, including a truck storage building (9,204 sq. ft., 25 ft. tall), workshop
building (3,720 sq. ft., 30 ft. tall), and caretaker residence (2,220 sq. ft., 15 ft. tall).

PROJECT LOCATION: The site is located westerly of Patterson Avenue, southerly of Walnut
Street, and northerly of Placentia Street, in the unincorporated community of Mead Valley northerly
of the City of Perris, approximately 14,100 feet southwesterly of Runway 14-32 at March Air

Reserve Base.
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LAND USE PLAN: 1984 Riverside County Airport Land Use Plan, as applied to March Air
Reserve Base

a. Airport Influence Area: ~ March Air Reserve Base

b. Land Use Policy: Area Il

c. Noise Levels: Below 65 CNEL, according to the draft March Air Reserve
Base/Inland Port Airport Joint Land Use Study

BACKGROUND:

Non-Residential Land Use Intensity: The site is located in Area II of the current March Air Reserve
Base Airport Influence Area Map. Land use intensity is not limited within Area II, based on the

1984 Riverside County Airport Land Use Plan.

Pursuant to the draft Joint Land Use Study for the March Air Reserve Base/Inland Port Airport, the
site. would be located within Compatibility Zone C2. The draft land use intensity within
Compatibility Zone C2 is 200 people per acre on average and 500 people on a single acre. The
facility is actively used on a temporary basis to prepare vehicles for departure and occasional
maintenance. Based on the use of the site and buildings noted by the project materials, a maximum
of 5 people is anticipated for the caretaker’s residence and 10 people each is anticipated for the truck
storage building, workshop building, and the remaining open area on the site. Therefore, an average
intensity of 4.7 people per acre and a maximum single acre intensity of 20 people would be
anticipated. These levels would be consistent with the draft Compatibility Zone C2 land use intensity

standards.

Prohibited and Discouraged Uses: The applicant does not propose any uses prohibited or
discouraged in Area II or the draft Compatibility Zone C2 (highly noise-sensitive outdoor
nonresidential uses and hazards to flight) within the project.

Noise: The site underlies the closed circuit traffic pattern envelope, which 80% of aircraft
overflights occur within. Future patrons, customers, and employees will experience annoyance
from over-flying aircraft. However, the property lies outside the area that would be subject to
average exterior noise levels of 65 CNEL or greater under ultimate airport development
conditions according to the 2008 draft March Air Reserve Base/Inland Port Airport Joint Land
Use Study. Therefore, as a non-residential land use, no special mitigation of noise from aircraft is

required.

Part 77: The elevation of the site ranges from 1,551 to 1,568 feet above mean sea level (1551-1568
feet AMSL). The elevation of Runway 14-32 at its southerly terminus is approximately 1488 feet
AMSL. Atadistance of approximately 14,100 feet from the runway, FAA review would be required
for any structures with top of roof exceeding 1629 feet AMSL. The project application and plans
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indicate that current and future building heights will not exceed 30 feet approximately. Therefore,
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) obstruction evaluation review will not be required.

Avigation Easement: Pursuant to Policy 3 of the 1984 Riverside County Airport Land Use Plan, an
avigation easement is required for land uses located within Area II.

Open Area: Area Il of the 1984 Riverside County Airport Land Use Plan does not have any
requirements for provision of open space. In addition, the draft C2 zone does not have any
requirements for provision of open space or restriction of lot coverage.

CONDITIONS:

1. Any outdoor lighting installed shall be hooded or shielded to prevent either the spillage of
lumens or reflection into the sky. Outdoor lighting shall be downward facing.

2. The following uses shall be prohibited:

(a) Any use which would direct a steady light or flashing light of red, white, green, or
amber colors associated with airport operations toward an aircraft engaged in an
initial straight climb following takeoff or toward an aircraft engaged in a straight
final approach toward a landing at an airport, other than an FAA-approved
navigational signal light or visual approach slope indicator.

(b)  Anyuse which would cause sunlight to be reflected towards an aircraft engaged in an
initial straight climb following takeoff or towards an aircraft engaged in a straight
final approach towards a landing at an airport.

(c) Any use which would generate smoke or water vapor or which would attract large
concentrations of birds, or which may otherwise affect safe air navigation within the
area. (Such uses include landscaping utilizing water features, aquaculture, livestock
operations, production of cereal grains, sunflower, and row crops, artificial marshes,
wastewater management facilities, composting operations, trash transfer stations that
are open on one or more sides, recycling centers containing putrescible wastes,
construction and demolition debris facilities, fly ash disposal, incinerators, and

landfills.)

(d) Any use which would generate electrical interference that may be detrimental to the
operation of aircraft and/or aircraft instrumentation.

(e) Highly noise-sensitive outdoor nonresidential uses.

. The attached notice shall be provided to all potential purchasers and tenants.
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4. Any ground-level or aboveground water retention or detention basin or facilities shall be
designed so as to provide for a detention period for the design storm that does not exceed 48
hours (may be less, but not more) and to remain totally dry between rainfalls. Vegetation in
and around such facilities that would provide food or cover for bird species that would be
incompatible with airport operations shall not be utilized in project landscaping.
Landscaping shall utilize plant species that do not produce seeds, fruits, or berries. Trees
shall be spaced so as to prevent large expanses of contiguous canopy, when mature.

YAALUCWMarch\ZAP1067MA10sr.doc



NOTICE OF AIRPORT IN
VICINITY

This property is presently located in the vicinity of an
airport, within what is known as an airport influence
area. For that reason, the property may be subject to
some of the annoyances or inconveniences associated
with proximity to airport operations (for example: noise,
vibration, or odors). Individual sensitivities to those
annoyances can vary from person to person. You may
wish to consider what airport annoyances, if any, are
associated with the property before you complete your
purchase and determine whether they are acceptable to

you. Business & Professions Code Section 11010 (b)
(13)(A)
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March Air Reserve Base
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
RIVERSIDE COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA 92501

A PUBLIC HEARING has been scheduled before the Riverside County
Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) to consider the application
described below.

Any person may submit written comments to the ALUC before the hearing
or may appear and be heard in support of or opposition to the project at
the time of hearing. The proposed project application may be viewed at
the Riverside County Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon Street, 14"
Floor, Riverside, California 92501, Monday through Thursday from 8:00
a.m. to 5:00 p.m., except Thursday, November 25 (Thanksgiving Day).

PLACE OF HEARING: Riverside County Administration Center
4080 Lemon St., Hearing Room (1% Floor)
Riverside, California

DATE OF HEARING: Thursday, December 9, 2010
TIME OF HEARING: 9:00 A.M.

CASE DESCRIPTION:

ZAP1067MA10 — Michelle Sadler/Michelle’s AAA Egquipment Rentals, Inc.
(Representative: Keith Gardner, Keefer Consulting) — County Case Nos. GPA 00962
(General Plan Amendment), CZ07748 (Change of Zone), and PP24755 (Plot Plan). A
proposal to amend the General Plan (Mead Valley Area Plan) land use designation of
7.42 acres located westerly of Patterson Avenue, southerly of Walnut Street, and
northerly of Placentia Street in the unincorporated Riverside County community of
Mead Valley, from Very Low Density Residential within the Rural Community
Foundation Component (Maximum 1 dwelling unit per acre) to Business Park within
the Community Development Foundation Component, to change the zoning of the
property from R-R-1 (Rural Residential, 1 acre minimum lot size) to M-SC
(Manufacturing-Service Commercial), and to establish a storage yard for emergency
vehicles (contractor's storage yard) on the southerly 2.47-acre parcel. The vehicle
storage use area includes an existing 9,204 square foot building (which would be used
for truck storage), an existing 3,720 square foot workshop, and a 2,220 square foot
residence for use by an on-site caretaker. (Airport Area Il of the March Air Reserve

Base Airport Influence Area).

FURTHER INFORMATION: Contact Russell Brady at (951) 955-0549 or John Guerin at (951)
955-0982. The ALUC holds hearings for local discretionary permits within the Airport
Influence Areas, reviewing for aeronautical safety, noise and obstructions. All other concerns
should be addressed to Ms. Damaris Abraham of the County of Riverside Planning

Department, at (951) 955-5719.
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APPLchTloN FOR MAJDR LAND USE AcCTION REVIEW

| ALUC Identification No.

2AP100 T MALD

RIVERSIDE COUNTY Ampom' I.AND Uss COMMISSION

PROJECT PROPONENT (TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT)

Date of Application

Property Ownesz/‘f} Myche /{f Sedlor : Phon;ﬁumber gsi-x7 -l o
Mailing Address o o I IO SR/ (73/0 0 cbivbial (oo Pout
Py Qiz-20 Puerside, A~ 92549

Agent (if any) -T. v Phone Number G5t 'S:{" 3 ";;M‘ 3 L(

Mailing Address /-J‘/Q [inf ) cocd_Dripe
Piversifle  CA- 42 50 <

PROJECT LOCATION (TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT)
Attach an accurately scaled map showing the relationship of the project site to the airport boundary and runways

Street Address s e _S Tﬂ?‘éf‘f\‘? r SUS A:veﬂ W
Porns (‘J (2576 -

Assessor's Parcel No. (7 = ZL(_‘,\ "—U{ U Parcel Size . g e S
Subdivision Name Zoning — ; \
Lot Number ' Classification M-sC i} pled

- 7

PROJECT DESCRIPTION (T0O BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT)
If applicable, attach a delailed site plan showing ground elevations, the location of structures, open spaces and waler bodies, and the heighls of struclures and trees;

include additional project description data as needed

Exsting Land Use <o ,.(;é d NA {ﬂ, Ceipons, SOUvieS  Su fg?m"“ vebile s
(describe) &("H{ TN AR f‘pl—ﬂp‘ s r\({f. pﬁlmc £

£l

Proposed Land Use Stﬁ'"‘ﬁ") arl4 fﬁl/ 0 m”aﬂﬂ(f Sﬁ"/‘fﬂ s Su{?fﬁ/r = L ;( (“; 'S
: 2 . L
(describe) 4 P\t.( M Q‘d,,{_-f;.éeﬂ £ 'éﬂv i/ il 4

For Residential Uses Number of Parcels or Units on Site (exclude secondary upits)
For Other Land Uses  Hours of Use Qﬁﬂ, ;‘,{ w 0 e fo pe f:, 2 A o Ql')‘arn?ﬂ » S ﬁ«. Mg
(See Appendix C) Number of People on Slte Maximum Number

Method of Calculalion

Height Data Height above Ground or Tallest Object (including antennas and trees) L{S /;,,lyﬂ FLay } ft.
Highest Elevation (above sea level) of Any Object or Terrain on Site fS 6 6 ft.
Flight Hazards Does the project involve any characteristics which could create electrical interference, O ves
confusing lights, glare, smoke, or other electrical or visual hazards to aircraft flight? & No

If yes, describe

LA 6y, e s, 1120



REFERRING AGENCY (TO BE COMPLETED BY AGENCY STAFF)

Date Received

Agency Name

Stalf Contact
Phone Number

Agency's Project Nao.

J0- 2L-10

C.0u ﬁ'\( or Kl‘\f g dC)_—-
|

QA b2,

CZ T2 b5

24155

Type of Project

N General Plan Amendment

Zoning Amendment or Variance

[0 Subdivision Approval

[OJ Use Pemnit
[0 Public Facility

lot p \&fL

IX Other

ALUC REVIEW (10 BE COMPLETED BY ALUC EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR)

Application Date Received By
Recaipt Is Application Complete? O Yes [ No
If No, cile reasons
Airport(s) Nearby
gr!l:@ry Compatibility Zone(s) O a OBt OB OC Ob O e O H.
riteria
Review Allowable (not prohibited) Use? O Yes [ No
Density/Intensity Acceptable? O Yes [ No
Open Land Requirement Met? [ Yes [ No
Height Acceptable? O Yes [ No
Easement/Deed Notice Provided? [ Yes [ No
Special Conditions Describe:
Supplemental Noise
Criteria
Review
Safely
Airspace
Protection
QOverflight
ACTIONS TAKEN (TO BE COMPLETED BY ALUC EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR)
ALUC Executive [ Approve Date
Director's Action [ Refer to ALUC
ALUC [J Consistent Date
Action [0 Consistent with Conditions (list conditions/attach additional pages if needed)

August 2007

[J Inconsistent (list reasons/attach additional pages if needed)




Brady, Russell

From: Keith Gardner [keefergard@shcglobal.net]
Sent: Tuesday, November 02, 2010 3:18 PM
To: Brady, Russell

Subject: Re: ZAP1067MA10

Russell,

Sure thing:

1) People on the site:
a) Caretakers Residence: No more than 5 people at any one time on a regular basis.
b) Storage Area: No more than 10 people at any one time. The work flow of the project is that the
workers are there only temporarily - they come in, prepare the vehicles for departure, and then leave.
There might be temporary maintenance activities, but there are no regular operational hours.

2) Heights of structures:
a) Caretaker's Residence: approximately 15 feet tall
b) Truck Storage Building: approximately 25 feet tall
c) Work Shop Building: approximately 30 feet tall
d) Light Poles: approximately 20 feet tall

e) Fences: No higher than 6 feet tall

Keith Gardner Keefer Consulting (951) 533-2934

From: "Brady, Russell" <rbrady@rctima.org>

To: "keefergard@sbcglobal.net" <keefergard@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Tue, November 2, 2010 12:30:25 PM

Subject: RE: ZAP1067MA10

Thanks. Two more things and | think that'll be it.

First, the current 1984 plan for March does not have intensity restrictions for the area the project is within and
the project won’t be subject to the draft standards of the March Joint Land Use Study. However, we like to
mention how projects compare to the draft standards for reference. The draft standards are max 200 people
per average acre and max 500 for a single acre, so the project | wouldn’t imagine would get anywhere near
this. Still, it would be nice to know how many people would be on the site and within a particular building at a
reasonable maximum use. Is it possible to get an estimate for each building and for the entire site?

Second, on the application, the max height is noted as 45'. Is it possible to get a breakdown of the heights of
each building or other structures/features (like the light post), even if they are just estimates?

Russell Brady
Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission
Contract Staff

4080 Lemon Street, 9" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501
(951) 955-0549



(951) 955-0923 (fax)
rbradv@rctima.org

From: keefergardr@i sbecglobal.net [mailto;keeferqafd@sbcqlobal.nét]i
Sent: Tuesday, November 02, 2010 11:29 AM
To: Brady, Russell

Subject: Re: ZAP1067MA10

Yes, that is correct. Entire area proposed to be BP

Sent via DROID on Verizon Wireless

----- Original message-----

From: "Brady, Russell" <rbrady@rctima.org>

To: "&apos;keefergard@sbcglobal.net&apos;" <keefergard@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Tue, Nov 2, 2010 18:25:32 GMT+00:00

Subject: ZAP1067MA10

Just wanted to confirm whether the GPA area is the same as the CZ area. 2 parcels totaling approx 7.5 acres.
Is that correct?

Russell Brady
Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission
Contract Staff

4080 Lemon Street, 9" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

(951) 955-0549

(951) 955-0923 (fax)
rbrady@rctima.org




COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT
AGENDA ITEM: 2.2
HEARING DATE: December 9, 2010
CASE SUMMARY
CASE NUMBER: ZAP1038FV10 — Physicians’ Hospital of Murrieta, LLC
(Representative: Lee Ambers, Vertical Aeronautics
International)

APPROVING JURISDICTION: City of Murrieta (Conditional Use Permit, Development Plan)

JURISDICTION CASE NO.: CUP# 007-2499 (Conditional Use Permit), DP # 008-2608
(Development Plan)

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the proposed hospital heliport be found CONSISTENT with the
Countywide Policies of the 2004 Riverside County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan,
subject to the conditions specified herein.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Physicians’ Hospital of Murrieta, LLC proposes to establish a heliport (specifically, a hospital
helistop). The facility will consist of a 45-foot by 45-foot (2,025 square foot) Touchdown and
Liftoff Area (TLOF) on an elevated metal landing pad with associated gurney ramp, perimeter
lighting, and painted markings, with ground mounted illuminated wind cone and building mounted
illuminated wind cone, and the design will comply with FAA requirements.

The Final Approach and Takeoff Area (FATO) will be 80-foot in diameter (15,775 square feet)
centered on the TLOF and will be surrounded by a safety area 110-feet in diameter (29,825 square
feet) centered on the TLOF.

The acoustical study prepared by Hans Giroux is predicated on an assumption of three operations per
month. The Sikorsky S-76C+, which is anticipated for use at the proposed hospital, was utilized to

generate the noise analysis.

PROJECT LOCATION:

The proposed Physicians’ Hospital of Murrieta has an address of 28159 Baxter Road, located
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northerly of Baxter Road, easterly of Antelope Road and 1-215, southerly of Triple C Ranch Road,
and westerly of Meadowlark Lane. The property is not located within an existing Airport Influence

Area.
- INTRODUCTION - BASIS FOR REVIEW:

As stated in Section 1.5.1 of the Countywide Policies of the Riverside County Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan, any “proposal for a new airport or heliport whether for public use or private use
(Public Utilities Code Section 21661.5)” requires referral to the Airport Land Use Commission for a
determination of consistency with the Commission’s Plan prior to approval by the local jurisdiction
“if the facility requires a state airport permit.” The Riverside County Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan (RCALUCP) Policy Document, adopted on October 14, 2004, articulates
“procedures and criteria” that the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) “shall utilize when
evaluating certain types of airport development proposals that. ..are subject to ALUC review and are
addressed by the Compatibility Plan.” In the case of a new airport or heliport, the proposal may be
approved if it is consistent with the specific review policies listed in Section 5.2 of the Countywide

Policies.

The ALUCP further states that, in its review of an Airport Master Plan or Airport Layout Plan, the
Commission shall focus on the noise, safety, airspace protection, and overflight impacts on the
surrounding land uses and must base its review on the proposed airfield design. In this regard, one of
the critical issues is whether existing and/or approved land uses in the surrounding area would be
considered incompatible with the heliport if the heliport were already in existence. Another critical
issue is whether the proposal includes measures to mitigate the noise, safety, airspace protection, and
overflight impacts on surrounding land uses. (Such measures could potentially include the siting of
flight tracks so as to minimize impacts, selection of operational procedures to minimize impacts,
installation of noise barriers or structural noise insulation, and/or acquisition of property interests on
the impacted land.) With regard to noise, any proposed construction or alteration “that would result
in a significant increase in cumulative noise exposure (measured in terms of CNEL) shall include
measures to reduce the exposure to a less-than-significant level.” “In locations having an existing
ambient noise level of less than 55 dB CNEL, a project that would increase the noise level by 5.0 dB
or more” would be considered to result in a significant noise increase. However, in areas with
existing ambient noise levels of 55-60 CNEL, a project that would increase the noise level by 3.0 dB
or more would be considered to result in a significant noise increase. In areas with existing ambient
noise levels greater than 60 CNEL, a project that would increase the noise level by 1.5 dB or more

would be considered to result in a significant noise increase.

SURROUNDING LAND USE:

The existing land uses surrounding the hospital consist primarily of suburban and rural uses. Future
or proposed land uses surrounding the hospital are primarily suburban or urban uses consisting of
industrial and business park uses located closest to the hospital to the north, south, and east and of
moderate to higher density residential uses located further to the east and west of the hospital. The
projected flight path for approaches to, and departures from, the heliport would primarily overfly
lands to the north of the hospital that are currently either vacant or occupied by rural uses. The
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portions of this area in the City of Murrieta are designated for industrial uses, while the portions
within unincorporated areas of Riverside County are designated for rural uses.

In addition, the safety and noise hazards must be balanced against the health and safety benefits of
the facility. According to the Hospital’s website, the hospital will contain a full service Emergency
Department, with a 20-bed capacity. It is expected that the primary situation in which the heliport
would be used would be for the transport of critically ill and injured patients from emergency scenes

and from other health care facilities.

NOISE STUDY:

A noise study was prepared by Hans Giroux and submitted to ALUC staff. Existing noise conditions
on the project site and in the surrounding areca were based on measurements taken from two
locations, both located on the project site. Meter location 1 was placed 450’ easterly of the I-215
centerline, approximately 280’ easterly from the westerly property line of the hospital. Meter
location 2 was placed 230’ easterly of the [-215 centerline, approximately 60’ easterly of the westerly
property line of the hospital. Existing noise measurements indicate a noise level of 64.4 dB CNEL
on the project site. The study identified the closest existing and future sensitive receptor to be an
existing residence located approximately 700’ from the proposed helipad. Based on the residence’s
distance from I-215 and the noise measurements taken on the project site, the noise level at the
existing residence is estimated to be 67.9 dB CNEL.

The study assumes that on average three helicopter operations per month would occur at the hospital.
(The study departs from the usual nomenclature in its treatment of a takeoff and landing combination
as a single operation.) Based on this, a worst case day scenario of one helicopter operation (takeoff
and landing) was utilized in the analysis of noise impacts of the helipad. Information on the
Sikorsky S-76C+ was also utilized as the anticipated helicopter to be used at the hospital. The
analysis also utilized FAA established noise standards for helicopters during flyover, takeoff, and
approach maneuvers, which the Sikorsky S-76C+ meets.

The analysis determined that at a distance of 700’ from the helipad (the approximate distance of the
existing residence), the anticipated helicopter operations would add 55 dB to the existing 68 dB
CNEL. Due to the logarithmic character of decibels, this would result in an estimated increase in
noise of only 0.2 dB on the existing residence if the flight were to occur during nighttime hours
between 10 p.m. and 7 am. This is well below the 1.5 dB CNEL increase that ALUC has
established as its threshold of significance; the increase in average noise is not seen as a substantial

noise impact.

Single event noise impacts were also analyzed in addition to average daily noise impacts. At a
distance of 700, noise from the helicopter operations is expected to be a maximum of 80 dB Lmax.
Structural attenuation of the existing residence in a windows closed situation is assumed to be 20 dB,
thus reducing interior noise to a maximum of 60 dB. Awakenings during night time hours would be
of most concern. Based on the formula for awakenings from single event-level in the Encyclopedia
of Acoustics, the study determined that a 29 percent average awakening rate would be expected. At
three operations per month, a person might be awakened once per month.
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The study determined that the noise generated by helicopter operations would be well within
residential standards established by the City of Murrieta. However, infrequent sleep disturbance
could occur during nocturnal landings. Due to the infrequency of these events and the masking
effects of background traffic noise from the adjacent I-215 freeway, the impact would be less than

significant.

FAA AIRSPACE DETERMINATION:

On August 2, 2010, the Federal Aviation Administration issued a determination that the proposed
project (Airspace Case No. 2010-AWP-773-NRA) is “acceptable from an airspace utilization
standpoint and will not adversely affect the safe and efficient use of airspace by aircraft.”

AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION STAFF RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS:

1.

No operations (takeoffs or landings) shall be conducted until such time as the State of
California Department of Transportation Division of Aeronautics has issued a Site Approval
Permit and subsequent Heliport Permit pursuant to Sections 3525 through 3560 of Title 21 of

the California Code of Regulations.

The heliport shall be designed and constructed in accordance with FAA Advisory Circular
150/5390-2B, Heliport Design.

Establishment and operations shall comply with the recommendations and requirements of
the Federal Aviation Administration letter dated August 2, 2010, a copy of which is attached

hereto.
Helicopter idle time shall be minimized as much as possible.

The Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) requests that Physicians’
Hospital of Murrieta consider returning to ALUC to seek advisory comments regarding
mitigation of noise impacts on surrounding properties in the event that the average number of
monthly operations exceeds six (6) within any given quarterly period.

Y AALUC\French Valle\ZAP1038FV10sr.doc
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U.S Department ' Western-Pacific Region P.O. Box 92007

of Transportation Los Angeles Airports District Office  Los Angeles, CA 90009

Federal Aviation
Administration

August 2, 2010 RECENED
Mr. Lee Ambers ; - AUG 4 2010
Vertical Aeronautics International :

P.0. Box 7570 VERTICAL

Van Nuys, CA 91409-7570 ) AERONAUTICS, INT'L.

Physicians’ Hospital Heliport
Murrieta, California
Airspace Case No. 2010-AWP-773-NRA
Lat. 33-36-52.70 N, Long. 117-10-11.34 W (NAD 83)

Dear Mr. Ambers:

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) has completed an airspace study in
response to your proposal submitted on FAA Form 7480-1, Notice of Landing Area
Proposal, for the activation and establishment of the subject private heliport in
Murrieta, California. Our analysis determined that the proposal is acceptable
from an airspace utilization standpoint and will not adversely affect the safe
and efficient use of airspace by aircraft. Therefore, the FAA does not object to
the establishment of the proposed landing area, provided the following conditions
are met:

a. The landing area is operated for private-use only.

b. Operations are to be conducted at this facility only during Visual Flight
Rule (VFR) conditions, and in accordance with the
restrictions/communications requirements of the overlying class of
airspace.

c. The proposed heliport lies in close proximity (approx. 3.19 nm southeast)
to the French Valley Airport, a public use landing area; therefore,
operators using the hospital heliport should be apprised of potential
fixed-wing VFR aircraft traffic activity within the area.

d. The landing area operator shall ensure and maintain obstruction-free
routes of ingress/egress to the landing area.

€. Recommend that the light poles in the designated parking lot south of the
helipad be lowered so as to clear the 8:1 Final Approach and Takeoff Area
(FATO) for ingress and egress.

f. Contact should be made with the California Department of Transportation,
Aeronautics Division, and (CALTRANS) in order for their office to make an
evaluation and determination in regards to obtaining a state heliport
permit. Your point of contact is:

Mr. Jeff Brown

Chief, Office of Airports

California Department of Transportation
Division of Reronautics, MS40

P.0. Box 942874

Sacramento, CA 95274

916-654-4565



This airspace study did not include an environmental review to determine whether
or not the proposed development is environmentally acceptable in accordance with
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 (Public Law 91-190), as
amended.

This determination does not constitute FAA approval or disapproval of the
physical development involved in the proposal. It is a determination with
respect to the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace by aircraft and with
respect to the safety of persons and property on the ground.

In making this determination, the FAA has considered matters such as the effect
the proposal would have on existing or planned traffic patterns of neighboring
airports, the effect it would have on the existing airspace structure and
projected programs of the FAA, the effects it would have on the safety of persons
and property on the ground, .and the effects that existing or proposed manmade
objects (on file with the FARA) and known natural objects within the affected area
would have on the heliport proposal. Also, this determination in no way preempts
or waives any ordinances, laws, or regulations of any other government body or

agency.

The FAA cannot prevent the construction of structures near heliports. The
facility environs can only be protected through such means as local zoning
ordinances or acquisition of property rights. We are enclosing a graphic
depiction (Figure 2) entitled “Airport Imaginary Surfaces for Heliports” of the
proper vertical clearances, which should be maintained between the
approach/departure surfaces to a landing area and highways for rotor wing
operations . Please note that a 17-foot minimum clearance is required for
interstate highways. Figure 2 is incorporated herein and made a part of this
determination. ‘

This determination expires on February 2, 2012, unless it is otherwise extended,
revised, or terminated, or the facility is constructed before that date. Aan
extension may be requested through our office, if necessary, up to 15-days prior
to this expiration date.

Also enclosed is the Airport Master Record, FAA Form 5010-5. Within 30-days
after the landing area becomes operational, we weould appreciate you adding the
heliport to this form, signing, dating and returning it to me at thisg office, so
your facility can be included in the FAA Airport Data System.

If you have any questions, Please contact me at all 310/725-3628.

Sincerely,

W ate D g
Margie Drili}ng ES}
Alrport Planner -

cai California Department of Transportation
Mr. Jeff Brown
Division of Aeronautics, MS 40
Chief, Office of Airports
P.O. Box 942874
Sacramento, CA 95274
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US DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL AVIATION ADM NISTRATION

AIRPORT MASTER RECORD

FORM APPROVED OMB 2120-0015
11/30/2008

>1 ASSOC. CITY:
>2 AIRPORT NAME:
3 CBD TO AIRPORT (NM):

4. STATE:

6 REGION/ADO:

FAA SITE NR:

GENERAL

10 OWNERSHIP:
11 OWNER:
12 ADDRESS:

13 PHONE NR:
14 MANAGER:
15 ADDRESS:

16 PHONE NR:
17 ATTENDANCE SCHEDULE:

MONTHS DAYS HOURS

18 AIRPORT USE:
19 ARPT LAT:
20 ARPT LON:
21 ARPT ELEV:
22 ACREAGE:
>23 RIGHT TRAFFIC:
24 NON-COMM LANDING:

RUNWAY DATA

LOC ID:
5 COUNTY:
7 SECT AERO CHT:
SERVICES
>70 FUEL:
FACILITIES

>80 ARPT BCN:
>81 ARPT LGT SKED:
>82 UNICOM:
83 WIND INDICATOR:
84 SEGMENTED CIRCLE:
85 CONTROL TWR:
86 FSS:
87 FSS ON ARPT:
88 FSS PHONE NR:
89 TOLL FREE NR:

BASED AIRCRAFT

S0 SINGLE ENG:
91 MULTI ENG:
92 JET:

TOTAL

93 HELICOPTERS:
94 GLIDERS:

95 MILITARY:

96 ULTRA-LIGHT:

>30 RUNWAY IDENT:
>31 LENGTH:
>32 WIDTH:

33 SURF TYPE-COND:

LIGHTING/APCH AIDS

>40 EDGE INTENSITY:
>42 RWY MARK TYPE-COND:

OBSTRUCTION DATA

50 PART 77 CATEGORY:
51 DISPLACED THLD:

52 CTLG OBSTN:

53 OBSTN MARKED/LGTD:
54 HGT ABOVE RWY END:
655 DIST FROM RWY END:

—— e e

—— e
— e

—— e e

e -

(>) ARPT MGR PLEASE ADVISE FSS IN ITEM 86 WHEN CHANGES OCCUR TO ITEMS PRECEDED BY>

>110 REMARKS:

111 OWNER/MANAGER SIGNATURE

113 DATE:

FAA Form 6010-5 (4/86) SUPERSEDES PREVIOUS EDITION

NSN: 0052-00-845-3003
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EXCERPTS

NOISE IMPACT ANALYSIS
THE PHYSICIAN HOSPITAL OF MURRIETA

CITY OF MURRIETA, CALIFORNIA

Prepared for:

Tom Dodson & Associates

Attn: Tom Dodson

_ 2150 N. Arrowhead Avenue
San Bernardino, California 92405

Date:



BASELINE NOISE LEVELS

The project site is located in a predominantly rural area on an undeveloped parcel. The
primary source of noise affecting the project area baseline noise level is traffic from the
adjacent [-215 Freeway to the west. There are scattered residential uses around the site,
but none immediately adjacent. :

Noise measurements were made in order to document existing baseline levels in the area.
These help to serve as a basis for projecting future noise exposure, both from projects
upon the surrounding community and from ambient noise activity upon the proposed
project. Noise measurements were conducted on Tuesday January 15, 2008 and
Wednesday, January 15, 2008. The location of the noise measurements is shown in
Figure 1. The 24-hour monitoring results are shown in Table 2. The CNEL of 64.4
measured at 450 feet from the 1-215 centerline, is representative of existing conditions at

the proposed hospital building itself.

Short term noise measurements were also obtained at a site closer to the 1-215,
approximately 230 feet the centerline. The results are as follows:

Hour Leq (dB) :\
7:00-8:00 67.2
8:00-9:00 63.7
. 9:00-10:00 63.5
12:00-13:00 1 62.9
| 13:00-14:00 63.7

The Leq’s at this site are almost exactly +5 dB higher in comparison to the Leq’s farther
east, north of the fire station. CNEL’s immediately adjacent to the freeway are expected
to be just under 70 dB. However, only parking arcas are proposed immediately adjacent
to the 1-215. The hospital itself is further setback and will experience slightly lower
CNEL’s.

The location of the residences closest to the site are shown in Figure 2 and summarized
below.

Location . Distance to 1-215 C/L Predicted I\.Iolse Level
‘ at Residence

Northern Residence 885 feet 61.4 dB CNEL

Southern Residence 200 feet 67.9 dB CNEL

Noise Study.doc 4




Table 2

Physician Hospital
Existing On-Site Hourly Leq’s and CNEL

Time Interval Site 1
14:00-15.00 60.2
15:00-16:00 60.4
16:00-17:00 60.8
17:00-18:00 61.8
18:00-19:00 61.6
19:00-20:00 60.1
20:00-21:00 58.6

100-7:00_

7:00-8:00 -
8:00-9:00 59.4
9:00-10:00 56.2
10:00-11:00 55.9
11:00-12:00 56.7
12:00-1:00 57.5
13:00-14:00 58.4
Shaded entries represent night time values (10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.)
Resultant CNEL
Measurement Site 1
Parameter
24-Hour CNEL 64.4

Noise Study.doc 6



Figure 2
Location of Adjacent Residences
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FIGURE 4

NOISE SENSITIVE ACTIVITY LOCATION
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HELICOPTER NOISE

The project is to include a helipad for emergency helicopter operations. The project applicant
indicates that on average 3 helicopter operations per month will occur at the hospital. Each
operation is one takeoff and landing. For helicopter noise analysis, a worst case day is assumed
to be one helicopter operation (takeoff and landing).

As a guide for the design of the Helipad, information for the Sikorsky S-76C+ helicopter was
utilized. Helicopter noise, like airplanes or on-road vehicles, is pre-empted from local control.
Helicopter noise is regulated by the Federal Aviation Authority (FAA). The FAA has
established noise standards for helicopters during specific maneuvers. These standards are
expressed in terms of the “Effective Perceived Noise Levels in Decibels” (EPNdB) during
flyover, take-off and approach maneuvers. Each specific type of helicopter must demonstrate the
ability to meet these standards in order to receive an airworthiness certification from FAA.,

New or recently acquired helicopters must meet “Stage 2” standards. The EPNdB (the noise
“dose” during a specified maneuver) for the Sikorsky S-76C+, compared to the FAA standard for
a 10,000 pound aircraft is as follows:

Maneuver FAA Standard | Sikorsky S-76C+ Margin of Safety
Flyover 25.7 91.6 4.1 dB
Take-Off 96.7 93.9 2.8 dB
Approach 97.7 96.1 1.6 dB

In each case, the helicopter anticipated for use at the proposed hospital meets federal noise
standards with a reasonable margin of safety.

The heliport location is shown in Figure 4. The heliport is located adjacent to the I-215 freeway

and the closest residential use is to the south, more than 700 feet from the heliport pad. Current

noise levels at this residence due to freeway proximity are about 68 dB CNEL. A helicopter

noise study for the Temecula Regional Hospital concluded that the worst-case 24-hour CNEL at

a point of 700 feet south of the helipad would be less than 55 dB. Because of the logarithmic -
character of decibels, the addition of 55 dB to the 68 dB CNEL background constitutes a +0.2 dB

increase if the flight occurs between 10 p.m. and 7 a.m. Changes of +0.2 dB CNEL are not

perceptible. If the flights occurs during the daytime, the weighted CNEL due to helicopter

operations would be 45 dB CNEL at the nearest home. A daytime plus helicopter operation

would increase background noise levels by +0.02 dB CNEL.

Although CNEL is the standard noise analysis criterion for transportation sources, it is not
optimal for one single event that might occur only three times per month. Sleep disturbance
potential from a nocturnal operation is a more possible noise impact from isolated helicopter
cvents than from the 24-hour average. Measurements of helicopter noise at Santa Barbara
Cottage Hospital (1999) at approximately 700 feet from the helipad registered peak noise levels
of 80 dB (Lmax). Structural attenuation with mostly closed windows is around 20 dB. The
maximum interior noise level at the closest existing residence will be 60 dB. The percentage of

Noise Study.doc 1 8



awakenings from single event-level (SEL) intrusion is stated in the Encyclopedia of Acoustics to
be expressed as follows: :

Awakening (%) = 0.000007079 X (SEL) >**

For a one-minute helicopter landing, an indoor SEL level of 78 dB equates to a 29 percent
average awakening rate. At three likely events per month, a person might be awakened once per
month during a helicopter Janding. Such persons may similarly be occasionally awakened by
truck horns, engine noise, loud motorcycles, etc. on the adjacent freeway. The limited frequency
of probable noise intrusion (sleep disturbance) and the masking effects of existing freeway noise
are judged to render the impact of helicopter noise on residential interiors as Jess-than-
significant.

EMERGENCY VEHICLES

Because sirens are necessary for safety during an emergency they are exempt from noise
regulations. However, emergency ambulance sirens provide a potential noise source though such
noise occurs only sporadically and for limited time periods. Studies show maximum emergency
vehicle siren noise levels of 105 dB at 25 feet.

It is estimated that there will be 10 ambulances with siren per month at the hospital. A
considerably greater number of ambulances will call at the hospital, but the number of “Code 3”
events is generally small. Ambulances may arrive with flashing lights, but typically not with full
giren. Ambulances will likely arrive via Antelope Road, and thus impact few residential uses not
already exposed to freeway traffic.

Ambulance siren noise is designed to alert other drivers and to establish roadway priority for
possible life-saving situations. However, noise nuisance or disturbance to residents or other
noise-sensitive uses located close to the travel path may be an unintended consequence of this
action. During the daytime, a brief interruption of conversation or audibility of voice or music
may occur. Siren noise late at night may create sleep pattern disturbance. Sleep disturbance due
to siren noise to any substantial number of people would be considered a significant and non-

mitigable noise impact.

The single event level (SEL) from an ambulance siren is given as 120 dB SEL at 25 feet from the
source (Wieland, Lompoc Healthcare Noise Study, 2005), the sleep disturbance response curve
published by the American National Standards Institute (ANSL 2000), based upon 10,000
subject nights is as follows: ,

Probability of Awakening = 0.13 X SEL - 6.64

For open bedroom windows, the noise level reduction between the outside and inside is
approximately 10 dB. The percentage of people disturbed as a function of distance from the
siren to a residence is as follows:

Noise Study.doc ]. 9



SUMMARY OF NOISE IMPACTS

Short-term construction noise intrusion will be limited by conditions on construction permits
requiring compliance with the City of Murrieta Noise Ordinance. The allowed hours of
construction are from 7:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. on Monday through Saturday.

Traffic noise resulting from project implementation on area roadways will be less-than-
significant. '

The emergency generator should be housed within the mechanical plant building in order for
testing not to exceed residential noise standards at the nearest off-site sensitive receptor.

Sirens from emergency vehicles are exempt from noise codes because of the life-saving purposes
of medical facilities. However sirens could create occasional sleep disturbance, particularly for
‘people within 1,000 feet of hospital access routes if they have open windows. The sleep
disturbance potential of siren noise is considered a significant and non-mitigable impact.

Helicopter noise at the nearest home would be well within residential standards. However,
infrequent sleep disturbance could occur during nocturnal landings. Because of the infrequency of
such events and masking effects of background freeway noise, the effect is judged as less-than-
significant.

Operation of the hospitals proposed rooftop 'HVAC equipment would not have a significant noise

impact on the residential uses adjacent to the project site.

Mechanical plant cooling tower operation could exceed nocturnal residential noise standards in the
absence of any noise mitigation. A 15-foot wall along the northern perimeter of the cooling
towers will ensure that noise standards are met at the nearest off-site sensitive receptor.

Truck deliveries to the loading dock area will not cause a violation of the noise standards.

Noisc Study.doc 23



CHAPTER 2 COUNTYWIDE POLICIES

4.4.4. Land Use Conversion: The compatibility of uses in the airport influence areas shall be
preserved to the maximum feasible extent. Particular emphasis should be placed on

preservation of existing agricultural and open space uses.

(a) The convetsion of land from existing or planned agricultural, open space, indus-
trial, or commercial use to tesidential uses within Compatibility Zones A, B1, B2,

and C is strongly discouraged.

(b) In Compatibility Zone D, general plan amendments (as well as other discretionary
actions such as rezoning, subdivision approvals, use permits, etc.) that would
convert land to residential use or increase the density of residential uses should

be subject to careful consideration of overflight impacts.

5. COMPATIBILITY CRITERIA FOR AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT ACTIONS

5.1. Criteria for Master or Development Plans of Existing Airports

5.1.1.  Substance of Review: When reviewing airport master plans or development plans for
existing airports, the Commission shall determine whether activity forecasts or pro-
posed facility development identified in the plan differ from the forecasts and devel-
opment assumed for that airport in this Aaport Land Use Compatibility Plan. Attention
should specifically focus on:

(a) Activity forecasts that are: (1) significantly higher than those in the Aéirport Land
Use Compatibility Plan; or that (2) include a higher proportion of latger or noisier
aircraft.

(b) Proposals to: (1) construct a new runway or helicopter takeoff and landing area;
(2) change the length, width, or landing threshold location of an existing runway;
ot (3) establish an instrument approach procedure.

5.1.2.  Noise Impacts of New or Expanded Airports or Heliports: Any proposed construction of a
new airport or helipott or expansion of facilities at an existing airport or heliport that
would result in a significant increase in cumulative noise exposure (measured in
terms of CNEL) shall include measures to reduce the exposure to a less-than-
significant level. For the putposes of this plan, a noise increase shall be considered
significant if:

(a) In locations having an existing ambient noise level of less than 55 dB CNEL, the
project would increase the noise level by 5.0 dB or more.

(b) In locations having an existing ambient noise level of between 55 and 60 dB
CNEL, the project would increase the noise level by 3.0 dB or more.

(¢) In locations having an existing ambient noise level of more than 60 dB CNEL,
the project would increase the noise level by 1.5 dB or more.

5.1.3.  Consistency Determination: 'The Commission shall determine whether the proposed air-
port plan or development plan is consistent with the Airport Land Use Compatibility
Plan. 'The Commission shall base its determination of consistency on;
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COUNTYWIDE POLICIES CHAPTER 2

(a) Findings that the forecasts and development identified in the airport plan would
not result in greater noise, overflight, and safety impacts or height restrictions on
surrounding land uses than are assumed in the Aiport Land Use Compatibility Plan.

(b) A determination that any nonaviation development proposed for locations within
the airport boundary (excluding federal- or state-owned property) will be consis-
tent with the compatibility criteria and policies indicated in this Compatibility Plan
with respect to that aitport (see Policy 1.2.5 for definition of aviation-related

use).

5.2. Criteria for Proposed New Airporis or Heliports

5.2.1. Substance of Review: In reviewing proposals for new airports and heliports, the Com-
mission shall focus on the noise, safety, airspace protection, and overflight impacts
upon surrounding land uses.

(a) Other types of environmental impacts (e.g., air quality, water quality, natural
habitats, vehicle traffic, etc.) are not within the scope of Commission review.

(b) The Commission shall evaluate the adequacy of the proposed facility design (in
terms of federal and state standards) only to the extent that the design affects

surrounding land use.

(¢) The Commission must base its review on the proposed airfield design. The
Commission does not have the authority to requite alterations to the airfield de-
sign.

5.2.2.  Airport/Land Use Relationships: The review shall examine the relationships between

existing and planned land uses in the vicinity of the proposed airport or heliport and
the impacts that the proposed facility would have upon these land uses.

(a) Questions to be considered should include:

(1) Would the existing or planned land uses be considered incompatible with the
aitport or heliport if the latter wete already in existence?

(2) What measures are included in the airport or heliport proposal to mitigate
the noise, safety, aitspace protection, and overflight impacts on surrounding
land uses? Such measures might include:

» Location of flight tracks so as to minimize the impacts;

» Other operational procedures to minimize impacts;

» Installation of noise bartiers or structural noise insulation;

» Acquisition of property interests (fee title or easements) on the impacted
land.

(b) The noise impact assessment criteria listed in Policy 5.1.2 with respect to airport
expansion projects shall also be considered with regard to the review of new air-

pott development.
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
RIVERSIDE COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION
4080 Lemon Street, 14th Floor
RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA 92501

A PUBLIC HEARING has been scheduled before the Riverside County
Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) to consider the application
described below.

Any person may submit written comments to the ALUC before the hearing
or may appear and be heard in support of or opposition to the project at
the time of hearing. The proposed project application may be viewed at
the Riverside County Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon Street, 14"
Floor, Riverside, California 92501, Monday through Thursday from 8:00
a.m. to 5:00 p.m., except Thursday, November 25 (Thanksgiving Day).

PLACE OF HEARING: Riverside County Administration Center
4080 Lemon St., Hearing Room (1 Floor)

Riverside, California
DATE OF HEARING: Thursday, December 9, 2010
TIME OF HEARING: 9:00 A.M.

CASE DESCRIPTION:

ZAP1038FV10 — Vertical Aeronautics International, for Physicans’
Hospital of Murrieta, LLC (Representative: Lee Ambers) — City Case No.
CUP No. 007-2499 (Conditional Use Permit) — A proposal to establish a
heliport (specifically, a hospital heliport) on the grounds of Physicians’
Hospital of Murrieta, located at 28159 Baxter Road in the City of Murrieta.
The hospital campus is located northerly of relocated Baxter Road,
easterly of Interstate 215 and Antelope Road, and southerly of Triple C
Ranch Road. The facility will consist of a 45-foot square (2,025 square
foot) touchdown and lift-off area with wind cone, lighting, and painted
markings, and the design will comply with Federal Aviation Administration
and CALTRANS Division of Aeronautics requirements.

FURTHER INFORMATION: Contact Russell Brady at (951) 955-0549 or John
Guerin at (951) 955-0982. The ALUC holds hearings for local discretionary permits
within the Airport Influence Areas, reviewing for aeronautical safety, noise and
obstructions, and reviews proposals for new airports and heliports. All other
concerns should be addressed to Mr. Paul Swancott, City of Murrieta Planning

Department, at (951) 461-6063.
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ALUC Identification No.

APPLICATION FOR MAJOR LAND USE ACTION REVIEW

RIVERSIDE COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 'Z/)’P 1025 FV/10

PROJECT PROPONENT (TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT)

" Date of Application

Property Owner 1 \(5\‘“1?-‘ 'HL“SF’I P et Ao '6’%« LL(, Phone Numbert FQ G58-2L 88
Mailing Address 201 S5 8¢ l) ) Lo

reaniciod Tl 37867
Agent (if any) Leg Anbevs Phone Number( %18) 996034 S

Mailing Address Verticme deponiaumies \NTEZRATICIG o

POWBer IS0

fad Nuys ca Geduq

!

PROJECT LOCATION (TO BE COMPLETED BY APF'LICANT) :
Aftach an accurafe.ly scaled map shomng the relationship of the projact sile to the airport boundary and run ways

Street Address 2 ¥154 @Au T2 Boa D

MU &™ (m 0LSE%

Assessor's Parcel No. 55"‘ 250 = 0 EG o8 ,9 'q LO° 2‘5 &1F Parcel Size .04 Ao

Subdivision Name ?M 5SSO N )
2 e Zoning P P
Lot Number 17 AP-L& k Classification )

PROJECT DESCRIPTION (10 BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT) — -~ — — = = = e =
If applicable, atlach a de.!alrad site plan showing ground elevations, the location of s!mcfures, open spaces and waler bodies, and the hefghfs of s.!mcfures and trees,
- include additional project descripfion dala as needed -

Existing Land Use i‘w‘f()i"'ﬁu.-,- MED:L A DT coLLDé £ Hd:_" \.i{)ﬂ"’f L’V’L({n"'

(describe) C ot et o £

Proposed Land Use H{_\ ;)Iﬁ)l.a MEDICR L OFFEILE GeDE FEG GRS

(describe)
For Residential Uses  Number of Parcels or Units on Site (exclude secondary units) ) L i (AN
For Other Land Uses Hours of Use AL.L,
(See Appendix C) Number of People on Site Maximum Number U & 0=2€ G200
Method of Calculation é[-h:—: L Po 0 — 1NAT ATENVE W
= ~
Height Data Height above Ground or Tallest Object (including antennas and trees) e ft.
‘ i

Highest Elevation (above sea level) of Any Object or Terrain on Site 1149 & ft.
Flight Hazards Does the project involve any characteristics which could create electrical interference, O Yes

confusing lights, glare, smoke, or other electrical or visual hazards to aircraft flight? ,& No

b

If yes, describe




REFERRING AGENCY (TO BE COMPLETED BY AGENCY STAFF)
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Agency Name

Lty BF Wue2ETH

Pt ind i Ve b= o
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[0 General Plan Amendment

[0 Zoning Amendment or Variance

Staff Contact [ _ﬁu-h‘-‘\ HLloTT O Subdivision Approval
Phone Number 451 ) Ai - (0L K Use Permit
”~ = - - P L %
Agency's Project No. U Py T-Z244% % [J Public Facility
DP,P" 0% .- Y [ Other
ALUC REVIEW (T0 BE COMPLETED BY ALUC EXECUTIVE DrRE{;TOR)
Application Date Received By
Receipt Is Application Complete? O Yes [O No
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Airport(s) Nearby
gr!{na,rv Compatibility Zone(s) O A Os81 OB [QOcC O Do OE O Ht.
riteria
Review Allowable (not prohibited) Use? O Yes O No
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Open Land Requirement Met? O Yes [O No
Height Acceptable? O Yes [0 No
Easement/Deed Notice Provided? O Yes [0 No
Special Conditions Describe:
Supplemental Noise
Criteria
Review
Safety
Airspace
Protection
Overflight
ACTIONS TAKEN (T BE COMPLETED BY ALUC EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR)
ALUC Executive O Approve Date
Director’s Action O Referto ALUC
ALUC [0 cConsistent Date
Action 0

August 2007

Consistent with Conditions (list conditions/attach additional pages if needed)

O Inconsistent (list reasons/attach additional pages if needed)




COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT
AGENDA ITEM: 2.3
HEARING DATE: December 9, 2010
CASE SUMMARY
CASE NUMBER: ZAP1008PS10 — M. Andrew Starke, Windpower Partners

1993, LP (Representative: Mike Peroni, Altum Group)

APPROVING JURISDICTION: City of Palm Springs (Conditional Use Permit, Variance)

JURISDICTION CASE NO.: CUP 5.1240 (Conditional Use Permit); 6.522-VAR
(Variance)

MAJOR ISSUES:

On August 20, 2010, the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) issued a “Notice of Presumed
Hazard” for Aeronautical Study Nos. 2010-WTW-10854-OFE through 2010-WTW-10886-OFE.
These are studies of the effects of each of the 29 wind turbines (WECS: wind energy
conversion systems) proposed through CUP 5.1240, plus 4 WECS on Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) land directly easterly of this project’s “western block.” Each notice states
that the structure would cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs
radar (PSP) ASR-9. The notices are similar (except for the elevation [above mean sea level] of
each WECS). Two such letters are included directly behind this staff report text for ease of
access, while the remaining letters are included at the back of the staff report packet.
However, this notice is an initial finding. The project applicant has provided additional
information to FAA staff indicating that the proposed wind turbines would produce less radar
interference than the existing wind turbines being replaced. At the time of writing of the staff
report, staff has not received any direct comment from FAA staff on the current status of
revisions to these hazard determinations (if any). A response letter from the applicant to the
FAA is attached to this staff report (following the two FAA notices).

RECOMMENDATION:

Pursuant to the “Notice of Presumed Hazard” issued by the FAA, staff is unable to recommend
conditional consistency, due to the apparent as yet unresolved issues related to radar
interference. Therefore, at this time, staff recommends a CONTINUANCE to January 13",
2011. However, in the event that the FAA changes its position and issues a “Determination of
No Hazard to Air Navigation” for each structure, staff would recommend that the Commission
find the proposed project consistent, subject to the conditions included herein.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Windpower Partners, 1993 proposes to remove (decommission) up to 89 existing wind turbine
generators at a maximum height of 136.15 feet with a total capacity of 32.04 MWs and replace them
with 29 wind turbine generators at a maximum height of 339.57 feet with a total capacity of 43.5
MWs. A number of the existing wind turbines are non-functional and the remaining wind turbines
are reaching the end of their operational lives. The project is divided into two areas, a western block
and an eastern block. The western block would remove 9 wind turbines and replace them with 3
wind turbines. The eastern block would remove 80 wind turbines and replace them with 26 wind

turbines.

PROJECT LOCATION:

The western block is located northerly of SH-111 and southerly of I-10, accessible by Tipton Road.
The eastern block is located northerly of I-10, westerly of Karen Avenue, southerly of 16" Avenue
and Powerline Road, and easterly of Lokter Lane. The property is not located within an existing

Airport Influence Area.
INTRODUCTION - BASIS FOR REVIEW:

As stated in Section 1.5.3.¢ of the Countywide Policies of the Riverside County Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan, “any proposal for construction or alteration of a structure (including antennas)
taller than 200 feet above the ground level at the site” requires referral to the Airport Land Use
Commission for a determination of consistency with the Commission’s Plan prior to approval by the
local jurisdiction. Such facilities also require notification to the FAA pursuant to Part 77, Paragraph
77.13. The Riverside County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (RCALUCP) Policy Document,
adopted on October 14, 2004, does not articulate specific procedures or criteria to evaluate such
facilities by the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC). As such, the determination by FAA’s
Obstruction Evaluation Service (through the Form 7460-1 process) is pivotal in providing a basis for

the ALUC’s decision on such a facility.

POTENTIAL STAFF RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS (to be applied in the event of a
revised FAA determination):

1. WECS shall be marked and/or lighted in accordance with FAA Advisory Circular 70/7460-1
70/7460-1K, Obstruction Marking and Lighting, red lights — Chapters 4, 5 (Red), & 12, as
implemented through the use of the continuously monitored Red Synchronized Lighting
System as described below.

2. Within five (5) days after the construction reaches its greatest height, FAA Form 7460-2,
Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, shall be completed by the project proponent or
his/her designee and submitted to the Federal Aviation Administration Air Traffic Airspace
Branch, ASW-520, 2601 Meacham Blvd., Fort Worth TX 76137-0520.

3 The specific coordinates, heights, and power shall not be amended without further review by
the Airport Land Use Commission and the Federal Aviation Administration; provided,
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10.

I1.

12,

13

however, that reduction in height shall not require further review by the Airport Land Use
Commission.

Due to the specification of turbines to be lighted using the Red Synchronized Lighting
System, any change to the development in terms of turbine height, physical layout and design
of the development, or turbine obstruction lighting designation, including, but not limited to,
the deletion of any turbines included in the Red Synchronized Lighting System, shall require
the entire development to be resubmitted to the FAA for airspace evaluation.

Each wind turbine shall be painted in a bright white color for daytime conspicuity.

The twenty-nine wind turbines shall be obstruction lighted for nighttime conspicuity using
single-fixture L-864 Red Synchronized Lighting, as outlined in the report prepared by the
FAA William J. Hughes Technical Center titled “Development of Obstruction Lighting
Standards for Wind Turbine Farms”. Minimum intensities of 2,000 candelas for nighttime
red flashing are required. The lighting shall be continuously monitored.

Light outage notification by the project sponsor and/or operator to the FAA Automated Flight
Service Station (AFSS) facility is required for either light outages on any of the individual
turbines and/or the failure of the synchronization system.

Temporary construction equipment used during actual construction of the facilities shall not
exceed the height of the proposed facilities, unless separate notice is provided to the Federal
Aviation Administration through the Form 7460-1 process.

The proposed WECS shall not generate electrical interference that may be detrimental to the
operation of aircraft and/or aircraft instrumentation.

Other than FAA-approved lighting and marking as specified above, no lighting shall be
installed that would direct a steady light or flashing light of red, white, green, or amber colors
associated with aircraft operations toward an aircraft engaged in an initial straight climb
during takeoff or toward an aircraft engaged in a straight final approach toward a landing at

an airport.

Rotor blades shall utilize a flat or matte (non-glossy) finish so as to minimize the reflection
of sunlight towards an aircraft engaged in an initial straight climb during takeoff or towards
an aircraft engaged in a straight final approach toward a landing at an airport.

The WECS and any accessory uses shall not generate smoke or water vapor and shall be
designed so as not to attract large concentrations of birds.

The maximum height of any WECS and tower shall not exceed 339.57 feet to top of blade at
12 o’clock position.

YA\ALUC\Palm Springs\Z2AP1008PS10decsr.doc



Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
€\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10854-OE
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL. 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T1

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-54-56.10N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-38-30.00W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1580 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.

See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE
DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.

IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10854-OFE.

Signature Control No: 128335409-129932360 (NPH -WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10854-OFE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would

have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary
user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10886-OFE
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T33

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-54-30.21N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-33-53.71W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1108 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10886-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335482-129932429 (NPH -WT)
Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10886-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would
have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary

user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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October 26, 2010

Ms. Donna O’Neill

Specialist

Federal Aviation Administration
Air Traffic Branch, ASW-520
2601 Meacham Blvd

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Re: 2010-WTW-10854-0E to 2010-WTW-10886-0OE

Dear Ms. O’Neill:

On August 20, 2010, we received Notices of Presumed Hazard (NPH) for all 33 of our proposed
wind turbines located in Palm Springs, California. The rationale in the additional information
appended to each NPH stated that these wind turbines, in conjunction with existing wind
turbines, will have a cumuluative effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) Airport Surveillance Radar

model-9 (ASR-9).

At the time of filing the Notices of Proposed Construction or Alteration, FAA Form 7460-1, we
did not inform the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) that the 33 wind turbines constituted
a repower project, rather than a completely new wind project. The project will replace 162
aging wind turbines with 33 custom wind turbines specially designed to conform with city
height requirements and to closely align with other recently permitted projects. See Figure 1
for a comparison of the old project versus the repower project.

We believe that if the FAA investigates this matter further it will be determined that initial
findings of the aeronautical studies should be reversed because a decrease in the level of effect
on the PSP ASR-9 will likely be found. Worst case, there will be no material difference in the

radar performance.

A simple exercise of plotting and counting the wind turbines that fall within a 1/16 nmi by 1.4
degree radar cell shows that the exsiting 162 legacy wind turbines populate 75 cells versus 33
radar cells for the 33 new wind turbines. A magnetic variation of 13 degrees east was used for
this analysis. See Figure 2. Although this exercise does not account for the differences in the
reflected energy from the wind turbines and the number of adjacent radar cells potentially
influenced, it does, however, quickly demonstrate that the level of effect of the repower
project on the PSP ASR-9 should be expected to be less than the current level of effect of the

existing project that will be removed.



It should also be noted that 27 of the 162 aging wind turbines are some of the closest wind
turbines to Palm Springs International Airport. These 27 wind turbines will be completely

removed as part of the repower project.

In summary, an 80% drop in the number of wind turbines and a 46% drop in the number of
radar cells potentially affected suggests that the radar performance for ASR-9 PSP should
improve with this repower project. We request that the FAA issue Determinations of No
Hazard (DNH) for all of the 33 proposed wind turbines or further engage Technical Operations
(Tech Ops) to conduct an analysis using the Radar Support System (RSS) to confirm our
comments and show that this repower project will not have substantial adverse
electromagnetic interference effect upon the PSP ASR-9, and therefore should not be a hazard

to air navigation.

Also, we request that the FAA contact me, Jess Melin at (561) 304-5434 or
jess.melin@nexteraenergy.com, or our radar consultant, Geoff Blackman at (405) 816-2604 or
gnblackman@westslopeconsulting.com, regarding the intent of the FAA in this matter. Lastly,
we request that the FAA provide copies of any analysis by Tech Ops or Air Traffic (AT), so that
our consultants can further evaluate any concerns prior to issuance of the final determination.

Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Jess A. Melin

Project Director

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universe Blvd. FEW/JB
Juno Beach, FL 33408



Figure 1 Old project layout consisting of 162 legacy wind turbines (left) versus repower project layout consisting of 33 new wind
turbines (right)
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Figure 2 Radar cells populated by old project (top) versus repower project (bottom)
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Attachment B
Brief Project Description

Introduction

Windpower Partners 1993, L.P.! (Windpower Partners) proposes to construct the Palm Springs Repower
Wind Energy Center (Project) on private properties within the jurisdictional authority of the City of Palm
Springs, California (City). The Project will replace a large number of existing and aging turbines with a
smaller number of new turbines. The Project will consist of up to 29 wind turbine generators (WTG)
with an aggregate nominal nameplate generating capacity of 43.5 megawatts (MW) of electricity. The
Project will also include temporary construction laydown areas next to each turbine, use of the existing
operation and maintenance (O&M) facilities near |-10 and Indian Avenue, an interconnecting road
system, underground and overhead electrical collection lines to collect energy from the turbines, and
upgrades to existing switchyards and substations to transmit energy from the Project to the regional

power grid.
Location

The Project is located within the San Gorgonio Pass Area of Riverside County on properties which are
currently developed as wind energy facilities. The project site consists of approximately 675.75 acres,
divided into eastern and western blocks. The eastern block is located off Dillon Road between Indian
Avenue and State Highway 62 and is accessible via Interstate 10 (I-10) at Indian Avenue. The western
block is located near the intersection of Highway 111 and I-10 and is accessible via Tipton Road.

The entire project area is located within the jurisdictional authority of the City of Palm Springs (City). A
list of the assessor parcel numbers (APNs) that are included in the project site is presented below.

522080065
668250020
668270010
668280007
668280016
668280017
668280019
668400004
668400005
668400008
668411009
668411010

T WindPower Partners 1993, L.P is a wholly owned subsidiary of NextEra Energy Resources.



Proposed Project

As part of a re-powering project, Windpower Partners proposes to remove (decommission) up to 89
existing Kenetech KVS-33 (360 kilowatt (kW)) wind turbine generators (turbines) with a total nameplate
capacity of 32.04 MWs. A total of 9 existing KVS-33 turbines will be decommissioned in the western
block and 80 KVS-33 turbines will be decommissioned within the eastern block. The KVS-33 turbines
would be replaced with up to 29 General Electric (GE) 1.5 megawatt (MW) (SLE) turbines with 3 GE
turbines installed in the western block and the remaining 26 GE turbines installed in the eastern block.

The existing KVS-33 turbines were installed when the project was re-powered in 1993. A number of the
existing turbines are non-functional and the remaining machines are reaching the end of their
operational lives. The new GE 1.5 MW turbines would provide up to 43.5 MW of energy; additionally,
the GE 1.5 MW turbines represent more efficient technology and can operate over a wider range of
wind speed. Consequently, the re-powered project would increase the overall energy output of the

proposed facility.
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Table 4 California GHG Emissions

Sector 2002-2004 Average Projected 2020 Emissions
Emissions, MMTCO,e (Business as Usual), MMTCO,e

Transportation 179.3 225.4

Electricity 109.0 139.2

Commercial and Residential 41.0 46.7

Industry 95.9 100.5

Recycling and Waste 5.6 7.7

High Global Warming Potential 14.8 46.9

Agriculture 27.7 29.8

Forest Net Emissions -4.7 0.0

Emissions Total 468.6 596.2

3.7.4

3.7.5

3.7.6

Source: CARB Climate Change Scoping Plan, December 2008
MMTCO,e = million metric tons of CO; equivalent

Impacts

The nature of the project implies that there is no impact for either of the checklist questions.
The construction equipment utilized for the installation of the turbines does generate
greenhouse gas emissions. However, these are short-lived and on a small scale, and the end
result is the installation of alternative energy sources that will contribute to a continued
reduction of the use of fossil fuels in electricity generation. In addition, the installation of the
turbines does not conflict with any plans to reduce greenhouse gases; it actually contributes to
the implementation of these plans to ensure the continued operation of alternative energy
sources in an area proven to be suitable for wind energy generation.

Mitigation
No mitigation is necessary.

Level of Significance
The impact of the project on greenhouse gases is less than significant.

3.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

3.8.1

Sources

The following sources were utilized to support the conclusions made in this section:

* Riverside County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan Policy Document, Adopted March
2005, http://www.rcaluc.org/plan new.asp

e Department of Toxic Substances Control, Envirostor website,
http://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/search.asp?cmd=search&city=Palm%20Spring
s&zip=&county=Riverside&federal superfund=True&state response=True&voluntary cl
eanup=True&school cleanup=True&permitted=True&pc permitted=True&hist nonope
rating=True&corrective action=True&display results=Report&pub=True
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e Riverside County Land Information System,
http://www3.tlma.co.riverside.ca.us/pa/rclis/index.html

3.8.2 Thresholds of Significance

3.8.3

3.84

Would the project:

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

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonable foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the release of nhazardous materials into the
environment? ;

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

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result
in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

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

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

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

Environmental Setting

Hazardous and potentially hazardous chemicals to be used during construction of the project
and its associated linear facilities will include gasoline, diesel fuel, motor oil, hydraulic fluid,
solvents, cleaners, sealants, welding flux, various lubricants, paint, and paint thinner. There are
no feasible alternatives to motor fuels and oils for operating construction equipment. The types
of paint required are dictated by the types of equipment and structures that must be coated and
by the manufacturers’ requirements for coating.

Impacts

The quantities of hazardous materials that will be onsite during construction are small, and
similar to the quantities used during operation. Construction personnel will be trained to handle
the materials properly. The most likely possible incidents could involve the potential for fuels,
oil, and grease dripping from construction equipment. The small quantities of fuel, oil, and
grease that might drip from construction equipment will have relatively low toxicity.

Small oil spills may also occur during onsite refueling. The potential environmental effects from

fueling operations are expected to be limited to small areas of contaminated soil. If a fuel spill
occurs on soil, the contaminated soil will be placed into barrels or trucks for offsite disposal as a
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hazardous waste. The worst-case scenario for a chemical release from fueling operations is a
vehicle accident involving a service or refueling truck. ‘

During construction of the Project and linear facilities, regulated substances, as defined in
California’s Health and Safety Code, Section 25531, will not be used.

To minimize the potential for harmful releases through spills or contaminated runoff, chemicals
will be stored in tanks or drums located within secondary containment areas. Use of extremely
hazardous materials is not anticipated. Storage and use of hazardous materials will be subject to
a Hazardous Materials Management Plan approved by the City of Palm Springs or other
appropriate authority. Additional spill control and cleanup requirements are specified in the
Project’s Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and Spill Prevention Control and

Countermeasures (SPCC) plan.
The project is not located within one-quarter mile of any existing or proposed schools.

According to the California Department of Toxic Substances Control’s Envirostor database, the
project is not located on a hazardous materials site and is not located near any such sites.

The project is located approximately 7.5 miles northwest of the Palm Springs International
Airport; however, it is not included in the airport land use plan for this airport and would not
result in a safety hazard for people working or residing in the project area. The project is also
not located near any private airstrips. Additionally, the project would be subject to review by
the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA). FAA regulations require lighting on structures over
200 feet high. Through its Notice of Proposed Construction or Alteration (Form 7460.1), the FAA
will review the Project prior to construction (14 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 77). The
project sponsor will file this Notice for the project as soon as possible, and expects that a
Determination of No Hazard to Air Navigation will be received.

The turbines will be over 200 feet high and will therefore require appropriate obstruction
lighting. However, the FAA may determine that the absence of marking and/or lighting does not
threaten aviation. Recommendations on marking and lighting structures vary depending on
terrain, local weather patterns, geographic location, and, in the case of wind farms, the
cumulative number of towers and overall site layout. As a result of its review process, the FAA
may recommend that tower markings or aviation safety lighting be installed on all or only a
portion of the turbine towers.

Lighting of the wind farm will be in compliance with the FAA Obstruction Marking and Lighting
Advisory Circular (AC70/7460-1K). In general, FAA requires the intensity of the lights to be based
on a level of ambient light, with illumination below 2 foot-candles being normal for the night
and illumination of above 5 foot-candles being the standard for the day. It is anticipated the
lights will not be mounted on every turbine, but will be located on several strategically selected
turbines to mark the extent of the Project adequately, in accordance with the Project’s FAA

permit.
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
RIVERSIDE COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION
4080 Lemon Street, 14" Floor
RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA 92501

A PUBLIC HEARING has been scheduled before the Riverside County
Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) to consider the application
described below.

Any person may submit written comments to the ALUC before the hearing
or may appear and be heard in support of or opposition to the project at
the time of hearing. The proposed project application may be viewed at
the Riverside County Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon Street, 14"
Floor, Riverside, California 92501, Monday through Thursday from 8:00
a.m. to 5:00 p.m., except Thursday, November 25 (Thanksgiving Day).

PLACE OF HEARING: Riverside County Administration Center
4080 Lemon St., Hearing Room (1% Floor)
Riverside, California

DATE OF HEARING: Thursday, December 9, 2010
TIME OF HEARING: 9:00 A.M.

CASE DESCRIPTION:

ZAP1008PS10 — Windpower Partners 1993, LP (Representative: The Altum Group) —
City Case Nos. CUP 5.1240 (Conditional Use Permit) and 6.522-VAR (Variance). A
proposal to establish 29 wind turbine generators (wind energy conversion systems or
WECS) with a height not to exceed 340 feet, replacing 80 existing WECS in the City of
Palm Springs. 26 WECS will be located within the area bounded by Pierson
Boulevard on the north, Indian Canyon Drive on the east, State Highway Route 62 on
the west, and Interstate 10 on the south. (Among those, 18 will be located on 378.69
acres located more precisely southerly of Dillon Road, easterly of Diablo Road, and
westerly of Karen Avenue. 5 will be located northerly of Dillon Road and easterly of
Diablo Road and the unincorporated community of Valley View Village. 2 will be
located southerly of Dillon Road and westerly of Diablo Road.) The other 3 will be
located on a 108.2-acre parcel located northerly of State Highway Route 111 and
Tipton Road, southerly of Interstate 10, and easterly of the Whitewater Interchange.
The variance is to allow height (to top of rotor at 12 o’clock position) exceeding 200
feet above ground level. (Not in an AIA. Closest airport: Palm Springs International

Airport).

FURTHER INFORMATION: Contact Russell Brady at (951) 955-0549 or John Guerin at (951)
955-0982. The ALUC holds hearings for local discretionary permits within the Airport
Influence Areas, reviewing for aeronautical safety, noise and obstructions. All other concerns
should be addressed to Mr. Edward Robertson of the City of Palm Springs Planning

Department, at (760) 323-8245.




Certified Property Owner’s
Affidavit

o S/ AHTEC [ 65D

Hereby certify that the attached list contains the names and addresses of all persons to whom all property is
assessed as they appear on the latest available assessmept roll of the county within the area described on the
attached application and for all properties within EJZ &Q/ feet from the exterior boundaries of the

property described on the attached application, asof _ /2 /2. 3 / ¢ 0.

Subject Parcel number{

G ol

erjury the forgng' is true and co st o my knowle éﬁ.

I certify under penalty%

(Signed) T 2— {

xane SEVICHE e ) Gl G~

Address_ 77 { Forrnlety ﬁ/a/f{uﬁfé Mf tf 82/
Phone # ,&)ﬂ? )Zf’%/a ¥




APN_D
516-110-001
516-110-014
516-110-015
522-070-004
522-070-015
522-070-019
522-080-020
522-080-021
522-080-022
522-080-027
522-080-028
522-080-029
522-080-043
522-080-054
522-080-058
522-080-060
522-080-062
522-080-063
522-080-065
666-320-020
666-320-026
666-330-001
666-330-007
668-100-003
668-130-017
668-130-018
668-130-019
668-130-020
668-130-021
668-140-009
668-140-033
668-140-036
668-140-038
668-140-039
668-220-010
668-220-012
668-220-019
668-220-020
668-220-026
668-220-030
668-240-008
668-240-013
668-240-014
668-240-015
668-240-016

OWNERNAME

FISHERMANS WHARF

CVWD

STATE OF CALIF

CVWD

ROBIN EVON HARRIS

CLAYTON A SUITT

LOREN & JANICE OCONNOR
WALTER G & EILEEN A STONER

US SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS CO LTD PARTNERS
JOSEPH E & MARY HELEN JOHNSON
ROSE M & GARY MARSHALL BOREON
WAYNE R & HELEN | MORISETTE
FORTY FIVE PALM PARTNERSHIP
ROBIN EVON HARRIS

EDISON CO SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
EDISON CO SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
RVICE CO PACIFIC LIGHTING S
SOUTHER CALIFORNIA EDISON

RAY R COULTER

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
WINTEC ENERGY LTD

NFT PARCEL

INDIAN AVENUE CO

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
SOQUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
ABIGAIL HERNANDEZ

SEAN P FOSTER

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISCON
FRANK L BUSSELL

JOHN ALAN COTTEN

DENNIS STRUNACK

THOMAS E COVEY

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
JUAN CARLOS VILLALOBOS

ESTATE OF EASTERFORD MAXINE
CHARLES WALLING

JEROME J HEBERGER

WILLIAM J & LILLIAN J RICHTER

M_HSENO M_DIR M_STREET

848 N

58511

31878
162

3299
1868
30306

219
58511

720 W

1995

1090 N

357

61948
67591
4112

1101
11700

LA CIENEGA NO
P O BOX 1058
P O BOX 1799
P O BOX 1058
HIGHWAY 111
P O BOX 4891
DEL OBISPO
TIOGA

P O BOX 8490
DEL VINA
ANTON
BUCKTAIL

AVENIDA BARCELONA

HIGHWAY 111

P O BOX 800

P O BOX 800
8TH

P O BOX 800

P O BOX 3065
MARKET

PALM CANYON
P O BOX 12950
HUKU LII

P O BOX 410

P O BOX 800

P O BOX 800

P O BOX 800

P O BOX 800

P O BOX 800

P O BOX 443

P O BOX 580959
P O BOX 800

P O BOX 800

P O BOX 800

P O BOX 410

P O BOX 580041
P O BOX 580906
P O BOX 580106
SMOKETREE

P O BOX 800
YAQUI

P O BOX 580171
SYCAMORE
KING
WESTERN

M_SFX M_UNIT M_CITY

#207

ST #118
AVE

ST
WAY

ST

ST

#A

PL #B204

RD
LN
DR

CIR
AVE

LOS ANGELES
COACHELLA
SACRAMENTO
COACHELLA
PALM SPRINGS

HORSESHOE BAY

SAN JUAN CAPO
SAN FRANCISCO
KANSAS CITY
PASADENA
UPLAND
CANYON LAKE
SAN CLEMENTE
PALM SPRINGS
ROSEMEAD
ROSEMEAD
LOS ANGELES
ROSEMEAD
PALM SPRINGS
RIVERSIDE
PALM SPRINGS
PALM DESERT
KIHEI

LONG BEACH
ROSEMEAD
ROSEMEAD
ROSEMEAD
ROSEMEAD
ROSEMEAD
HEBER

N PALM SPRINGS

ROSEMEAD
ROSEMEAD
ROSEMEAD
LONG BEACH

NORTH PALM SPRING
N PALM SPRINGS
N PALM SPRINGS

RIVERSIDE
ROSEMEAD
DSRT HOT SPGS

NORTH PALM SPRING

SAN DIEGO
ANAHEIM
DSRT HOT SPG

M_STATE M_ZIP

CA 90069
CA 92236
CA 95808
CA 92236
CA 92262
™ 78657
CA 92675
CA 94134
MO 64114
CA 91107
CA 91786
CA 92587
CA 92672
CA 92262
CA 91770
CA 91770
CA 90017
CA 91770
CA 92263
CA 92501
CA 92262
CA 92260
HI 96753
CA 90801
CA 91770
CA 91770
CA 91770
CA 91770
CA 91770
CA 92249
CA 92258
CA 91770
CA 91770
CA 91770
CA 90801
CA 92258
CA 92258
CA 92258
CA 92258
CA 91770
CA 92240
CA 92258
CA 92105
CA 92605

CA 92240



668-240-017
668-240-019
668-240-020
668-240-021
668-240-022
668-240-023
668-240-024
668-240-025
668-240-026
668-250-009
668-250-012
668-250-015
668-250-018
668-250-020
668-260-027
668-260-037
668-260-052
668-260-053
668-260-054
668-260-055
668-260-056
668-260-058
668-270-009
668-270-010
668-270-011
668-280-005
668-280-007
668-280-010
668-280-016
668-280-017
668-280-018
668-280-019
668-280-020
668-400-004
668-400-005
668-400-007
668-400-008
668-400-010
668-400-011
668-400-016
668-400-020
668-400-023
668-400-025
668-400-026
668-400-027
668-400-028

JERMONE O BRASTAD

GUSTAVO FLORES HERNANDEZ
STEVEN T KING

SANDRA STEIN

STEVEN T & KELLY A KING

JAVIER R & PATRICIA S DIAZ

HEIDI HART

PAUL L BECERRA

LYDIA E RINGWALD

EDWIN A ULLRICH

STEPHEN J & SANDRA L SOTNICK
RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
WINTEC ENERGY LTD

VICTORIA L ROSENTHAL

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
WINTEC ENERGY LTD

WINTEC ENERGY

WINTEC ENERGY

WINTEC ENERGY

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
WINTEC ENERGY LTD

HOROWITZ FAMILY

D & D LAND CO

D &DLANDCO

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
DAVID G BUCK

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
DAVID G BUCK

DAVID G BUCK

ROSE K MORITA KLEE

GEORGE E IVANOV

WELLESLEY ROLLAND KIME

CHEM QUEST CORP

CHEM QUEST CORP

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
FREDERICK W NOBLE INC

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
ARTHUR GRESEN

ZOLA & MURIEL SIEGEL

ZOLA & MURIEL SIEGAL

ZOLA & MURIEL SIEGAL

ZOLA & MURIEL SIEGAL

ARTHUR GRESEN

ARTHUR GRESEN

933 NE

531 E
1925
10133

27555
1701
1985
1080 N

900 S

1090 N
1020 N
1080 N
1080 N
1995

1080 N
5922

1090 N
1080 N

7834
1995
7834
7834
28927
4725
4804
15723
15723

41700
1995
1995
4319
1080 N

800 S

800 S

800 S
4319
4319

P O BOX 580124
P O BOX 411

P O BOX 580367
24TH

P O BOX 580367
PROCTOR
WOODLYN
ALBURTIS

P O BOX 2364
FOREST VIEW
SUNSET

MARKET

PALM CANYON
WOOSTER

P O BOX 800

P O BOX 800
PALM CANYON
PALM CANYON
PALM CANYON
PALM CANYON
MARKET

PALM CANYON
MELVIN

PALM CANYON NO A
PALM CANYON NO A
P O BOX 800
MORAGN POINTE
MARKET
MORAGN POINTE
MORAGN POINTE
SAN SOLARIE
MOORPARK
LAUREL CANYON BLV
KADOTA
KADOTA

P O BOX 800
CORPORATE
MARKET
MARKET
SALAMANCA
PALM CANYON
RIDGELEY
RIDGELEY
RIDGELEY
SALAMANCA
SALAMANCA

AVE

RD
AVE

DR
LN
ST
DR
ST

DR
DR
DR
DR
ST
DR
AVE

CIR
ST

CIR
CIR

WAY
#118

ST

WAY  #D
ST

ST

CIR

DR

DR

DR

DR

CIR

CIR

N PALM SPRINGS
CATHEDRAL CY
N PALM SPRINGS
HALLANDALE

N PALM SPRINGS
WILMINGTON
PASADENA
SANTA FE SPRINGS
LAGUNA HILLS
BEECHER
FULLERTON
RIVERSIDE
PALM SPRINGS
LOS ANGELES
ROSEMEAD
ROSEMEAD
PALM SPRINGS
PALM SPRINGS
PALM SPRINGS
PALM SPRINGS
RIVERSIDE
PALM SPRINGS
TARZANA

PALM SPRINGS
PALM SPRINGS
ROSEMEAD
RENO
RIVERSIDE
RENO

RENO

MISSION VIEJO
SACRAMENTO
VALLEY VILLAGE
SYLMAR
SYLMAR
ROSEMEAD
PALM DESERT
RIVERSIDE
RIVERSIDE

LAS VEGAS
PALM SPRINGS
LOS ANGELES
LOS ANGELES
LOS ANGELES
LAS VEGAS

LAS VEGAS

CA
CA
CA

CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
IL

CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
NV
CA
NV
NV
CA
CA

CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
NV
CA

CA
CA
NV
NV

92258
92235
92258
33009
92258
90744
91104
90670
92654
60401
92833
92501
92262
90035
91770
91770
92262
92262
92262
92262
92501
92262
91356
92262
92262
91770
89523
92501
89523
89523
92692
95842
91607
91342
91342
91770
92260
92501
92501
89121
92262
90036
90036
90036
89121
89121



668-411-009 CHEM QUEST CORP 15723 KADOTA ST SYLMAR

CA 91342
668-411-010 FREDERICK W NOBLE INC 41700 CORPORATE WAY  #D PALM DESERT CA 92260
668-412-001 VENTURE PACIFIC INC 4542 RUFFNER 8T #200 SAN DIEGO CA 92111

668-412-002 CYA PARTNERS LTD 157 SURFVIEW DR PACIFIC PALISADES CA 90272



Easy Peel® Labels

1
i
Use Avery® Template 51609 A

516-110-001

FISHERMANS WHARF

848 N LA CIENEGA NO #207
LOS ANGELES CA 90069

522-070-004
CVWD

P O BOX 1058
COACHELLA CA 92236

522-080-020

LOREN & JANICE OCONNOR
31878 DEL OBISPO ST #118
SAN JUAN CAPO CA 92675

522-080-027

JOSEPH E & MARY HELEN JOHNSON
3299 DEL VINA ST

PASADENA CA 91107

522-080-043

FORTY FIVE PALM PARTNERSHIP
219 AVENIDA BARCELONA

SAN CLEMENTE CA 92672

522-080-060

EDISON CO SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
P OBOX 800

ROSEMEAD CA 91770

522-080-065
RAY R COULTER
P OBOX 3065
PALM SPRINGS CA 92263

666-330-001
NFT PARCEL
P OBOX 12950
PALM DESERT CA 92260

668-130-017

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
P O BOX 800

ROSEMEAD CA 91770

668-130-020

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
P O BOX 800

ROSEMEAD CA 91770

Etiquettes faciles & peler
Utilisez le gabarit AVERY® 5160%

[ S—

A B
Feed Paper ‘===

Bend along line to

516-110-014
CVWD

P OBOX 1058
COACHELLA CA 92236

522-070-015

ROBIN EVON HARRIS
59511 HIGHWAY 111
PALM SPRINGS CA 92262

522-080-021

WALTER G & EILEEN A STONER
162 TIOGA AVE

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134

522-080-028

ROSEM & GARY MARSHALL
BORBON

1868 ANTON WAY

UPLAND CA 91786

522-080-054

ROBIN EVON HARRIS
59511 HIGHWAY 111
PAIM SPRINGS CA 92262

522-080-062

RVICE CO PACIFIC LIGHTING S
720 W 8TH ST

LOS ANGELES CA 90017

666-320-020

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD
CONTROL

1995 MARKET ST
RIVERSIDE CA 92501

666-330-007

INDIAN AVENUE CO
357 HUKU LII PL #B204
KIHEL HI 96753

668-130-018

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
P O BOX 800

ROSEMEAD CA 91770

668-130-021

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
P OBOX 800

ROSEMEAD CA 91770

s A d Repliez & la hachure afin de |
chafggmgnt révéler le rebord Pop-Up™ |

1
1
expose Pop-Up Edge™ i

AVERY® 6241™ i

516-110-015
STATE OF CALIF

P OBOX 1799
SACRAMENTO CA 95808

522-070-019
CLAYTON A SUITT

P OBOX 4891
HORSESHOE BAY TX 78657

522-080-022
US SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS CO
LTD PARTNERS
P O BOX 8490
KANSAS CITY MO 64114

522-080-029

WAYNE R & HELEN I MORISETTE
30306 BUCKTAIL

CANYON LAKE CA 92587

522-080-058

EDISON CO SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
P OBOX 800

ROSEMEAD CA 91770

522-080-063

SOUTHER CALIFORNIA EDISON
P O BOX 800

ROSEMEAD CA 91770

666-320-026

. WINTEC ENERGY LTD

1090 NPALM CANYON #A
PALM SPRINGS CA 92262

668-100-003

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
P OBOX 410

LONG BEACH CA 90801

668-130-019

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
P O BOX 800

ROSEMEAD CA 91770

668-140-009

ABIGAIL HERNANDEZ
P OBOX 443

HEBER CA 92249

Www.avery.com
1-800-GO-AVERY

| S —



Zasy Peel® Labels
Use Avery® Template 5160®

668-140-033
SEAN P FOSTER
P O BOX 580959
N PALM SPRINGS CA 92258

668-140-039

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
P O BOX 800

ROSEMEAD CA 91770

668-220-019
JOHN ALAN COTTEN
P O BOX 580906
N PALM SPRINGS CA 92258

668-220-030

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
P O BOX 800

ROSEMEAD CA 91770

668-240-014

CHARLES WALLING
4112 SYCAMORE DR
SAN DIEGO CA 92105

668-240-017
JERMONE O BRASTAD
P O BOX 580124
N PALM SPRINGS CA 92258

668-240-021

SANDRA STEIN

933 NE 24TH AVE
HALLANDALE FL 33009

668-240-024

HEIDI HART

1925 WOODLYN RD
PASADENA CA 91104

668-250-009

EDWIN A ULLRICH
27555 FOREST VIEW DR
BEECHER IL 60401

668-250-018

WINTEC ENERGY LTD
1090 N PALM CANYON DR
PALM SPRINGS CA 92262

Etiquettes faciles a peler
Utilisez le gabarit AVERY® 51609

P

A s

Feed Paper =

Bend along line to
expose Pop-Up Edge™

668-140-036

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
P OBOX 800

ROSEMEAD CA 91770

668-220-010

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
P OBOX 410

LONG BEACH CA 90801

668-220-020 _
DENNIS STRUNACK
P O BOX 580106
N PALM SPRINGS CA 92258

668-240-008

JUAN CARLOS VILLALOBOS
67591 YAQUILN

DSRT HOT SPGS CA 92240

668-240-015

JEROME J HEBERGER
1101 KING CIR
ANAHEIM CA 92605

668-240-019

GUSTAVO FLORES HERNANDEZ
POBOX 411

CATHEDRAL CY CA 92235

668-240-022

STEVEN T & KELLY A KING
P O BOX 580367

NPALM SPRINGS CA 92258

668-240-025

PAUL L BECERRA

10133 ALBURTIS AVE
SANTA FE SPRINGS CA 90670

668-250-012

STEPHEN J & SANDRA L SOTNICK
1701 SUNSET LN

FULLERTON CA 92833

668-250-020

VICTORIA L ROSENTHAL
900 S WOOSTER ST

LOS ANGELES CA 90035

A
Sens de

rharnamant

|
A

1
Repliez 3 la hachure afin de |
révéler le rebord Pop-Up™ |

AVERY® 6241

668-140-038

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
P OBOX 800

ROSEMEAD CA 91770

668-220-012
FRANK L BUSSELL
P OBOX 580041
NORTH PALM SPRING CA 92258

668-220-026

THOMAS E COVEY
61948 SMOKETREE RD
RIVERSIDE CA 92258

668-240-013

ESTATE OF EASTERFORD MAXINE
P OBOX 580171

NORTH PALM SPRING CA 92258

668-240-016
WILLIAM J & LILLIAN J RICHTER

- 11700 WESTERN AVE

DSRT HOT SPG CA 92240

668-240-020
STEVEN T KING
P O BOX 580367
NPALM SPRINGS CA 92258

668-240-023

JAVIER R & PATRICIA S DIAZ
531 EPROCTOR
WILMINGTON CA 90744

668-240-026
LYDIA E RINGWALD
P O BOX 2364
LAGUNA HILLS CA 92654

668-250-015

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD
CONTROL

1995 MARKET ST
RIVERSIDE CA 92501

668-260-027

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
P O BOX 800

ROSEMEAD CA 91770

www.avery.com
1-800-GO-AVERY

i
A



Easy Peel® Labels i
Use Avery® Template 51609 A

668-260-037

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
P O BOX 800

ROSEMEAD CA 91770

668-260-054

WINTEC ENERGY

1090 NPALM CANYON DR
PALM SPRINGS CA 92262

668-260-058

WINTEC ENERGY LTD
1090 N PALM CANYON DR
PALM SPRINGS CA 92262

668-270-011

D & D LAND CO

1090 N PALM CANYON NO A
PALM SPRINGS CA 92262

668-280-010

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD
CONTROL

1995 MARKET ST
RIVERSIDE CA 92501

668-280-018

ROSE K MORITA KLEE
28927 SAN SOLARIE
MISSION VIEJO CA 92692

668-400-004

CHEM QUEST CORP
15723 KADOTA ST
SYLMAR CA 91342

668-400-008

FREDERICK W NOBLE INC
41700 CORPORATE WAY #D
PALM DESERT CA 92260

668-400-016

ARTHUR GRESEN

4319 SALAMANCA CIR
LAS VEGAS NV 89121

668-400-025

ZOLA & MURIEL SIEGAL
800 S RIDGELEY DR

LOS ANGELES CA 90036

Etiquettes faciles & peler
Utilisez le gabarit AVERY® 5160%

[ —

A
Feed Paper ‘==—=====

Bend along line to i
expose Pop-Up Edge™ i

668-260-052

WINTEC ENERGY LTD
1090 NPALM CANYON DR
PALM SPRINGS CA 92262

668-260-055

WINTEC ENERGY

1090 NPALM CANYON DR
PALM SPRINGS CA 92262

668-270-009
HOROWITZ FAMILY
5922 MELVIN AVE
TARZANA CA 91356

668-280-005

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
P O BOX 800

ROSEMEAD CA 91770

668-280-016

DAVID G BUCK

7834 MORAGN POINTE CIR
RENO NV 89523

668-280-019

GEORGE E IVANOV
4725 MOORPARK WAY
SACRAMENTO CA 95842

668-400-005

CHEM QUEST CORP
15723 KADOTA ST
SYLMAR CA 91342

668-400-010 ,
RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD
CONTROL

1995 MARKET ST
RIVERSIDE CA 92501

668-400-020

ZOLA & MURIEL SIEGEL
1090 N PALM CANYON DR
PALM SPRINGS CA 92262

668-400-026

ZOLA & MURIEL SIEGAL
800 S RIDGELEY DR

LOS ANGELES CA 90036

]
A Repliez & la hachure afin de |

chgﬁgénl'il:nt révéler le rebord Pop-Up™ |

AVERY® 241 i

668-260-053

WINTEC ENERGY

1090 N PALM CANYON DR
PALM SPRINGS CA 92262

668-260-056

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD
CONTROL

1995 MARKET ST
RIVERSIDE CA 92501

668-270-010

D &DLAND CO

1090 N PALM CANYON NO A
PALM SPRINGS CA 92262

668-280-007

DAVID G BUCK

7834 MORAGN POINTE CIR
RENO NV 89523

668-280-017

DAVID G BUCK

7834 MORAGN POINTE CIR
RENO NV 89523

668-280-020

WELLESLEY ROLLAND KIME
4804 LAUREL CANYON BLV #118
VALLEY VILLAGE CA 91607

668-400-007

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
P OBOX 800

ROSEMEAD CA 91770

668-400-011

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD
CONTROL

1995 MARKET ST
RIVERSIDE CA 92501

668-400-023

ZOLA & MURIEL SIEGAL
800 S RIDGELEY DR

LOS ANGELES CA 90036

668-400-027

ARTHUR GRESEN

4319 SALAMANCA CIR
LAS VEGAS NV 89121

www.avery.com
1-800-GO-AVERY

| T —



Easy Peel® Labels : A EEESS  pepdalongline to f VERY® il f
Use Avery® Template 5160® L FeedPaper ===== expose Pop-Up Edge™ | @ AVERY® a1 i
0 Y
668-400-028 668-411-009 668-411-010
ARTHUR GRESEN CHEM QUEST CORP FREDERICK W NOBLE INC
4319 SALAMANCA CIR 15723 KADOTA ST 41700 CORPORATE WAY #D
LAS VEGAS NV 89121 SYLMAR CA 91342 PALM DESERT CA 92260
668-412-001 668-412-002
VENTURE PACIFIC INC CYA PARTNERS LTD
4542 RUFFNER ST #200 157 SURFVIEW DR
SAN DIEGO CA 92111 PACIFIC PALISADES CA 90272
Etiquettes faciles a peler i SE; da Repliez a la hachure afin de 5 www.avery.com i
Utilisez le gabarit AVERY® 5160® } Il s révéler le rebord Pop-Up™ | 1-800-GO-AVERY !



NOTICE OF INTENT
TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
“PALM SPRINGS RE-POWER WIND ENERGY CENTER”

LEAD AGENCY: City of Palm Springs
3200 East Tahquitz Canyon Way
Palm Springs, CA 92262

CONTACT PERSON: Edward O. Robertson, Principal Planner (760) 323-8245

PROJECT TITLE: Palm Springs Re-power Wind Energy Center
Case Nos. 5.1240/ 7.1346-AMM & 6.522-VAR

PROJECT LOCATION: Dillon & Diablo Road and Highway 111 & Tipton Road, Palm Springs,
California. (East Block)
APNs. 668250020, 668270010, 668280007, 668280016, 668280017,
668280019, 668400004, 668400005, 668400008, 668411009,

668411010

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The project is a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) application to
decommission existing 80 aging and non-functional wind turbine generators and install 26 new
turbines on approximately 568 acres of land. In conjunction with the CUP, a Variance application
has been filed to allow approximately 340-foot height limit for the wind turbines; the maximum™
height allowed within the City is 300 feet. An Administrative Minor Modification (AMM) has also
been filed to address safety and wind access setback requirements at the sites. The proposed
project will be located along West of Indian Canyon Drive, North of HWY 111, and South of
Interstate-10 freeway. Specifically, the project also includes the following:

e Decommission of up to 80 existing aging and non-functional wind turbine generators.

¢ Replace the existing 80 wind turbine generators and their foundations with up to 26 new
wind turbine generators capable of producing up to 40.16 MW of electricity at a maximum
height of 339.7 feet.

¢ Development of unpaved internal access roads and installation of underground electrical
collection lines to link the individual turbines to an existing wind energy facility substation

offsite.

The project site which is currently developed as wind energy facilities is located off Dillon Road
between Indian Avenue and Hwy 62 and is made up of eleven contiguous parcels totaling
approximately 631 acres and currently consists of 80 aging turbines to be replaced with 26 new
turbines. The existing wind turbines were installed when the project was re-powered in 1993.

FINDINGS/DETERMINATION: The City has reviewed and considered the proposed project and
has determined that any potentially significant impacts can be mitigated to a level of less than
significant. The City hereby prepares and proposes to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration for

this project.

PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD: A 30-day public review period for the Draft Mitigated Negative
Declaration will commence at 8:00 a.m. on November 8, 2010 and end on December 7, 2010, at
6:00 p.m. for interested individuals and public agencies to submit written comments on the
document. Any written comments on the Mitigated Negative Declaration must be received at the
above address within the public review period. In addition, you may email comments to the
following address: Edward.Robertson@palmspringsca.gov Copies of the Mitigated Negative
Declaration and Initial Study are available for review at the above address and at the City library.




APPLICATION FOR MAJOR LAND USE ACTION REVIEW

ALUC Identification No.

RIVERSIDE COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE Commission DI IZeII®

PROJECT PROPONENT (TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT)

Date of Application October 27, 2010

Property Owner Please see Attachment A. Phonia Nuilisr
Please see Attachment A.

Mailing Address

Agent (if any) M. Andrew Starke ' Phone Numbaer ~ 961-304-5488
Mailing Address 700 Universe Boulevard '
Juno Beach FL 33408

PROJECT LOCATION (TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT)
Attach an accurately scaled map showing the relationship of the project site to the airport boundary and runways

Street Address N/A
Assessor’s Parcel No.  Please see Attachment A Parcel Size Please see Attachment A.
Subdivision Name N/A ,
2 Zoning
Lot Number N/A Classification E-| Energy Induslrial & W Walercourfe

PROJECT DESCRIPTION (TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT)

If applicable, altach a detailed site plan showing ground elevations, the localion of structures,.open spaces and water bodies, and the heighls of structures and trees;
include additional project description data as needed

Existing Land Use Wind Energy Facility
[desnribe) See Attachment B for description of project.

Proposed Land Use Wind Energy Facility

(describe)
For Residential Uses Number of Parcels or Units on Site (exclude secondary units) N/A
For Other Land Uses  Hours of Use 24 hrs per day, 7 days per week
(See Appendix C) Number of People on Site Maximum Number 10
Method of Calculation N/A '
Height Data Height above Ground or Tallest Object (including antennas and trees) Proposed Turbine Height = 339.5 ft.
Highest Elevation (above sea level) of Any Object or Terrain on Site Elevation of Highest Object on site = 1,590 ft.
Flight Hazards Does the project involve any characteristics which could create electrical interference, O vYes

confusing lights, glare, smoke, or other electrical or visual hazards to aircraft flight?

B No

If yes, describe




REFERRING AGENCY (TO BE COMPLETED BY AGENCY STAFF)

Date Received Type of Project
Agency Name City of Palm Springs [0 General Plan Amendment
3200 Tahquitz Canyon Way, Palm Springs, CA 92262 [0 Zoning Amendment or Variance
Staff Contact Edward Robertson, Principal Planner [0 Subdivision Approval
Phone Number 760-323-8245 Kl Use Pemit
Agency's Project No.  CUP 5.1240 [0 Public Facility
& Other Variance

ALUC REVIEW (TO BE COMPLETED BY ALUC EXECUTIVE DIREGTOR)
Application Date Received By
Receipt Is Application Complete? O Yes [ No

If No, cite reasons
Airport(s) Nearby
gﬂ'_rtna_ry Compatibility Zone(s) O A Oes1 OB QOC Oo O e O Ht.

riteria : :

Review Allowable (not prohibited) Use? O vyes [0 No

Density/Intensity Acceptable? O Yes [ No

Open Land Requirement Met? O Yes [ No

Height Acceptable? O Yes [O No

Easement/Deed Notice Provided? O vyes O No
Special Conditions Describe:
Supplemental Noise
Criteria
Review

Safety

Airspace

Protection

Overflight
ACTIONS TAKEN (TO BE COMPLETED BY ALUC EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR)
ALUC Executive O Approve Date
Director’s Action [1 Referto ALUC
ALUC [0 Consistent Date
Action O

August 2007

Consistent with Conditions (list conditions/attach additional pages if needed)

O Inconsistent (list reasons/attach additional pages if needed)




Attachment A

APN Parcel size Owner/Address
522-080-065 107.80 acres Ray Coulter

PO Box 3065

Palm Springs, CA 92263
668-250-020 28.77 acres Rosenthal

900 S Wooster St.

Los Angeles, CA 90035
668-280-007 172.14 acres Buck
668-280-016 7834 Moragn Point Cir
668-280-017 Reno NV 89523
668-270-010 154.86 acres . D&D Land Co

1090 N. Palm Canyon No A

Palm Springs, CA 92262
668-400-008 102.82 acres Fred Noble
668-411-010 41700 Corporate Way Ste D

Palm Desert, CA 92260
668-400-004 94.46 acres ChemQuest
668-400-005 15723 Kadota St.
668-411-009 Sylmar, CA 91342
668-280-019 14.90 acres Ivanov

4725 Moorpark Way
Sacramento, CA 95842

Total area of the parcels 675.75 acres.




By, Pederal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
#23\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10855-OE
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T2

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-54-51.10N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-38-29.71W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1567 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10855-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335412-129932370 (NPH -WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10855-OF

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would

have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary
user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
A\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10856-OE
¥/ 2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

~ ** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T3

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-54-46.10N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-38-29.42W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1551 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10856-OFE.

Signature Control No: 128335414-129932373 (NPH -WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10856-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would

have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary
user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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By, [ederal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
$)\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10857-OE
2601 Meacham Blvd. :

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T4

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-55-00.88N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-38-09.85W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1600 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10857-OFE.

Signature Control No: 128335416-129932374 (NPH-WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10857-OFE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would

have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary
user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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. Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
2SN Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10858-OF
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine TS

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-54-55.88N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-38-10.03W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1587 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10858-OFE.

Signature Control No: 128335418-129932380 (NPH-WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10858-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would

have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary
user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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My, [ederal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
A\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10859-OE
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T6

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-54-50.88N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-38-10.05W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1570 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.

IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT
ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10859-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335420-129932375 (NPH-WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10859-OFE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would

have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary
user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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By, Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
€\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10860-OE

2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FLL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T7

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-54-45.88N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-38-10.15W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1554 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10860-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335422-129932371 (NPH -WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10860-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would

have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary
user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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5, Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
€\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10861-OE
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T8

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-55-39.85N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-38.97W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1341 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3
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Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
A Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10862-OE

2601 Meacham Blvd.
Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL. 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T9

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-55-34.00N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-36.11W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1318 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10862-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335426-129932372 (NPH -WT)
Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information
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Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10862-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would
have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary
user of the radar).
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Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
€\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10863-OE
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/JB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T10

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-55-47.30N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-23.11W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1350 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10863-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335428-129932376 (NPH -WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information
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Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10863-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would
have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary

user of the radar).
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Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
A\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10864-OE
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T11

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-55-42.30N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-23.14W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1334 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10864-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335430-129932369 (NPH-WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10864-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would
have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary

user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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; Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
¥4\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10865-OE

2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T12

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-55-37.30N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-23.16W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1311 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.

See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.

IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT
ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10865-OL.

Signature Control No: 128335432-129932377 (NPH -WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10865-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would
have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary

user of the radar).
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@5, Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
@\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10866-OF

2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T13

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-55-24.52N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-56.14W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1291 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.

IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT
ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10866-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335435-129932367 (NPH -WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10866-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of
the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would
have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary

user of the radar).
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Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
€\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10867-OE
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL. 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T14

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-55-19.72N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-56.12W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1272 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10867-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335437-129932364 (NPH -WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10867-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would
have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary

user of the radar).
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Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10868-OE
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T15

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-55-24.59N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-37.91W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1285 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10868-OFE.

Signature Control No: 128335439-129932366 (NPH-WT)
Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10868-OL

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area 1s already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would

have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary
user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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By, ederal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
€\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10869-OE
) 2601 Meacham Blvd.
¥’ Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T16

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-55-19.36N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-38.02W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1262 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10869-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335441-129932379 (NPH-WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10869-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area 1s already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would

have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary
user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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5, [Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
€\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10870-OE
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T17

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-55-14.37N NAD 8§83

Longitude: 116-34-41.16W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1246 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10870-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335443-129932365 (NPH -WT)
Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10870-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would

have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary
user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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@05, [ederal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
€\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10871-OE

2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T18

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-55-09.24N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-41.18W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1229 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10871-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335445-129932362 (NPH-WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10871-OFE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would

have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary
user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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5. Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
A Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10872-OE

2601 Meacham Blvd. '

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL. 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T19

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-55-16.62N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-23.81W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1239 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR*NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10872-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335447-129932363 (NPH -WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10872-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would

have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary
user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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. Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
%\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10873-OE
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/JB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T20

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-55-11.59N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-23.84W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1219 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.

See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10873-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335449-129932361 (NPH-WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10873-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance

Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would

have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary
user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10874-OE
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Tssued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/JB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T21

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-55-24.58N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-05.86W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1239 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.

IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT
ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10874-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335451-129932407 (NPH -WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10874-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would
have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary

user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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5. Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
=Y\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10875-OE
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T22

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-55-19.54N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-05.88W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1223 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
[F MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10875-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335453-129932408 (NPH -WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10875-OFE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would
have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary

user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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AT Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
7 A\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10876-OE
A W&y 2601 Meacham Blvd.

BE>” Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T23

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-55-06.73N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-27.52W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1209 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10876-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335455-129932409 (NPH -WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10876-0OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would
have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary

user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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g, [ederal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
& B Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10877-OFE
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T24

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-55-01.44N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-27.55W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1193 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page | of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10877-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335458-129932412 (NPH -WT)
Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10877-OFE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance

Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would

have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary
user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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Aecronautical Study No.
2010-WTW-10878-0OF

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/JB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T25

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-54-56.1IN NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-27.58W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1180 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10878-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335461-129932421 (NPH -WT)
Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10878-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would
have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary

user of the radar).
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Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10879-0OE
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T26

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-54-49.68N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-27.61W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1170 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10879-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335468-129932416 (NPH-WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10879-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would

have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary
user of the radar).
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> Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
A Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10880-OE

2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T27

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-54-44.39N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-27.79W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1163 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10880-OF.

Signature Control No: 128335470-129932417 (NPH -WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10880-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would
have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary

user of the radar).
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&A@, Pederal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
e ARA\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10881-OE

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FLL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions 0of 49 U.S.C,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T28

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-54-39.10N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-27.93W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1163 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10881-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335472-129932420 (NPH -WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10881-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would
have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary

user of the radar).
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v Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
A\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10882-OE
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T29

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-54-43.10N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-09.38W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1134 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10882-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335474-129932418 (NPH-WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10882-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would

have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary
user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
A\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10883-OE
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL. 33408

#%* NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T30

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-54-38.03N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-09.40W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1131 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.

IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT
ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10883-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335476-129932419 (NPH-WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10883-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would
have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary

user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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. [ederal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
$\ Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10884-OFE

2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Issued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu
NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard

FEF/IB
Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T31

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-54-32.93N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-34-09.47TW

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1131 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10884-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335478-129932427 (NPH -WT)
Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10884-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would
have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary

user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2010-WTW-10885-OFE
2601 Meacham Blvd.

Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Tssued Date: 08/20/2010

Libo Wu

NextEra Energy Resources
700 Universal Boulevard
FEF/IB

Juno Beach, FL 33408

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine T32

Location: Palm Springs, CA

Latitude: 33-54-35.41N NAD 83

Longitude: 116-33-53.64W

Heights: 340 feet above ground level (AGL)

1111 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilities. Pending resolution of the issues described below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air

navigation.
See Attachment for Additional information.

The structure will cause interference to the primary radar returns to Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 radar. For more
detailed information contact Robert Malesza, Operations Engineering, Surveillance/Automation/Wx, (310)

725-7438.

To pursue a favorable determination, all issues regarding radar performance must be resolved.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE IS
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE

DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSUED.
IF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT

ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

Page 1 of 3



If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (816) 329-2525. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2010-WTW-10885-OE.

Signature Control No: 128335480-129932428 (NPH-WT)

Donna ONeill
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Page 2 of 3



Additional information for ASN 2010-WTW-10885-OE

These wind turbines will have an adverse effect on the Palm Springs (PSP) ASR-9 (Airport Surveillance
Radar) that provides radar coverage for the Palm Springs area to the Southern California TRACON (Terminal
Radar Approach Control). These adverse effects include unwanted primary returns (clutter) in the area of

the turbines, non-associated beacon radar targets and primary target drops, and a reduction of primary and
secondary blip to scan ratio directly behind the turbine(s) due to shadowing.

This area is already adversely impacted by existing wind turbines. However, these additional turbines would
have a cumulative effect on the radar that is unacceptable to the Southern California TRACON (the primary

user of the radar).

Page 3 of 3
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COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT
AGENDA ITEM: 2.4 31

HEARING DATE: December 9, 2010 (RECONSIDERATION - originally
considered on October 14, 2010} )

CASE NUMBER: ZAP1002RG10 — Riverside County Planning Department
(Representative: Adam Rush)

APPROVING JURISDICTION: Riverside County
JURISDICTION CASE NO: Ordinance No. 348.4706

MAJOR ISSUES: The proposed ordinance would allow emergency shelters with potentially
a maximum estimated 80 people within a building approximately 10,000 sq. ft. in size. This
would be inconsistent with Compatibility Zones A, B1, and C standards for average intensity.

The amendment to the text of the ordinance to resolve this concern, as proposed by ALUC staff,
was determined by the County’s Counsel to be legally unacceptable, as it could potentially be
challenged as constituting an unlawful delegation of zoning authority to the Airport Land Use
Commission. ALUC staff was requested to revise its proposal in such a way that a future change
in Compatibility Zone boundaries would not constitute an automatic increase or decrease in the
number of beds that an emergency shelter would be permitted to provide. One possible method of
accomplishing this would be to tie the number of beds to distance from the runway, rather than
location in a specific Compatibility Zone.

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommendé that the Commission:

(1) MOVE TO RECONSIDER its prior action finding the ordinance, as proposed for
amendment on October 14, 2010, conditionally consistent;
(2} RE-OPEN THE PUBLIC HEARING on this matter;

(3) RESCIND its previous determination; and:
(4) Iind the ordinance CONDITIONALLY CONSISTENT, provided that the ordinance is

amended in accordance with the recommendations specified in this staff report.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The County of Riverside applieant proposes an-amendment to amend its the Riverside-County
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Zoning Ordinance to establish allow emergency shelters in the I-P (Industrial Park) Zone as a
permitted use, and to establish development standards for such facilities. The amendment is
required in order to bring the zoning ordinance into compliance with recent updates to the
California Government Code. The amendment defines an emergency shelter as “housing with
minimally supportive services for homeless persons that is limited to occupancy of six months or less
by a homeless person and where no individual or household may be denied emergency shelter
because of an inability to pay.” Development standards include a maximum limit of 75 beds in any
emergency shelter and a minimum of 125 square feet of floor area for each client served at any one

time.
PROJECT LOCATION: Countywide

LAND USE PLAN: All Riverside County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plans

BACKGROUND:

Non-Residential Land Use Intensity: The proposed amendment to the zoning ordinance would allow
emergency shelters as a permitted use within the I-P (Industrial Park) zone, thus not requiring a use
permit that may be subject to further review by ALUC. This is basically a State mandate. With
the passage of SB 2 in 2007, the California Government Code (Section 65583) now requires
Housing Elements to identify “a zone or zones where emergency shelters are allowed as a
permitted use without a conditional use or other discretionary permit.” The ordinance
establishes a maximum number of beds of 75 for emergency shelters. With an estimated maximum
staff of 5, the maximum population intensity is estimated at 80,

Based on the development standards established by the ordinance for minimum areas for service, the
maximum expected size of an emergency shelter would be approximately 10,000 sq ft. Parking
requirements have also been reduced by the ordinance, thus allowing the building to be located on a
relatively smaller parcel. The I-P zone also requires that 15% of the site be landscaped, The
minimum lot size as established by the current ordinance for the I-P zone is 20,000 sq ft. Assuming
that landscaping and parking requirements are met, such a maximum use within an estimated 10,000
sq. ft. could reasonably fit on a 20,000 sq ft. lot. This would account for an estimated intensity of
175 people per acre. This intensity would be in conflict with the average intensity requirements for

Compatibility Zones A, B1, B2, C, and D generally.

The previous proposal to provide for specificd maximum allowable number of beds within
specified Compatibility Zones was found legally unacceptable by County’s Counsel; therefore,
ALUC staff has revised its recommendations to provide for minimum distances from runways
as an alternative standard. Instead of prohibiting beds within Compatibility Zone A, the
revised recommendation prohibits emergency shelters located within specified distances from
the centerline of runways as follows: 1,700 feet from runways of public-use airports Iess than
6,000 feet in length; 2,500 feet from runways of public-use airports greater than or equal to
6,000 feet in length, but less than 12,000 feet in length; and 3,000 feet from runways of public-
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use and military airports 12,000 feet or greater in length. These criteria would be sufficient to
assure that emergency shelters are not constructed within Compatibility Zone A, as depicted
on the maps included in the 2004 Riverside County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, as
amended to date, and to assure that they are not constructed within the Clear Zone at March

Air Reserve Base,

In order to assure compliance with intensity limitations, the revised recommendation limits the
number of beds in any emergency shelter within 21,500 feet of any point on the centerline of a
runway of 2 public-use airport and the number of beds in any emergency shelter within 43,300
feet (approximately 8.2 miles) of any point on the centerline of a military airport to 11. The
21,500 foot distance constitutes the maximum distance from a runway endpoint to the outer
limits of Compatibility Zone D in any of the adopted Compatibility Plans. The 43,300 foot
distance constitutes the distance from the southerly endpoint of the runway at March Air
Reserve Base to the southerly tip of “Zone C2” on the proposed Compatibility Map included in
the draft March Joint Land Use Study.

Beyond these distances, the County would still allow emergency shelters with up to 75 beds.

Prohibited and Discouraged Uses: Excluding Compatibility Zone A, emergency shelters would not
constitute present a prohibited or discouraged use within any of the other Compatibility Zones.

Noise: Future emergency shelters developed pursuant to this ordinance may be subject to airport
and aircraft noise. Measures to address noise concerns would be addressed on an individual basis.

Part 77: FAA review would be required for any structures with potential to exceed the appropriate
relative slope ratio.

Open Area; An emergency shelter would not likely exceed 10 acres in size; therefore, the open space
requirements for Compatibility Zones B, C, and D would not be applicable.

Implementation: Reference to distance from runways will inerease the complexity of the task
for TLMA/Building and Safety Land Use and Plan Check personnel in comparison to
reference to Compatibility Zones, which would simply involve printing of a standardized
report from the Riverside County Land Information System. In this situation, the planner,
engineer, or plan checker would either need to consult maps, contact ALUC staff, or request
that TLMA Geographic Information Systems personnel advise as to the distance from the
proposed emergency shelter to the nearest point on an airport runway.

They would also have to identify the length of the ranway, but that can be easily done, in that
ALUC staff will add a page specifying the lengths of runways of all public-use airports in
Riverside County to its website (www.rcaluc.org).
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Recommendations:

1. The portions Seetion3—10) of the proposed ordinance beginning with Section 3.(10)
should be revised to read as follows:

(10)  No emergency shelter shall be located within 1,700 feet of any point on the
centerline of a runway of a public-use airport that is less than 6,000 feet in length.
No emergency shelter shall be located within 2,500 feet of any point on the
centerline of a runway of a public-use airport that is greater than or equal to 6,000
feet in length and less than 12,000 feet in length. No emergency shelter shall be
located within 3,000 feet of any peint on the centerline of a runway of a public-use
airport or military airport that is 12,000 feet or greater in length,

(11)  The maximum number of beds in any emergency shelter shall be 75, except that the
maximum number of beds in any emergency shelter within 21,500 feet of any point
on the centerline of a runway of a public-use airport or within 43,300 feet
(approximately 8.2 miles) of any point on the centerline of a runway of a military
airport shall not exceed 11.

(12) No emergency shelter shall be located on a lot where any lot line of such lot is within 300
feet of any lot line of a lot where another emergency shelter is located.

YAALUCRegional\ZAP1002RG 1 0decsr.doc
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ORDINANCE NO. 348.4706
AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 348
RELATING TO ZONING

The Board of Supervisors of the County-of-Riverside ordains as follows:

Section 1.

follows:

143

- Section 2.

a.

A new subsection a. of Section 10.1 of Ordinance No. §48 is added to read as

The following uses shall be permitted in the I-P Zone:

(1) Emergency shelters.”

Existing subsections a., b., ¢., and d. of Section 10,1 of Ordinance No. 348

are relettered b., c., d., and e. respectively.

Section 3.

follows:

A new subsection o. of Section 10.4 of Ordinance No. 348 is added to read as

EMERGENCY SHELTERS. In addition to all other development standards of the
I-P Zone, the following development standards shall apply to emergency shelters:
(1)  For purposes of this section, the term “client” shall mean a homeless person
who uses the facilities of an emergency shelter to eat, shower or sleep but is not a
staff member. |

@ A minimum of 125 square feet of floor area shall be provided for each
client served (eating, showering or sleeping) at any one time. One bed shall be

provided for each client sleeping at the emergency shelter.

(3)  The minimum interior Waiting and client intake area for a shelter with 14 or
fewer beds shall be 125 square feet. The minimum interior waiting and client
intake area for a shelter with 15 or more beds shall be 200 square feet,

(4)  The minimum exterior waiting and client intake area for a sheltér with 14 or
fewer beds shall be 450 square feet. The minimum exterior waiting and client

intake area for a shelter with 15 or more beds shall be 900 square feet.

i
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(5)  The following off-street parking shall be provided: one space each for the
maximum number of employees who will be present on the site at the same time
and one space for each six client beds in the shelter, rounded up fo the nearest
whole number.

(6)  Outdoor lighting shall be provided in all parking areas, exteriot waiting and
client intake areas, and outdoor common areas.

(7}  Ifthe emergency shelter accommodates both men and women, separate
sleeping, lavatory and bathing areas shall be provli'ded for men and for women.

(8)  Anemergency shelier shall have a manager and at least one other staff
member present on site during all hours of operation. If the emergency shelter
accommodates both men and women, one employee, manager or staff member, of
each sex shall be present during all hours of operation. The manager and all staff
members shall be pers;:ms who maintain a separate residence.

(9)  No client shall be allowed to stay more than 300 total days within any 12 .
month period or more than 180 consecutive days.

(10)  The maximum number of beds in any emergency shelter shall be 75.

(11)  No emergency shelter shall be located o;i a lot where any lot line of such lot

is within 300 feet of any lot line of a lot where another emergency shelter is

located.”

Existing subsection o. of Section 10.4 of Ordinance No. 348 is relettered p.
A new Section 21.32b, is added to Ordinance No. 348 to read as follows:
“SECTION 21.32b. EMERGENCY SHELTER. Housing with minimal

supportive services for homeless persons that is limited to occupancy of six
months or less by a homeless person and where no individual or household

may be denied emergency shelter because of an inability to pay.”
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the community's general plan, as regquired pursuant to this article
and subdivisgsion (c¢) of Section 65302.

(f) "Supportive housing” has the same meaning as defined in
subdivision (b) of Section 50675.14 of the Health and Safety Code.
{(g) "Transitional housing" has the same meaning as defined in
subdivision (h) of Section 50675.2 of the Health and Safety Code.

65582.1. The Legislature finds and declares that it has provided
reforms and incentives to facilitate and expedite the construction of
affordable housing. Those reforms and incentives can be found in the
following provisions:

(a) Housing element law (Article 10.6 {(commencing with Section
65580) of Chapter 3).

{b) Extension of statute of limitations in actions challenging the
housing element and brought in support of affordable housing
{subdivision {d) of Section 65009).

{¢)} Restrictions on disapproval of housing developments (Section
65589.5}).

(d) Priority for affordable housing in the allocation of water and
sewer hookups (Section 65589.7).

{(e) Least cost zoning law (Section 65913.1).

{(f} Density bonus law ({Section 65915).

(g} Second dwelling units (Sectiong 65852.150 and 65852.2).

(h) By-right housing, in which certain multifamily housing are . 0‘\]
designated a permitted use (Section 65589.4). K‘EK;T\

{i) No-net-loss-in zoning density law limiting downzonings and :)

density reductions {(Section 65863). Eifs
{i) Requiring persons who sue to halt affordable housing to pay é) (,\

attorney fees {Section 65914) or post a bond {Section 529.2 of the C*) *

Code of Civil Procedure). P‘LLF N JNT
(k) Reduced time for action on affordable housing applications (; &3

under the approval of development permits process {Article 5 UE;

(commencing with Section 65950) of Chapter 4.5). = 0 E&
{1} Iimiting moratoriums on multifamily housing (Section 65858}. COV
{m} Prohibiting discrimination against affordable housing (Section

65008) .

(n) California Fair Employment and Housing Act (Part 2.8
(commencing with Section 12900) of Division 3).

{o) Community redevelopment law (Part 1 (commencing with Section
33000) of Division 24 of the Health and Safety Code, and in
particular Sections 33334.2 and 33413).

65583. The housing element shall consist of an identification and
analysis of existing and projected housing needs and a statement of
goals, policies, quantified objectives, financial resources, and
scheduled programs for the preservation, improvement, and development
of housing. The housing element shall identify adequate sites for
housing, including rental housing, factory-built housing,
mobilehomes, and emergency shelters, and shall make adequate
provision for the existing and projected needs of all economic
segments of the community. The element shall contain all of the
following:

(a) An assessment of housing needsg and an inventory of resources
and constraints relevant to the meeting of these needs. The
assessment and inventory shall include all of the following:

(1) An analysis of population and employment trends and
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documentation of projections and a gquantification of the locality's
existing and projected housing needs for all income levels, including
extremely low income households, as defined in subdivision (b) of
Section 50105 and Section 50106 of the Health and Safety Code. These
existing and projected needs shall include the locality's share of
the regional housing need in accordance with Section 65584. Local
agencies shall calculate the subset of very low income households
allotted under Section 65584 that qualify as extremely low income
households. The local agency may either use available census data to
calculate the percentage of very low income households that qualify
as extremely low income households or presume that 50 percent of the
very low income households qualify as extremely low income
households. The numbher of extremely low income households and very
low income households shall equal the jurisdiction's allocation of
very low income households pursuant to Section 65584.

(2} An analysis and documentation of household characterigtics,
including level of payment compared to ability to pay, housing
characteristics, including overcrowding, and housing stock condition.

(3} An inventory of land suitable for regidential develcpment,
including vacant siteg and sgiteg having potential for redevelopment,
and an analysis of the relationship of zoning and public facilities
and services to these gites.

{(4) (A) The identification of a zone or zones where emergency
shelters are allowed as a permitted use without a conditional use or
other discretionary permit. The identified zone or zones shall
include gufficient capacity to accommodate the need for emergency
shelter identified in paragraph (7), except that each local
government shall identify a zone or zones that can accommodate at
least one vear-round emergency shelter. If the local government
cannot identify a zone or zones with sufficient capacity, the local
government shall include a program to amend its zoning ordinance to
meet the requirements of this paragraph within one year of the
adoption of the housing element. The local government may identify
additional zones where emergency shelters are permitted with a
conditional use permit. The local government shall also demonstrate
that existing or proposed permit processing, development, and
management standards are objective and encourage and facilitate the
development of, or conversion to, emergency shelters. Emergency
shelters may only be subject to those development and management
standards that apply to regidential or commercial development within
the same zone except that a local government may apply written,
objective standards that include all of the following:

{i) The maximum number of beds or persons permitted to be served
nightly by the facility.

(ii) Off-street parking based upon demonstrated need, provided
that the standards do not require more parking for emergency shelters
than for other residential or commercial uses within the same zone.

(iii) The size and location of exterior and interior onsgite
waiting and client intake areas.

{iv) The provision of onsite management.

(v} The proximity to other emergency shelters, provided that
emergency shelters are not regquired to be more than 300 feet apart.

{(vi) The length of stay.

{(vii) Lighting.

(viii) Security during hours that the emergency shelter is in
operation,

{B) The permit processing, development, and management standards
applied under this paragraph shall not be deemed to be discretionary
acts within the meaning of the California Environmental Quality Act
(Division 13 {(commencing with Section 21000) of the Public Resources
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Code) .
(C) A local government that can demonstrate to the satisfaction of

the department the existence of one or more emergency shelters

either within its jurisdiction or pursuant to a multijurisdictional
agreement that can accommodate that jurisdiction's need for emergency
shelter identified in paragraph (7) may comply with the zoning
requirements of subparagraph (&) by identifying a zone or zones where
new emergency shelters are allowed with a conditional use permit.

(D) A local government with an existing ordinance or ordinances
that comply with this paragraph shall not be required to take
additional action to identify zones for emergency shelters. The
housing element must only describe how existing ordinances, policies,
and standards are consistent with the requirements of this
paragraph.

(5} An analysis of potential and actual governmental constraints
upon the maintenance, improvement, or development of housing for all
income levels, including the types of housing identified in paragraph
(1) of subdivision {c}, and for persons with disabilities as
identified in the analysis pursuant to paragraph (7), including land
use controls, building codes and their enforcement, site
improvements, fees and other exactions required of developers, and
local processing and permit procedures. The analysis shall also
demonstrate local efforts to remove governmental constraints that
hinder the locality from meeting its share of the regional housing
need in accordance with Section 65584 and from meeting the need for
housing for persons with disabilities, supportive housing,
transitional housing, and emergency shelters identified pursuant to
paragraph (7). Transitional housing and supportive housing shall be
considered a residential use of property, and shall be subject only
to those restrictions that apply to other residential dwellings of
the same type in the same zone.

(6) An analysis of potential and actual nongovernmental
constraints upon the maintenance, improvement, or development of
housing for all income levels, including the availability of
financing, the price of land, and the cost of construction.

{7) An analysis of any special housing needs, such as those of the
elderly, persons with disabilities, large families, farmworkers,
families with female heads of households, and families and persons in
need of emergency shelter. The need for emergency shelter shall be
assessed based on annual and seasonal need. The need for emergency
shelter may be reduced by the number of supportive housing units that
are identified in an adopted 10-year plan to end chronic
homelessness and that are either vacant or for which funding has been
identified to allow construction during the planning period.

(8} An analysis of opportunities for energy conservation with
respect to residential development. Cities and counties are
encouraged to include weatherization and energy efficiency
improvements as part of publicly subsidized housing rehabilitation
projects. This may include energy efficiency measures that encompass
the building envelope, its heating and cooling systems, and its
electrical system.

(9} An analysis of existing assisted housing developments that are
eligible to change from low-income housing uses during the next 10
years due to termination of subsidy contracts, mortgage prepayment,
or expiration of restrictions on use. "Assisted housing developments, "
for the purpose of this section, shall mean multifamily rental
housing that receives governmental assistance under federal programs
listed in subdivision (a) of Section 65863.10, state and local
multifamily revenue bond programs, local redevelopment programs, the
federal Community Development Block Grant Program, or local in-lieu
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fees. "Assisted housing developments" shall also include multifamily
rental units that were developed pursuant to a local inclusionary
housing program or used to qualify for a density bonus pursuant to
Section 65916.

(A) The analysis shall include a listing of each development by
project name and address, the type of governmental assistance
received, the earliest possible date of change from low-income use, .
and the total number of elderly and nonelderly units that could be
lost from the locality's low-income housing stock in each year during
the 10-vear period. For purposes of state and federally funded
projects, the analysis required by this subparagraph need only
contain information available on a statewide basis.

(B) The analysis shall estimate the total cost of producing new
rental housing that is comparable in size and rent levels, to replace
the units that could change from low-income use, and an estimated
cost of preserving the assisted housing developments. This cost
analysis for replacement housing may be done aggregately for each
five-year period and does not have to contain a project-by-project
cost estimate.

(C) The analysis shall identify public and private nonprofit
corporations known to the local government which have legal and
managerial capacity ko acquire and manage these housing developments.

{D) The analysis shall identify and consider the use of all
federal, state, and local financing and subsidy programs which can be
used to preserve, for lower income households, the assisted housing
developments, identified in this paragraph, including, but not
limited to, federal Community Development Block Grant Program funds,
tax increment fundsg received by a redevelopment agency of the
community, and administrative fees received by a housing authority
operating within the community. In considering the use of these
financing and subsidy programs, the analysis shall identify the
amounts of funds under each available program which have not been
legally obligated for other purposes and which could be available for
use in preserving assisted housing developments.

{b) (1) A statement of the community's goals, quantified
objectives, and policies relative to the maintenance, preservation,
improvement, and development of housing.

(2) It is recognized that the total housing needs identified
pursuant to subdivision (a) may exceed available resources and the
community's ability to satisfy this need within the content of the
general plan requirements outlined in Article 5 (commencing with
Section 65300). Under these circumstances, the guantified objectives
need not be identical to the total housing needs. The gquantified
objectives shall establish the maximum number of housing units by
income category, including extremely low income, that can be
constructed, rehabilitated, and conserved over a five-year time
period.

{c) A program which sets forth a schedule of actions during the
planning period, each with a timeline for implementation, which may
recognize that certain programs are ongoing, such that there will be
beneficial impacts of the programs within the planning period, that
the local governmment ig undertaking or intends to undertake to
implement the policies and achieve the goals and objectives of the
housing element through the administration of land use and
development controls, the provision of regulatory concessions and
incentives, and the utilization of appropriate federal and state
financing and subsidy programs when available and the utilization of
moneys in a low- and moderate-income housing fund of an agency if the
locality has established a redevelopment project area pursuant to
the Community Redevelopment Law (Division 24 (commencing with Section
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33000) of the Health and Safety Code). In order to make adequate
provision for the housing needs of all economic segments of the
community, the program shall do all of the following:

(1) Identify actions that will be taken to make sites available
during the planning period of the general plan with appropriate
zoning and development standards and with services and facilities to
accommodate that portion of the city's or county's share of the
regional houging need for each income level that could not be
accommodated on siteg identified in the inventory completed pursuant
to paragraph (3) of subdivision (a)} without rezoning, and to comply
with the requirements of Section 65584.09. Sites shall be identified
as needed to facilitate and encourage the development of a variety of
types of housing for all income levels, including multifamily rental
houging, factory-built housing, mobilehomes, housing for
agricultural employees, supportive housing, single-room occupancy
units, emergency shelters, and transitional housing.

(A) Where the inventory of sites, pursuant to paragraph (3) of
subdivision (a), does not identify adecuate sites to accommodate the
need for groups of all household income levels pursuant to Section
65584, rezoning of those sites, including adoption of minimum density
and development standards, for jurisdictions with an eight-year
housing element planning period pursuant to Section 65588, shall be
completed no later than three years after either the date the housing
element is adopted pursuant to subdivision (f) of Section 65585 or
the date that is 90 days after receipt of comments from the
department pursuant to subdivision (b) of Section 65585, whichever is
earlier, unless the deadline is extended pursuant to subdivision
(f}). Notwithstanding the foregoing, for a local government that fails
to adopt a housing element within 120 days of the statutory deadline
in Section 65588 for adoption of the housing element, rezoning of
those sites, including adoption of minimum density and development
standards, shall be completed no later than three years and 120 days
from the statutory deadline in Section 65588 for adoption of the
houging element.

(B) Where the inventory of gites, pursuant to paragraph (3) of
subdivision (a), does not identify adeguate sites to accommodate the
need for groups of all household income levels pursuant to Section
65584, the program shall identify sites that can be developed for
houging within the planning period pursuant to subdivision (h) of
Section 65583.2. The identification of sites shall include all
components specified in subdivision (b) of Section 6£5583.2.

(C) where the inventory of sites pursuant to paragraph ({3) of
gubdivision {a) does not identify adequate sites to accommodate the
need for farmworker housing, the program shall provide for sufficient
gites to meet the need with zoning that permits farmworker housing
use by right, including density and development standards that could
accommodate and facilitate the feasibility of the development of
farmworker housing for low- and very low income households.

(2) Assist in the development of adequate housing to meet the
needs of extremely low, very low, low-, and moderate-income
households.

(3} Address and, where appropriate and legally possible, remove
governmental constraints to the maintenance, improvement, and
development of housing, including housing for all income levels and
housing for persons with disabilities. The program shall remove
constraints to, and provide reasonable accommodations for housing
designed for, intended for occupancy by, or with supportive services
for, persons with disabilities.

(4} Conserve and improve the condition of the existing affordable
housing stock, which may include addressing ways to mitigate the loss
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of dwelling units demolished by public or private action.

{5) Promote housing opportunities for all persons regardless of
race, religion, sex, marital status, ancestry, national origin,
color, familial status, or disability.

(6) Preserve for lower income households the assisted housing
developments identified pursuant to paragraph (92) of subdivision (a).
The program for preservation of the agsisted housing developments
shall utilize, to the extent necessary, all available federal, state,
and local financing and subsidy programs identified in paragraph (9)
of subdivision (a), except where a community has other urgent needs
for which alternative funding sources are not available. The program
may include strategies that involve local regulation and technical
asgistance.

(7) The program shall include an identification of the agencies
and officials responsible for the implementation of the various
actions and the means by which consistency will be achieved with
other general plan elements and community goals. The local government
shall make a diligent effort to achieve public participation of all
ecoriomic¢ segments of the community in the development of the housing
element, and the program shall describe this effort.

{(d) (1) A local government may satisfy all or part of its
requirement to identify a zone or zones suitable for the development
of emergency shelters pursuant to paragraph {(4) of subdivision (a) by
adopting and implementing a multijurisdicticnal agreement, with a
maximum of two other adjacent communities, that requires the
participating jurisdictions to develop at least one year-round
emergency shelter within two vears of the beginning of the planning
period.

{(2) The agreement shall allocate a portion of the new shelter
capacity to each jurisdiction as credit towards its emergency shelter
need, and each jurisdiction shall describe how the capacity was
allocated as part of its housing element.

(3) Each member jurisdiction of a multijurisdictional agreement
shall describe in its housing element all of the following:

(A) How the joint facility will meet the jurisdiction's emergency
shelter need.

(B) The jurisdiction's contribution to the facility for both the
development and ongoing operation and management of the facility.

{C) The amount and source of the funding that the jurisdiction
contributes to the facility.

(4) The aggregate capacity claimed by the participating
jurigdictions in their housing elements shall not exceed the actual
capacity of the shelter.

(e} Except as otherwise provided in this article, amendments to
this article that alter the required content of a housing element
shall apply to both of the following:

{1} A housing element or housing element amendment prepared
pursuant to subdivision {(e) of Section 65588 or Section 65584.02,
when a city, county, or city and county submits a draft to the
department for review pursuant to Section 65585 more than 90 days
after the effective date of the amendment to this section.

{2} Any housing element or housing element amendment prepared
pursuant to subdivision (e} of Section 65588 or Section 65584.02,
when the city, county, or city and county fails to submit the first
draft to the department before the due date specified in Section
65588 or 65584.02.

{(f) The deadline for completing required rezoning pursuant to
subparagraph (A) of paragraph (1) of subdivision (c} shall be
extended by one year if the local government has completed the
rezoning at densities sufficient to accommodate at least 75 percent
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of the units for low- and very low income households and if the
legislative body at the conclusion of a public hearing determines,
based upon substantial evidence, that any of the following
circumstances exist:

{1) The local government has been unable to complete the rezoning
because of the action or inaction beyond the control of the local
government of any other state federal or local agency.

{2) The local government is unable bto complete the rezoning
because of infrastructure deficiencles due to fiscal or regulatory
constraints.

{3) The local government must undertake a major revision to its
general plan in order to accommodate the housing related policies of
a sustainable communities strategy or an alternative planning
strategy adopted pursuant to Section 65080.

The resolution and the findings shall be transmitted to the
department together with a detailed budget and schedule for
preparation and adoption of the required rezonings, including plans
for citizen participation and expected interim action. The schedule
shall provide for adoption of the required rezoning within one year
of the adoption of the resolution.

(g) (1) If a local government fails to complete the rezoning by
the deadline provided in subparagraph (&) of paragraph (1} of
gubdivision {(c¢), as it may be extended pursuant to subdivision (f},
except as provided in paragraph (2), a local government may not
disapprove a housing development project, nor require a conditional
use permit, planned unit development permit, or other locally imposed
discretionary permit, or impose a condition that would render the
project infeasible, if the housing development project (A) is
proposed to be located on a site required to be rezoned pursuant to
the program action required by that subparagraph; and (B} complies
with applicable, objective general plan and zoning standards and
criteria, including design review standards, described in the program
action required by that subparagraph. Any subdivision of sites shall
be subject to the Subdivision Map Act. Design review shall not
constitute a "project" for purposes of Division 13 (commencing with
Section 21000) of the Public Resourceg Code.

(2) A local government may disapprove a housing development
described in paragraph (1) if it makes written findings supported by
substantial evidence on the record that both of the following
conditions exist:

{A} The housing development project would have a specific, adverse
impact upon the public health or safety unless the project is
disapproved or approved upon the condition that the project be
developed at a lower density. As used in this paragraph, a "specific,
adverse impact" means a significant, guantifiable, direct, and
unavoidable impact, based on objective, identified written public
health or =safety standards, policies, or conditions as they existed
on the date the application was deemed complete.

(B) There is no feasible method to satisfactorily mitigate or
avoid the adverse impact identified pursuant to paragraph (1), other
than the disapproval of the housing develcpment project or the
approval of the project upon the condition that it be developed at a
lower density.

(3) The applicant or any interested person may bring an action to
enforce this subdivision. If a court finds that the local agency
disapproved a project or conditioned its approval in wiolation of
this subdivision, the court shall issue an order or judgment
compelling compliance within 60 days. The court shall retain
jurisdiction to ensure that its order or judgment is carried out. If
the court determines that its order or judgment has not been carried

Tttt Hfvrrmarar loeatnta na anvieol_hin/dienlavendaPeantt st =onir S aranitn=ASN01 A64000.8-Fla=

Page 8 of 51

117172010



CA Codes (gov:65580-65589.8)

out within 60 days, the court may issue further orders to engure that
the purposes and policieg of this subdivision are fulfilled. In any
such action, the city, county, or city and county shall bear the
burden of proof.

(4) For purposes of thig subdivigsion, "housing development project"
means a project to construct regidential units for which the project
developer provides sufficient legal commitments to the appropriate
local agency to ensure the continued availakility and use of at least
49 percent of the housing units for very low, low-, and
moderate-income households with an affordable housing cost or
affordable rent, as defined in Section 50052.5 or 50053 of the Health
and Safety Code, respectively, for the period required by the
applicable financing.

{(h) An action to enforce the program actions of the housing
element shall be brought pursuant to Section 1085 of the Code of

Civil Procedure,

65583.1. (a) The Department of Housing and Community Development,
in evaluating a proposed or adopted housing element for substantial
compliance with this article, may allow a city or county to identify
adequate sites, as required pursuant to Section 65583, by a variety
of methods, including, but not limited to, redesignation of property
to a more intense land use category and increasing the density
allowed within one or more categories. The department may also allow
a city or county to identify sites for second units based on the
number of second units developed in the prior housing element
planning period whether or not the units are permitted by right, the
need for these units in the community, the resources or incentives
available for their development, and any other relevant factors, as
determined by the department. Nothing in this section reduces the
responsibility of a city or county to identify, by income category,
the total number of sites for residential development as required by
this article.

{b) Sites that contain permanent housing units located on a
military base undergoing closure or conversion as a result of action
pursuant to the Defense Authorization Amendments and Base Closure and
Realignment Act {(Public Law 100-526), the Defense Base Closure and
Realignment Act of 1990 ({(Public Law 101-510), or any subsequent act
requiring the closure or conversion of a military base may be
identified as an adequate site if the housing element demonstrates
that the housing units will be available for occupancy by households
within the planning period of the element. No sites containing
housing units scheduled or planned for demolition or conversion to
nonresidential uses shall qualify as an adeguate site.

Any city, city and county, or county using this subdivision shall
address the progress in meeting this section in the reports provided
pursuant to paragraph {1} of subdivision (b) of Section 65400.

(¢} (1) The Department of Housing and Community Development may
allow a city or county to substitute the provision of units for up to
25 percent of the community's obligation to identify adequate sites
for any income category in its housing element pursuant to paragraph
(1} of subdivision (¢) of Section 65583 where the community includes
in its housing element a program committing the local government to
provide units in that income category within the city or county that
will be made available through the provision of committed assistance
during the planning period covered by the element to low- and very
low income households at affordable housing costs or affordable
rants, as defined in Sections 50052.5 and 50053 of the Health and
Safety Code, and which meet the requirements of paragraph (2). Except

Tttt Faarmarmr leotinfa ra anvieoor an/dAianlavernda?carttntr—ont - 2r orrni1—aaNNT AN e 1a—
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~Chapter 633, Statutes of 2007 (SB 2)~

Permitting Emergency Shelters without Discretionary Action

To comply with SB 2, localities must have or adopt a zoning classification that permits
emergency shelters in a non-discretionary manner (localities may however apply
development standards pursuant to Section 65583(a)(4)). In such zones, permitted uses,
development standards and permit procedures must include: '

e Objective development standards that encourage and facilitate the approval of

emergency shelters. 4
e Decision-making criteria such as standards that do not require discretionary

judgment.
+ Standards that do not render emergency shelters infeasible, and only address
the use as an emergency shelter, not the perceived characteristics of potential

occupants.

Requiring a variance, minor use permit, special use permit or any other discretionary process
does not constitute a non-discretionary process. However, local governments may apply

non-discretionary design review standards.

A local government should not require public
notice of its consideration of emergency shelter
proposals unless it provides public notice of
other non-discretionary actions. For example, if
a local government permits new construction of
a single-family residence without discretionary
action and public notice is not given for these
applications, then a local government should
employ the same procedures for emergency
shelter applications. The appropriate point for
public comment and discretionary action is
when zoning is being amended or adopted for
e emergency shelters, not on a project-by-project
basis.

Emergency Shelter — Jackson, California
Phato courtesy of Amador-Tuofumne Communily Actfon

Development Standards to Encourage and Facilitate Emergency Shelters

SB 2 requires that emergency shelters only be subject to those development and
management standards that apply to residential or commercial use within the same zone,
except the local government may apply certain objective standards discussed on the next
page (Government Code Section 65583(a)(4)). For example, a light commercial zone might
permit a range of wholesaler, service repair and business services subject to buildable area
and lot area requirements. In this case, the emergency shelter may be subject only to the
same buildable area and lot area requirements. The same zone might permit residential
uses subject to certain development standard (i.e., lot area, heights, and setbacks)
requirements. In this case, emergency shelters should only be subject to the same

development standards.

State Department of Housing -10- fay 2008

and Coamminifiy Dowvoalanmaoant



~Chapter 633, Statutes of 2007 (SB 2)~

To demonstrate that processing procedures and standards are objective and encourage and
facilitate development of emergency sheiters, the housing element must address how:

e zoning explicitly allows the use (meaning the use is specifically described in the
zoning code},

o development standards and permit procedures do not render the use infeasible;

e zoning, development and management standards, permit procedures and other
applicable land-use regulations promote the use through objective; and

predictable standards.

SB 2 allows flexibility for local governments to apply written, objective development and
management standards for emergency shelters as described in statue and below.

e The maximum number of beds or persons permitted to be served nightly by the
facility. :

o Off-street parking based upon demonstrated need, provided that the standards
do not require more parking for emergency shelters than for other residential or
commercial uses within the same zone.

o The size and location of exterior and interior on-site waiting and client intake

areas.

« The provision of on-site management.

¢ The proximity to other emergency shelters
provided that emergency shelters are not
required to be more than 300 feet apart.

¢ The length of stay.

o Lighting.

¢ Security during hours that the emergency
shelter is in operation.

These standards must be designed to encourage
and facilitate the development of, or conversion to,
an emergency shelter. For example, a standard
establishing the maximum number of beds should
act to encourage the development of an
emergency shelter; local governments should
. establish flexible ranges for hours of operation;
length of stay provision should be consistent with
financing programs or statutory definitions limiting
occupancy to six months (Health and Safety Code
Section 50801) and should not unduly impair
shelter operations. Appropriate management - . :
standards are reasonable and limited to ensure the operation and maintenance of the

property.

State Department of Housing -11- ' May 2008

and Community Development



Building Blocks for Effective Housing Elements

Adequate Sites Inventory and Analysis

Zoning For Emergency Shelters and
Transitional Housing

Government Code Section 65583(a)(4) and requires the identification of a zone
or zones where emergency shelters are allowed as a permitted use without a
conditional use or other discretionary permit. The identified zone or zones shalf
include sufficient capacity to accommodate the need for emergency shelters
identified in paragraph (7) of Government Code Section 65583(a), except that
each local government shall identify a zone or zones that can accommodate at
least one year-round emergency shelter. Government Code Section 65583(c)(1)
requires “As part of the analysis of available sites, a jurisdiction must include an
analysis of zoning that encourages and facilitates a variety of housing
types...including emergency shelters and transitional housing.”

l. REQUISITE ANALYSIS

Emergency Shelters

Every locality must identify a zone or zones where emergency shelters are
allowed as a permitted use without a conditional use or other discretionary
permit. The identified zone or zones must include sufficient capacity to
accommodate the need for emergency shelter as identified in the housing
element, EXCEPT that all local governments must identify a zone or zones to
accommodate at least one year-round shelter. Adequate sites/zones can include
existing facilities that can be converted to accommodate the need for emergency

shelters.

Transitional Housing

Transitional housing is a type of supportive housing used to facilitate the
movement of homeless individuals and families to permanent housing. A
homeless person may live in a transitional apartment for up to two-years while
receiving supportive services that enable independent living. Every locality must
identify zones that will allow the development of transitional housing. Appropriate
sites for transitional housing have the following characteristics:

« Zoning: Transitional housing shou-Id be subject to the same permitting
processes as other housing in the zone without undue special regulatory

requirements.



« Location: The zoning should include sites located within the boundaries of
the jurisdiction and close to public services and facilities, including

transportation.
« Development Standards: Parking requirements, fire regulations, and design

standards should not impede the efficient use of the site as transitional
housing.

New Amendment to State Housing Element Law — SB2
(Government Code Section 65582, 65583, and 65589.5,

Chapter 614, Statutes of 2007)

Effective January 1, 2008:

Generally, SB 2 strengthens planning requirements to identify zones where
emergency shelters will be allowed without requiring a conditional use permit. If
such zoning does not exist, a local government is required to designate zoning
within one year of the adoption of the housing element. In addition, SB 2
amended the Housing Accountability Act (formerly known as anti-NIMBY law) to
include emergency shelters, transitional housing, and supportive housing.

These amendments are applicable to all local gbvernments submitting draft
housing elements for review to the Department after 90 days from the effective

date of January 1, 2008.

An SB 2 technical assistance paper describing the new requirements added to
Government Code Sections 65582, 65583(a), and 65589.5 will be added to the

webpage.

Specifically, housing element law, as amended by SB 2, requires:

¢ Needs Assessment

» The analysis of the need for emergency shelter must consider the
seasonal need in addition to the year-round need.

> Estimate the daily average number of persons lacking permanent shelter.
Where possible, the element should estimate the number of single males
and females, families with children and youth.

> As data allow, describe the percentage of homeless population who are
veterans, runaway youth, mentally ill, with substance abuse problems,
survivors of domestic violence or any other categories considered

significant by the locality.



« Identify Existing Resources to Address Needs

>
S

>

Identify number and capacity of current emergency shelters and

transitional and supportive housing units.

Compare number and characteristics of homeless with current available
resources to provide a general estimate of unmet need.

The need for emergency shelters may be reduced by the number of
supportive housing units identified in an adopted 10-year plan and for
which funding has been identified to allow construction in planning period

or are vacant.

¢ ldentify Zoning

>

All cities and counties must identify zone or zones that allow emergency
shelters as a permitted use, without a conditional use permit or other

discretionary permit.
All local governments must identify zoning to allow at least one year-round

emergency shelter, regardless of the need identified.
The zone or zones must include sufficient capacity to accommodate the

need identified in the special needs analysis.

« Analysis of Constraints

»

The element must demonstrate that existing or proposed permit
processing, development, and management standards encourage and
facilitate the development of, or conversion to, emergency shelters.

Shelters may only be subject only to development and management
standards that apply to residential or commercial development in the same
zone except that local governments may apply written and objective
standards that include all of the following:

maximum number of beds;

off-street parking based upon demonstrated need;

'size and location of on-site waiting and intake areas;

provision of on-site management;

proximity to other shelters;

length of stay,

lighting; and

security during hours when the shelter is open.



Transitional and supportive housing are to be considered as residential
uses and must only be subject o the same restrictions that apply to simitar

housing types in the same zone.

The permit procedures, development and management standards
complying with the above standards are not to be considered discretionary
acts for the purposes of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA,

Public Resources Code, Section 21080).

Recognition of Good Actors

>

Cities and counties with existing ordinances consistent with the
requirements of SB 2, are not required to take any additional action to
identify zones for emergency shelters, but their housing elements must
describe how these existing ordinances, policies, and standards comply

with the requirements.

Cities and counties may fully or partially meet the emergency shelter
zoning requirements by adopting and implementing a multi-jurisdictional
agreement, with no more than two adjacent jurisdictions, to develop at
least one year-round emergency shelter within two years of the planning

period.

The multijurisdictional agreement must divide the emergency shelter
capacity among the participating jurisdictions. Allocations can then be
credited by the participating jurisdictions toward their local emergency
shelter need. The aggregate allocations must not exceed the total capacity

of the emergency shelter.

All participating jurisdictions must include in their housing element the
following:

= Description of how the emergency shelter capacity was allocated.

» How the joint shelter will meet the jurisdiction’s emergency shelter
need. '

» Description of the jurisdiction’s participation in the shelter's
development and in its daily operation and management.

* The jurisdiction’s financial contribution and source of funding.

Where the joint shelter accommodates only a portion of the jurisdictions'’
local need, the housing element must comply with the other requirements

of the Chapter to meet the remaining need.



Development of Programs and Policies

» |If the jurisdiction cannot identify zones with sufficient capacity, it must
include a program amending the zoning ordinance to meet the above
requirements within one year from the adoption of the housing element.

Housing Accountability Act (GC Section 65589.5)

Apply the provisions of the act to emergency shelters.

Specify that the Housing Accountability Act does not prohibit a focal agency
from requiring an emergency shelter project to comply with objective,
quantifiable, written development standards, conditions, and policies, as long
as the standards, conditions, and policies are applied fo facilitate and
accommodate the development of the shelter. '

Strengthen the Housing Accountability Act to provide that if the local agency
has failed to identify a zone where emergency shelters are allowed as a
permitted use or has failed to show that the identified zones are sufficient to
accommodate the need for emergency shelters (or at least one emergency
shelter): The local agency shall not disapprove or conditionally approve an
emergency shelter on the basis that the emergency shelter is inconsistent
with both the jurisdiction’s zoning ordinance and general plan land use
designation. The jurisdiction would have the burden of proving that it has
appropriately identified zones for emergency shelter.

Include transitional housing and supportive housing within the definition of
"housing development project” under the Housing Accountability Act.

KEY IDEAS

li. HELPFUL HINTS

Definitions applicable to Chapter 633 of Statutes 2007 (SB 2) as per Health
and Safety Code 50801 (e):

Emergency Shelter: Emergency shelter means housing with minimal supportive

services for homeless persons that is limited fo occupancy of six months or less
by a homeless person. No individual or household may be denied emergency

shelter because of an inability to pay.



Supportive Housing: Housing with no limit on length of stay, that is cccupied by
the target population and that is linked to onsite or offsite services that assist the
supportive housing resident in retaining the housing, improving his or her health
status, and maximizing his or her ability fo live and, when possible, work in the

community.

Transitional Housing: Transitional housing and transitional housing development
mean rental housing operated under program requirements that call for the
termination of assistance and recirculation of the assisted unit to another eligible
program recipient at some predetermined future point in time, which shall be no

less than six months.

IN. MODEL ANALYSES
UNDER CONSTRUCTION

IV. LINKS
Link to Senate Bill 2 (Chapter 633. Statutes of 2007)

HCD: Homelesshess issues Bibliography

Examples of Homeless Shelter Ordinances:

City of Santa Monica Development Standards for Homeless Shelters — Search
for “homeless”

City of Los Angeles Development Standards for Homeless Shelters — Search for
“homeless”

City of Santa Monica website dedicated to Homeless Issues

United States Interagency Council on Homelessness (ICH)

USICH link to access local governments’ 10-year plans

USICH link to Innovative Initiatives

Homelessness Resource Center (HRC) website (U.S. Dept. of Health and
Human Services SAMHSA program)

National Alliance to End Homelessness

HomeBase — Legal and Technicai Assistance on Homelessness

City of Ventura Homeless Count 2007




NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
RIVERSIDE COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION
4080 Lemon Street, 14th Floor
RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA 92501

A PUBLIC HEARING has been scheduled before the Riverside County Airport
Land Use Commission (ALUC) to consider the application described below.

Any person may submit written comments to the ALUC before the hearing or
may appear and be heard in support of or opposition to the project at the time of
hearing. The proposed project application may be viewed at the Riverside
County Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor, Riverside,
California 92501, Monday through Thursday from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., except
Thursday, November 25 (Thanksgiving Day).

PLACE OF HEARING: Riverside County Administration Center
4080 Lemon St., Hearing Room (1* Floor)
Riverside, California

DATE OF HEARING: Thursday, December 9, 2010
TIME OF HEARING: 9:00 AM,

CASE DESCRIPTIONS:

ZAP1002RG10 — Riverside County Planning Department — Ordinance No. 348.4706 — An amendment to
the Riverside County Zoning Ordinance to permit emergency sheiters in the I-P (Industrial Park) Zone
and to establish development standards for such facilities. The amendment defines an emergency
shelter as “housing with minimally supportive services for homeless persons that is limited to occupancy
of six -months or less by a homeless person and where no individual or household may be denied
emergency sheiter because of an inability to pay.” Development standards include a maximum limit of
75 beds in any emergency shelter and a minimum of 125 square feet of floor area for each client served
at any one time. A lower maximum bed limit may be established in the vicinity of airports. (Countywide).

ZAP1004RG10 — County of Riverside — A proposal by the County of Riverside to adopt a new Housing
Element for the Plan Years of 2006 through 2014. The Housing Element is an integral part of the
County’s overall General Plan, as one of seven required General Plan elements mandated by State law.
The Element assesses the current and future housing needs of all income groups, formulates goals,
policies, and programs to address housing needs in unincorporated Riverside County, and sets forth an
action ptan for implementation of those goals in the next four years. (Countywide)

FURTHER INFORMATION: Contact Russell Brady at (951) 955-0549 or John Guerin at (951) 955-
0982. The ALUC holds hearings for local discretionary permits within the Airport Influence Areas,
reviewing for aeronautical safety, noise and obsfructions. All other concerns should be addressed to
Mr. Adam Rush, County of Riverside Planning Department, at {951) 955-6646.
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APPLICATION FOR MAJOR LAND USE ACTION REVIEW [aadaitadhs

RIVERSIDE COUNTY AiRPORT LAND USE CommissioN  [P4al ¢ tooa RG\D

Date of Application ﬂ - M - D | . .
\Jarious — Coe nig wke. Phone Number (qi“)q\“-“ 6646

Property Owner ,
Mailing Addrass ()f;{r? b~  Con -\—«6 yde.

Agent (if any) 5 omy]? o SZ ‘i\}ﬁg‘icgi E lQ[DﬂH! VL§ 5 Lgﬁﬂ_—, Phone Number ‘$ ]!g ,S j—'gﬁgcgfc
Mailing Address o Lenon %3({"06&‘—/ AT Bl oo '.Q\ﬂ.h’rfﬁ 2, Cﬁam‘{

T

Street Address ( oauant L £ 3 Trﬁﬂ‘
Assessor’s Parce! No. & l s ‘ A Qé’ﬁ% 2)2-;552\%2 Hz h 'S. Parcel Slze ( YOIOUS,
Subdivislon Name Al \ { )‘.ﬂLﬂ COty, tzle : Zoning ' (o
Lot Number Q{}‘LW‘»& . Classification T R?[I"]Q \,I-FL
Existing Land Use rds m © will o A Fop)

(describe) P T C‘cuu:[;s of Ruesile Zonl [ I,

Proposed Land Use  Y{ine O’W(EMMLE GIW\E‘I’U! MeWIL l/U(l” ﬁ[lru} ",h/\e /,’OM-W‘L}U"

(describe) of- on Emenony  Shelter QupSummt b o

R&:]o@l‘%ﬂ‘ ?z."nv-(LL-l-a /?.:‘?(J]hf/;:. wn dn ol Zones Litnim-velPdene

For Resldential Uses  Number of Parcels or Units on Site (exclude secondary unils) ( ,DQO -+
For Other Land Uses  Houirs of Use \ O@O +
{See Appendix G) Number of People on Site Maximum Number - l 000+

Method of Calculation

Height Data Height above Ground or Tallest Object (including antennas and frees) §>S "FCE-S{— fl.
Highest Elevation (above sea level) of Any Object or Terraln on Site VCinionms

Flight Hazards Does the project involve any characteristics which could create electrical interference, [, Yes
confusing lights, glare, smoke, or other electrical or visual hazards to aircraft flight? ﬁ No

If yes, doscriba
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Date Received
Agency Name

Staff Contact
Phone Number

4 110

(,Od:\,"“uf r)r‘ﬁluff\éi d‘c-

O\unn .na\ nfﬁt'

__oLa_ “Yash.

5~GhY o

Agency's Project No. (q):ré wente | hf). 3"{% - H?BGD

Type of Project

General Plan Amendment °
Zoning Amendment or Variance
Subdivision Approval

Use Permit

Public Facility

Other

od0onooo

Date Recelved

Application By
Recelpt Is Application Complete? [l Yes [J No
If No, cite reasons
Airport(s} Nearby
Er:;na_ry Compatibility Zone(s) OA Os OB Oc [MHOb OE 0O w
riteria . '
Review Allowable (not prohibited) Usa? O ves [ No
Density/Intensity Acceptable? O Yes [ No
Open Land Requfrement Met? ] Yes [ No
Helght Acceptable? [d Yes [ No
Easement/Deed Nofice Provided? [T Yes [ No
Special Conditions Describe:
Supplemental Noise
Criteria
Review
Safety
" Alrspace
Protection
Overflight \

August 2007

[1 Consistent with Cenditions (list conditions/attach additional pages If needed)

ALUC Executive O Appiove Date
Director's Action [1 Referto ALUC

ALUGC 1 Consistent Date
Action

[0 Inconsistent {list reasons/attach additional pages if needed)




COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
AIRPORT LLAND USE COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT
AGENDA ITEM: 2.5
HEARING DATE: December 9, 2010
CASE NUMBER: ZAP1004RG10 — Riverside County Planning Department

(Representative: Adam Rush)

'APPROVING JURISDICTION: Riverside County
JURISDICTION CASE NO: GPA 1097 (General Plan Amendment)

MAJOR ISSUES: The proposed Housing Element potentially identifies sites for
development to meet the County’s Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) within
Airport Influence Areas that may be inconsistent with intensity policies of the Airport Land

Use Compatibility Plan.

RECOMMENDATION: At the time of writing of the staff report, staff had not received data
to analyze the recommended Housing Element site inventory with zoning/land use designations
and compatibility zone data. Staff is anticipating certain sites from the inventory whose
potential development intensity is inconsistent with respective compatibility zones. These sites
would be recommended to be removed from the site inventory upon completion of staff
analysis. Therefore, at this time, staff recommends CONTINUANCE to the meeting of
January 13, 2011; however, in the event that such data is received, analyzed, and sites are able
to be recommended for removal prior to the hearing, staff would recommend that the
Commission find the proposed general plan amendment consistent, subject to the removal of

the recommended sites from the inventory.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The applicant proposes an amendment to the Riverside County General Plan Housing Element. In
general, the Housing Element is being updated to provide policies, programs, and objectives to meet
the County’s housing needs. The County’s Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) is
required to be established by state law and is determined through inter-governmental coordination.
The Housing Element is required to identify sites that will meet the identified quantity and type of
housing established by the RHNA. This site inventory is most important in determination of
consistency with the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan. In addition to the site inventory, the
Housing Element also addresses other housing issues such as homelessness, substandard housing
conditions, and removal of government constraints to provision of affordable housing,

PROJECT LOCATION: Countywide



Staff Report
Page 2 of 2

LAND USE PLAN: All Riverside County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plans

BACKGROUND:

Residential Land Use Intensity: The Housing Element site inventory likely identifies sites within
airport influence areas as identified by the Riverside County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan,
The site inventory is based on existing zoning and land use designations. Currently, certain General
Plan land use designations within the Airport Influence Areas (ATAs) of Jacqueline Cochran
Regional Airport, Bermuda Dunes Airport, French Valley Airport, Blythe Municipal Airport,
Riverside Municipal Airport, and Flabob Airport are known to be inconsistent with respective land
use compatibility zone intensity criteria. At the time of the writing of this staff report, data had not
been received by ALUC staff to determine if any properties with inconsistent land use designations
within the AIAs of these airports are listed in the Housing Element site inventory. (The inventory
provided herewith includes specific plans within the newly incorporated cities of Eastvale and
Menifee, as well as unincorporated Riverside County.)

Non-Residential Land Use Intensity; Since the Housing Element deals exclusively with policies for
residential development, non-residential land use intensities are generally not applicable,

Prohibited and Discouraged Uses: Residential land uses do not constitute a prohibited or
discouraged use, except within Compatibility Zone A. However, pursuant to the Countywide
Policies of the 2004 Riverside County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, residential land uses at
densities exceeding one dwelling unit per five acres are prohibited in all Compatibility Zones except

Zones D and E.

Noise: Future residential land uses developed pursuant to this Housing Element may be subject to
airport and aircraft noise. In reviewing the previous (2005) County Housing Element, ALUC
found the Element consistent, provided that policies were added stating that no new residential
housing shall be built within the noise-impact areas of the County, as defined in the Riverside
County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, and that the “Notice of Airport in Vicinity” be
given to all prospective residential tenants or buyers for projects within the adopted Airport
Influence Areas. (See attached excerpt from minutes of June 2005 ALUC meeting.) Measures to
address noise concerns would be addressed on an individual project basis where applicable.

Part 77: FAA review would be required for any structures with potential to exceed the applicable
relative slope ratio.

QOpen Area; The open space requirements for Compatibility Zones B1, C, and D would be addressed
on an individual project basis where applicable.

YAALUC\RegionallZAP1004RG10decsr.doc



b. Any use which would cause sunlight to be reflected towards an aircraft engaged
in an initial straight climb following takeoff or towards an aircraft engaged in a
straight final approach towards a landing at an airport.

C. Any use which would generate smoke or water vapor or which would attract large
concentrations of birds, or which may otherwise affect safe air navigation within
the area.

d. Any use which would generate efectrical interference that may be delrimental to

the operation of aircraft and/or aircraft instrumentation.

5. The attached Notice regarding Proximity to the airport shall be given to each potential
purchaser or lessee.

6. A PART 77 FAA 7460 review shall be accomplished prior to approval by the JPA and
any condition required by the FAA shall be adhered to duting and after completion of

construction.

REGIONAL 9:00 A.M.

J.

RG-05-101 — GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 733 — Keith Downs presented the
case by referring to and using exhibits, staff report and recommendations. '

CASE NUMBER: RG- 05-101 County of Riverside and BA-05-100. DC-05-
100, FL-05-100, PS-05-100, SK-05-100, CH-05-100, BD-
05-109, BL-05-100, CO-05-100, FV-05-105, MA-05-112,
RI-05-111 and TH (JCRA)-05-102

APPROVING JURISDICTION: County of Riverside
JURISDICTION CASE NO: GPA 733 and Environmental Assessment # 39960

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

2001 Riverside County Integrated Plan (General Plan), Housing Element: Addendum
Comprehensive General Plan Amendment No.733 and Environmental Assessment #39960
(SCH# 2002051143). The Housing Element of the Riverside County General Plan identifies
and establishes the County’s policies with respect to meeting the needs of existing and future
residents in Riverside County. If establishes policies that will guide County decision-making and
sels forth an action plan to implement its housing goals in the next seven years. These
commitments are in furtherance of the statewide housing goal of “early atfainment of decent
housing and a suitable living environment for every California family,” as well as a reflection of
the concerns unique to the County of Riverside.

PROJECT LOCATION: All unincorporated area; Affected Airports: Banning, Chino, Bermuda,
Blythe, Chiriaco, Corona, Desert Center, Jacqueline Cochran Regional, Flabob, French Valley,
Hemet/Ryan, MARB/MIP, Perris, Valley, Riverside, and Skylark.

BACKGROUND: The County filed with ALUC their new General Plan the R.C.LP. in
December 24, 2002 and over the next few months reviewed it and the Commission found it
consistent with the CLUP’s on May 22, 2003. That effort did not include the update fo the
Housing Element. We have contracted with our consultant to review this proposal and their
comments are incorporated info this Staff Report.

We have utilized the following resources for our review:
25 0f30



All Adopted CLUP and ALUCP’s
The RCALUP: 1984 with 1986 Interim Boundaries for March Air Force Base and Chino

Noise dafa from any source newer than the adopted CLUP for Chino, Hemet and
Jacqueline Cochran Regional.

Lh

MAJOR ISSUES: Noise and Buyer Awareness

As is typical of housing efements, the Riverside County Housing Element is primarily policy and
number-oriented. There is little of a sife-specific nature indicating where development is
proposed to occur. That type of information is primarily found in the fand use and other
efements of a general plan. Consequently, nothing in the document can be poinfed to as being

clearly in conffict with the adopted ALUC policies.

That said, the Housing Element should at least make reference to the importance of
compatibility between future housing development and nearby airports. This discussion could
be added fo the section on envitonmental constraints {(Page H-138) or could be part of a
broader discussion of the need fo locate housing where it is compatible with surrounding land
uses (e.g., industrial, agricultural, etc.). At a minimum, reference to the specific ALUC policies

noted below should be included.

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the ALUC find the project consistent with the
adopted ALUCP and CLUP’s, if the following policies are added to the plan:

1. No new residential housing shall be built within the noise-impact area of airports in the
county as defined in the Riverside County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan; and

2. The attached statement shall be given to all prospective residential tenants or buyers for
projects within the adopted Airport Influence Areas.

Chairman Housman called for questions from the Commissioners, hearing no response
he requested John Guerin to come forward and present the case.

John Guerin, Riverside County Planning, came forward in response to Chairman
Housman's invitation. Mr. Guerin concurred on behalf of the County Planning
Department for its finding of consistency. The intent of this revision is to amend the
2001 housing element to incorporate revisions that were approved by the State of

Housing and Community Development.

Hearing no further comments Chairman Housman called for questions from the
Commissioners. Hearing no response Chairman Housman opened the floor for
comments from the audience, hearing no reply he called for a motion to be set.

ACTION TAKEN: Commissioner Hogan made a motion of consistency, subject to
staff's conditions of approval and recommendations. Commissioner Butler seconded

the motion. Motion carried unanimousiy.

RG-05-102 — Proposed Bylaws —~ Keith Downs presented the case by referring to and
using exhibits, staff report and recommendations.

CASE NUMBER: RG-05-102 Proposed Bylaws

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
26 of 30



EXCERPTS

Riverside County:

Housing Element 2006-2014 -

“Our shelter will be safe, comfortable, and
diverse, providing a wide range of housing
opportunities in all densities, styles, and price
ranges. Neighborhoods will be well designed,

~ conveniently located with respect to schools,
jobs, shopping and transportation systems,
encouraging a strong sense of community
identity among residents” ‘

- Riverside County Strategic Vision Plan
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HOUSING ELEMENT ORGANIZATION

Government Code Section 65583 requires the Housing Element to include the following components:

e A review of the previous element’s goals, policies, programs, and objectives to ascertain the
effectiveness of each of these components, as well as the overall effectiveness of the Housing Element,

*  An assessment of housing needs and an inventory of resources and constraints related to meeting these
needs.

» - An analysis and program for preserving assisted housing developments.

* A statement of community goals, quantified objectives, and policies relative to the maintenance,
preservation, improvement and development of housing.

e A program which sets forth a ﬁve-yéar schedule of actions that the County is undertaking, or intends to
undertake, in implementing the policies set forth in the Housing Element.

The Housing Element is divided into six sections. The first section provides an overview of the scope and
purpose of the Housing Element, and the remaining sections address the required components identified above.
Section two reviews the accomplishments of the 2005 Housing Element to date. The third section is the
Comununity profile which provides an overview of population, employment and housing characteristics in the
County. Section four identifies existing housing needs and describes future housing needs for the 2006 - 2014
planning period. Section five addresses factors that either facilitate or impede housing development in the
unincorporated county. Section six is the County’s Five Year Action Plan, which includes a statement of
housing goals and policies and describes the housing programs that will be implemented in order to implement
these goals and policies. This section also summarizes the quantified objectives for the 2006 - 2014 planning

period.



'RESOURCES

AVAILABILITY OF SITES FOR HOUSING

The Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) process assigned unincorporated Riverside
County 57,172 units in new construction need with about 75% of this total allocated to the western
county.- With its proximity to surrounding counties, infrastructure capability, and available land, it
is anticipated that the majority of growth during the next five years will oceur within the sphere of
influence areas of incorporated cities, and in areas for which Specific Plans or tract maps have
.been prepared. These properties include vacant and undeveloped lands presently in the
unincorporated County that are adjacent to, or within service hookup distance from public sewer,
water and street systems, The County’s policy is to promote compact development in strategically
located activity centers, atong with infill opportunities within existing urban areas, in order to

minimize development pressures on vacant land on the urban fringe. An analysis of residential
development potential demonstrates that there is ample vacant land within these areas that is designated for
residential uses to satisfy the RHNA new construction need.

State law requires that zoning be consistent with adopted general plans. The County’s undeveloped lands will be
rezoned if necessary to the appropriate residential designation to assure consistency with the newly updated
General Plan land use designations. In a limited capacity, infill projects throughout unincorporated communities
will also contribute to the County’s future housing stock. County policy recommends that growth be concentrated
near or within existing urban and suburban areas to maintain the rural and open space character of Riverside
County fo the greatest extent possible. Under the General Plan, higher density residential areas are sited near
employment nodes, commercial cores, and major transportation corridors, and in conjunction with resort,

recrcation and tourist areas.

Vacant Land Analysis

For the 2006 — 2014 Housing Element update, the County prepared a site inventory using the County’s
Geographical Information System to identify vacant parcels that could readily be developed to meet the County’s
regional housing needs. First, the County prepared an inventory of all vacant properties designated for residential
use under the General Plan. It then identified those parcels located within an existing water district boundary.
Vacant parcels located within a water district boundary were then classified based on the underlying zoning. The
parcels were divided into three categories: 1) those parcels zoned appropriately for the land use designation
assigned; 2) those parcels not zoned appropriately for the land use designation assigned; and 3} those parcels with
a Specific Plan Zone. Information on these appropriately zoned parcels, inappropriately zoned parcel, and parcels
with a Specific Plan Zone are summarized in Table H-54, Table H-55, and Table H-56, respectively.

Appropriately zoned parcels were determined using the “RCIP General Plan Land Use Designation Zoning
Guidelines.” For a given General Plan land use designation, the Guidelines identify those zones which are
considered to be “Highly Consistent,” “Conditionally Consistent,” “Generally Inconsistent,” and “Inconsistent”
with the given land use designation. For purposes of the site inventory, a parcel designated for residential
purposes was considered to be available for development, if the Guidelines indicated that the underlying zoning on
the site was “ighly Consistent” or “Conditionally Consistent” with the site’s land use designation. Those parcels
identified for residential purposes with a Specific Plan Zone were also considered to be available for development.
However, if the Guidelines indicated that a parcel’s underlying zoning was “‘General Incomsistent” or
“Inconsistent” with the site’s land use designation, then the parcel was considered to be unavailable for
development. However, with an appropriate zone change, it could be made available for development in the

future.

A review of these vacant parcels shows that an adequate supply of vacant, buildable land exists within the
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unincorporated county for the County of Riverside to meet its share of the regional housing need during the 2006-
2014 planning period. Tn addition, those parcels not zoned appropriately for the land use designation assigned
could be made available for development by zoning the parcel to be consistent with the existing land use
designation. This would add to the supply of vacant land available for housing development within established

water district.

As required by California Government Code Section 65583.2, the County has prepared a listing of the parcels
described above. For the three categories described, separate spreadsheets have been prepared and are contained
on a computer disk entitled, “Riverside County Housing Element 2006 - 2014 Site Inventory.” Each of these
spreadsheets lists all of the parcels within the category by assessor parcel number, parcel size, general plan
designation, zoning, potential environmental constraints, and the water district within which the parcel is located.
Additional information related to the site inventory is also included on the disk.

The site inventory demonstrates that the unincorporated County contains over one half million acres of vacant land
that now allow some form of residential development. Approximately 52% of this land lies within the boundaries
of a water district. Moreover, the Land Use Element accommodates a mix of unit types and densities within its
land use designations to provide residential development affordable to a range of incomes. The land use
designation determines the intensity of residential development allowed and establishes the number of dwelling

units per acre (DU/AC) atlowed on a given parcel.

Table H-53 summarizes Table H-54, Table H-55, and Table H-56. Based on the County’s site inventory, it
indicates the number of units which could potentially be developed on vacant land within existing water districts
for houscholds with very low, Jow, moderate and above moderate income levels. It compares this potential to the
need identificd by the Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) for the 2006-2014 planning period. Since
the RHNA is broken down by regional councils of government, the results are similarly divided. The RHNA
covers the boundaries of the Western Riverside Council of Governments (WRCOG) and the Coachella Valley
Association of Governments (CVAG) and the unit potential within WRCOG and CVAG are shown. Not all areas
of the unincorporated county are included in the RHNA. These areas fall outside the boundaries of WRCOG and
CVAG and have no housing need assigned to them under the RHNA. The development potential of areas not
subject to the RHNA were also calculated and referred to in the Table as “Remainder of the County.”

The RHNA allocation is divided into four income categories: Very Low; Low; Moderate and Above Moderate.
Most of the potential for Very Low and Low income housing is found in the Highest Density Residential, Very
High Density Residential, and Community Centers categories which allow densities over 14 dwelling units per
acre. Units in these categories are assumed to be primarily rental units. As well, there are opportunities for
ownership units affordable to Very Low income households to be developed in conjunction with subsidies or
assistance in lower density residential designations, or manufactured homes which are permitted in a number of
residential designations. These assumptions regarding density and affordability category are supported by recent
projects built in Riverside County (see Table H-63, New Assisied Units by Income Category). The Moderate

_income category will generally be served by market rate residential development in land use designations which
accommodate 5-14 dwelling units per acre, which encompasses the Medium High Density Residential and the
High Density Residential land use designations, as well as potential within the Community Centers designation.
Above Moderate income households will be served by market rate developments generally less than 5 dwelling
units per acre, These include developments in the Medium Density Residential, Low, Very Low, Estate Density
Residential designation, as well as the in the Rural designation.

The availability of developable acreage in upper density ranges allows for development of certain types of housing
that might be affordable to very low and low income households. For example, stacked flat apartments which may
be affordable to lower income houscholds typically require densities of above 18 dwelling units per acre,
depending on land costs, to be developed economically. The Highest Density Residential designation provides for
densities which accommodate construction above 20 dwelling units per acre. As well, the Very High Density
Residential also provides potential for multi-family development at densities of 14-20 du/ac which is generally
affordable to low income households. The High Density Residential and Medium High Density Residential
designation provides opportunities for single family attached and multi-family development at densities typically
affordable to the upper ranges of the low and the majority of moderate income houscholds. Policies and programs
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have been presented in this Housing Element update to promote mixed-use development with higher density
residential components, The Community Center designation incorporates. significant potential for high density
‘residential products ranging from 5-40 du/ac but with the majority occurring in the 14-40 du/ac range. Additional
potential for higher density residential development may also be achieved in yet undetermined Specific Plan

proposals.

At current zoning and land use densities, the housing need for Moderate and Above-Moderate income households
could be met in both the WRCOG and CVAG planning areas. Only 41% of the low income category would be
met in WRCOG, however, combined with CVAG parcels the target for low income category housing is close fo
. being met at 92%. Available housing sites for very-low income households may be insufficient (33% of need in
CVAG) based on the General Plan. When combined with WRCOG parcels, the target for very low income
households is close to being met at 85%. For more details, see Table H-43.

The overall trend toward higher density residential land use éllocations in the Riverside County Integrated Project
(RCIP), as well as the residential development potential in Specific Plans, will increase housing opportunities

throughout the unincorporated areas.

It is not realistic to assume that all of the vacant land suitable for development at densities which accommodate
housing at prices affordable to lower income households will develop during this planning period. Given the lead
time required to submit and process residential applications, the multiplicity of property owners in the City spheres
of influence or proposed Specific Plan areas where the majority of the development activity is anticipated to occur;
the fact that the majority of projects in the past have been single family detached subdivisions appealing to
households with moderate and above moderate incomes, complete build-out of higher density designated parcels is
an unrealistic objective. Given this situation, policy efforts should be directed to increasing housing opportunities
for very low and low income households. ' :

Environmental factors may adversely affect a parcels potential for development. The parcel specific data base
described above indicates whether or not a parcel available for tesidential development is potentially subject to
faulting, flooding, high fire danger, high or very high liquefaction potential, or risk of landslide. Other factors,
such as land with slopes greater than 25% may pose significant financial constraints that render housing
development infeasible. Environmental hazards are discussed and mapped in further detail in the Safety Element
in the County's General Plan as well as in the County’s adopted Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan
(MSHCP). The presence of an environmental constraint does not necessarily preclude the development of a site
for housing. In many cases, environmental constraints may be ameliorated through proper site design,
infrastructure improvements, or other mitigation measures.

- 189 -



Table H -~ 53 Summary of Residential Development Potential by Income Category

‘ - TABLE H-53
SUMMARY OF RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT POTENTIAL BY INCOME CATEGORY"
SITE NUMBER OF ACREAGE | UNITS INCOME LEVEL
CHARACTERISTICS PARCELS
VERY LOW | MODERATE | ABOVE
LOW : MODERATE

CONSISTENTLY

CONSISTENTLY 19,960 | 107,959 | 58410  7.243] 150 2,485 48,533
ZONED |

WITHIN SPECIFIC 3772 12,290 | 43,650 3614 | 2,682 10,468 726,887
PLAN |
SUBTOTAL 24,741 120,249 | 102,060 | 10,857 | 2.832 12,953 75.420

8,260 47,963 | 17,144 347 0 4,505 12,092
ZONED '
WITHIN SPECIFIC 93 1,083 9,051 515 | 5,664 1,138 1,735
PLAN :

169,295

128,255

11,919

18,596

89,247

57,172

13,952

10,442

. 23,576

! The density assumptions in the General Plan are derived from market analysis of housing types being produced in Riverside County and elsewhere in Southern
California and are based on real-world examples not hypothetical ones. The development potential described above was projected using the Socioeconomic
Build-out Projections Assumptions and Methodology found in Appendix E of the County of Riverside General Plan.
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TABLE H-53

SUMMARY OF RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT POTENTIAL BY INCOME CATEGORY1

SITE NUMBER OF ACREAGE | UNITS INCOME LEVEL
CHARACTERISTICS PARCELS
VERY LOW | MODERATE | ABOVE
- LOW MODERATE

178%

|__

378%

CONSISTENTLY 1,884 12,426 1,600 0 0 68 1,532
ZONED

WITHIN SPECIFIC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PLAN '

SUBTOTAL 1,884 12,426 1,600 0 0

WRCOG ,

CVAG 5,689 67,002 | 17,753 0| 531 6,615 10,607
REMAINDER OF 1,186 4,954 888 0 0 2 886
COUNTY

SUBTOTAL

“WRCOG AND CVAG

169,295 | 128,255
REMAINDER OF 1,884 12,426 1,600 0 0 68 1,532
COUNTY
INCONSISTENTLY 9,528 96,666 | 41,535 286 703 8,244 32,302
ZONED
RHNA 57,172 13,952 | 9,202 10,442 23,576
PERCENT OF RHNA 300% 87% | 100% 258% 522%
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Table H - 54

Inventory of Vacant Land Available and Consistently Zoned for Housing

Table H-54

Inventory of Vacant Land Available and Consistently Zoned for Houéing

l.and Use Designations

Updated
DU/AC

Number

of

Parcels

Income Category

Low = | Moderate

A-1 0.05 91 1,346.0 67.3 67.3
A2 0.05 56 847.7 42.4 42.4
A-D 0.05 1 8.2 0.4 0.4
A-P 0.05 4 11.3 0.6 0.6
cn 0.05 123 1,324.5 66.2 66.2
R-A 0.05 62 310.5 16.5 15.5
R-R 0.05 45 286.6 14.3 14.3
W-2 0.05 12 160.4 8.0 8.0
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Table H-54 '
[nventory of Vacant Land Available and Consistently Zoned for Housing

Income Category _
Number .
. . . Updated TOTAL Unit Above
Land Use Designations Zoning DUJAC Pa:'):els ACREAGE | Potential | Very Low Low Moderate | Moder
: ' ate
ot |32 |5 . |54 163.5 81.8 | 81.8
R-R 32 6 193 617.6 308.8 308.8
W-2 32 4 3254 10,414.3 5,207 1 5,207.1

A-1 0.5 34 222.5 111.3 111.3
R-1 - 105 8 49 2.4 2.4
R-1A 0.5 48 1 63.8 31.9 31.9
R-A 0.5 8 21.7 10.8 10.8
R-R 0.5 3 0.2 01 - 0.1
1
5
R-1 0.5 5 16.6 8.3 8.3
R-A 0.5 699 3,638.2 1,819.1 1,819.1
R-R 0.5 128 536.9 268.4 268.4
R-T-R 0.5 5 11.2 5.6 _ 56
W-2 0.5 64 6452 322.6 ] 322.6

R-3 11 37 64.5 709.4 : 709.4
R-4 1 2 1.3 14.8 14.8
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Table H-54
Inventory of Vacant Land Available and Consistently Zoned for Housing

Income Category

Number .
. . . Updated TOTAL Unit Above
Land Use Designations | Zoning | ‘puyjac | , o | ACREAGE | Potential| VeryLow | Low | Moderate | Moder
- ’ ate
R-3 30 4 1.5 45.5 ' 45.5

0

137.3

137.3

2
R-1 2 114 1 116.0 232.0 - 232.0
R-A 2 411 1,312.4 2,624.8 - . 2,624.8
R-R 2 539 310.9 621.9 : . 621.9
W-2 2 46 65.7 - 131.5 _ ' 131.5
2
R-1 3.5 3633 3,046.5 10,662.6 6
R-1A 3.5 679 245.6 859.5 - ‘ 1 859.5
R-2 3.5 23 495 173.1 173.1
R-2A 35 7 1.8 6.2 : 6.2
R-3 35 202 106.6 373.2 373.2
R-3A 3.5 124 '49.2 172.0 172.0
R-4 3.5 457 125.1 437.7 437.7
R-A 3.5 121 636.8 2,228.7 2,228.7
R-D 3.5 5 3.1 10.7 10.7
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Table H-54

Inventory of Vacant Land Available and Consistently Zoned for Housing

Number Income Category
ignati i Updated TOTAL Unit FEove
Land Use Designations Zoning DU/AC p al?gels ACREAGE | Potential | Very Low Low Moderate | Moder
ate
R-T 3.5 69 240.0 8401

840.1

6.5 31.0 201.3 201.3
R-2 6.5 66 28.1 183.0 183.0
R-3 6.5 19 65.9 428.5 428.5
R-4 6.5 110 52.6 341.8 341.8
R-D 6.5 6 10.5 £8.1  B8.1

R-1 32 18 6.6 210.8 1056.3 4 105.3
R-3 32 28 9.0 286.5 143.2 143.2
R-T 32 2 21.5 688.9 344.4 344.4

N-A 0.025 311 26117 65.3 65.3
R-1 0.025 12 2725 8.8 6.8
R-1A 0.025 10 147.0 3.7 3.7
M-R 0.05 1 21.8 1.1 1.1
N-A 0.05 1 79.7 4.0 4.0
R-1 0.05 304 393.1 19.7 19.7

-195 -



Table H-54 '
Inventory of Vacant Land Available and Consistently Zoned for Housing

‘ Number Income Category
NP . Updated TOTAL Unit - Above
Land Use Designations | Zoning DUAC | ,_ :gels ACREAGE | Potential | Very Low Low Moderate | Moder
ate
R-1A 0.05 84 269.4 13.5 13.56
R-A 0.05 2415 24,139.9 1,207.0 1,207.0
R-R 0.05 1024 14,970.3 748.5 748.5
W-2 0.05 706 13,446.6 672.3

0.2 124 919.1 183.8 183.8
A-2 0.2 25 500.1 100.0 100.0
C-R 0.2 1 1.6 0.3 0.3
R-A 0.2 1377 13,640.4 2,728.1 2,728.1
R-R 0.2 446 4,951.2 990.2 990.2
R-T 0.2 1 2.4 0.5 0.5
W-2 0.2 108 2,213.8 442.8 442.8
W-2-M 401.4

80.3

1 22 51.6 51.6 51.6
R-1 1 97 177.6 177.6 177.6
R~1A 1 598 234.6 234.6 234.6
R-A 1 439 489.4 489.4 489.4
1

1 957 2,476.9 2,476.9 2,476.9

R-1 1 38 153.4 153.4 153.4
R-A 1 1261 3,387.0 3,387.0 3,387.0
-R-R 1 549 1,692.5 1,592.5 1,592.5
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. Table H-54
Inventory of Vacant Land Available and Consistently Zoned for Housing

Number o Income Category
ignati ing | Updated TOTAL Unit
Land Use Designations | Zoning |\ nyac | ©f | ACREAGE | Potential | VeryLow | Low | Moderate
Parcels
W-2 1 24 102.4 102.4
W-2-M 1 7 3.4 3.4

B

: éﬁ;t‘ﬁwmﬁi

i

152.7

74.3

13.0

£

0.5

e G
lo i
nity:Develo

1,031.4

1.045.3
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Table H-54

Inventory of Vacant Land Available and Consisténtly Zoned for Housing

Land Use Designations

Zoning

Updated
DU/AC

N“';‘fbe’ TOTAL
Parcels ACREAGE

Unit
Potential

Income Category

Very Low

Low

Moderate

Above
Moder

R-2 376 118.9 416.2 416.2
R-2A 3.5 10 1.8 8.3 6.3
R-3 3.5 29 46.1 161.3 161.3
R-6 3.5 3 10.1 35.4 35.4
R-A 3.5 14 176.3 617.0 617.0

R-1

365.2

56.2 365.2
R-2 6.5 197 36.4 236.9 236.9
R-2A 8.5 30 16.3 106.0 106.0
R-3 6.5 48 63.1 410.5 410.5
R-4 6.5 14 87.3 567.7 667.7
R-6 6.5 6 5.4 356.3 353

. 89.9

131.1
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Table H-54
Inventory of Vacant Land Available and Consistently Zoned for Housing
Income Category

Number .
s . . Updated TOTAL Unit Above
Land Use Designations | Zoning | "n j/ac: Pa:’cfels ACREAGE | Potential | VeryLow | Low | Moderate | Moder
) ate
W-2 _ 0.05 615 9,968.8 498.4 498.4

NA 005 |2 203 |10 10

A1 0.05 21 713.2 35.7 ' | 7 35.7
A-2 0.05 13 63.6 3.2 3.2
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Table H-54

Inventory of Vacant Land Available and Consistently Zoned for Housing

Number Income Category ‘
Land Use Designations | Zoning Updated of TOTAL Unit Above
DUIAC | b cels | ACREAGE | Potential | Very Low Low Moderate | Moder
ate
R-R 0.05 128 1,507.8 75.4 75.4
W-2- 0.05 97 5,626,2 281.3 ‘ 281.3
t
R-A 0.5 7 22,0 11.0 11.0
" _ W-2 0.5 3 62.7 31.4 31.4

51

420.8

21.0 :

21.0
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Inventory of Vacant Land Available and Consistently Zoned for Housing.

Table H-54

Income Category

Number . '
. . . Updated TOTAL Unit - Above
Land Use Designations Zoning DU/AC Pa:':::els ACREAGE | Potential | Very Low Low Moderate | Moder
ate

A-1 0.2 6 11.8 2.4 2.4

R-A 0.2 35 170.5 34.1 34.1

R-R 0.2 9 71.6 14.3 14.3

W-2 0.2 6 904.3 180.9 180.9

W-2-M 0.2 5 49.2 9.8 9.8
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Table H-355  Inventory of Vacant Land Available for Housing but Incousistently Zoned
Table H-55

Inventory of Vacant Land Available for Housing but are Inconsistently Zoned'

Income Category

. . . Updated Number of TOTAL Unit . |1 Above
Land Use Designations Zoning DU/AC Parcels | ACREAGE | Potential ‘l{:-;z Low | Moderate | Moder

A2 0.50 14.00 ] 199.23 9961 906
C-P-5 0.50 1.00 010 0.05 - 01
M-H 0.50 1.00 0.25 0.12

A-2 11.00 2.00 151.62 567.87 567.87
C-1/C-P 11.00 2.00 1.09 11.97 ‘ 11.97
R-1 11.00 2.00 0.35 3.86 3.86
R-5 11.00 1.00 1.83 2015 - . 20.15
W-1 11.00 1.00 4.69 51.58 51.58
W-2 11.00 3.00 29.66 326.23 - 326.23
NULL 11.00 3.00 4.90 53.88 : 53.88
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Table H-55 _.
Inventory of Vacant Land Available for Housing but are Inconsistently Zoned'

income Category

. L . Updated Number of TOTAL Unit Above
Land Use Designations Zoning DUJAC Parcels | ACREAGE | Potential Xee” Low | Moderate | Moder
[s)
: ate

A1 ] 200 106.00 318.08 636.15 636.2

A2 2.00 18.00 - 1172.84 345.68 ' ‘ 345.7
C-1/C-P 2.00 6.00 6.00 12.00 ' 12.0
M-8C 2.00 2.00 7.02 14.03 ‘ 14.0
R-3 2.00 4.00 117 2.33 _ 2.3
R-5 2.00 4.00 1.77 3.65 3.5
R-R 2.00 261.00 577.82 1,155.63 1,155.68
W-1 2.00 5.00 21.98 43.97 44.0
W-2 2.00 26.00 459.09 918.19 918.2
NULL 2.00 13.00 - 11.24 22.48 22.5

A-2 2.00 200 42 .37 84.75 84.7
| A-P 2.00 3.00 9.03 18.06 18.1
C-1/C-P 2.00 15.00 81.68 163.37 163.4
C-P-S 2.00 2.00 14.10 28.21 28.2
M-H 2.00 1.00 | 21.40 42.99 ‘ 43.0
R-3 2.00 3.00 0.69 1.39 1.4
R-5 2.00 8.00 87.25 174.49 174.5
W-1 2.00 2.00 27.60 55.20 '55.2
A-1 3.50 129.00 930.52 3,256.82 3,256.8
A-2 3.50 18.00 131.60 460.59 . 460.6
A-P 3.50 2.00 19.53 68.36 ‘ 68.4
C-1/C-P 350 - 3.00 6.60 23.09 23.1
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Table H-55

Inventory of Vacant Land Available for Housing but are Inconsistently Zoned"

Income Category

) . . . Updated | Numberof | TOTAL Unit -
Land Use Designations Zoning [?U!AC' Parcels | ACREAGE | Potential ‘ ‘{ig Low Moderate ﬁnlzz\;er
ate
C-P-5 3.50 9.00 12.41 43.44 434
M-SC 3.50 4.00 11.39 39.87 39.9
N-A 3.50 1.00 2.68 9.38 9.4
R-5 3.50 50.00 141.78 496.22 496.2
R-R 3.50 542.00 2,288.86 8,011.01 8,011.0
W-1 3.50 9.00 30.03 105.09 105.1
W-2 3.50 8.00 70.87 248.06 2481
ST 3.50 1.00 0.60 2.10 2.1
230.25 805.89

1 'E.OO _ 277.67

11.00 11.0
A1 0.00 6.00 22.38 6.00 6.0
C-1/C-P 0.00 3.00 4.05 3.00 3.0
C-P-S 0.00 1.00 17.45 1.00 1.0
I-P 0.00 1.00 25.89 1.00 1.0
M-SC 0.00 1.00 2.48 1.00 1.0
R-1 0.00 11.00 184.58 11.00 11.0
R-3 0.00 4.00 8.31 4.00 4.0
R-4 0.00 2.00 26.90 2.00 2.0
R-5 0.00 32.00 900.67 32.00 32.0
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Table H-55
Inventory of Vacant Land Available for Housing but are Inconsistently Zoned'

Income Category

. . . Updated Number of TOTAL Unit '
Land Use Designations Zoning | D¢ | Parcsls | ACREAGE | Pofential Very | iow | Moderate oove
ate

R-A 0.00 18.00 28.55 18.00 . 18.0
R-R 0.00 7.00 360.00 7.00 ‘ ' A
R-T 0.00 - [ 10.00 29 55 10.00 ' 10.0
W-1 0.00 75.00 189.95 75.00 75.0
W-2 0.00 29.00 595.61 29.00 29.0

11.67

A-2 0.03 2.00 77.41 1.4 1.9
M-H 0.03 1.00 106.53 2.66 , 2.7
M-M 0.03 1.00 3.56 0.08 : ' 0.1
R-5 0.03 1.00 23.95 0.60 ‘ 0.6
R-R 0.03 25.00 7,240.64 181.02 181.0
W-2 0.03 69.00 3,265.36 81.63 . 81.6

A-1 0.05 51.00 454.43 2272 22.7
A-2 0.05 19.00 572.34 28.62 28.6
CiC-P 0.05 3.00 11.28 0.56 0.6
C-P-S 0.05 ~ 1 1.00 18.80 0.94 0.9
M-SC 0.05 400 - 3.16 0.16 0.2
R-2 0.05 2.00 5.69 0.28 0.3
R-3 0.05 31.00 7.49 0.37 ‘ 0.4
R-5 0.05 7.00 133.38 6.67 ' 6.7
R-T 0.05 7.00 7.22 0.36 0.4
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Table H-55

Inventory of Vacant Land Available for Housing but are Inconsistently Zoned'

TOTAL

Income Category

. L . Updated | Number of Unit Above
Land Use Designations Zoning DU/AC Parcels | ACREAGE | Potential ng Low | Moderate | Moder
' ‘ ate
W-2-M 0.05 41.00 690.99 34.55 34.5
ST 0.05 33.00 28.10 1.41
NULL 4.38

C-1/C-P 0.20 22.00 35.11 7.02 7.0
C-P-8 0.20 9.00 21.43 4.29 43
CV 0.20 6.00 29.32 5.86 5.9
M-R 0.20 10.00 171.59 34.32 34.3
M-SC 0.20 16.00 48.07 9.61 9.6
R-1 0.20 15.00 110.82 22.16 22.2
R-1A 0.20 33.00 117.63 23.53 235
R-3 0.20 6.00 6.02 1.20 1.2
R-5 0.20 5.00 81.50 16.30 16.3
W-1 0.20 1.00 12.39 248 2.5
ST 0.20 12.00 12.06 2.41 2.4

7.35

7.35

A-P 1.00 5.00 116,55 116.55 116.5
c-1/C-P 1.00 2.00 0.21 0.21 0.2
R-R 1.00 332.00 1,319.64 1,319.64 1,319.6
W1 1.00 1.00 9.53 9.563 9.5
W-2 1.00 50.00 741.84 741.84 741.8
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Table H-55

Inventory of Vacant Land Available for Housing but are Inconsistently Zoned'

income Category

1.00

. . . - Updated | Number of | ToTAL Unit Ahove
Land Use Designations Zoning DUAC | Parcels |ACREAGE | Potential | VoIV | oy |Moderate | Moder
ate
W-2-M 1.00 31.00 82.84 82.84 82.8
ST 1.00 6.00 8.98 8.98
1.00 2.00 1.54 1.54

A-2 2.00 36.43 36.43 36.4
C-1/C-P 1.00 5.00 13.30 13.30 13.3
Cc-0 1.00 1.00 0.12 0.12

C-P-3 1.00 2.00 2.76 2.78

I-P 1.00 1.00 9.68 9.68

M-SC 1.00 11.00 22.05 22.05

R-2 1.00 14.00 20.55 20.55

W-1 1.00 2.00 2.47 2.47

ST 1.00 2.00 0.65 0.65 .

NULL 1.00 8.00 3.97 3.97

c-1iC-P 0.05 2.00 2.43 0.12 0.1
C-P-S 0.06 23.00 65.77 3.29 3.3
N-A 0.05 2.00 665.70 33.28 33.3
R-1 0.05 2.00 68.44 3.42 3.4
W-1 0.05 22.00 553.84 27.69 27.7
ST 0.05 2.00 1.08 0.05 0.1
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Table H-55

Inventory of Vacant Land Available for Housing but are Inconsistently Zoned"

Updated

Number of TOTAL

Unit

Income Category

: ; : Above

Land Use Designations Zoning DUAC | Parcels | ACREAGE | Potential | YO | oy | Moderate | Moder
ate

= 0.50 5.00 249.00 124,50 124.5

1.292.47

1,292.17

4.89 4.89
906.98 906.86
1,169.53 1,169.53

70.09

70.09

167.5

A1

1.00 0.24

0.85 0.8
A-2 3.50 2.00 9.46 33.11 33.1
C-1/C-P 3.50 7.00 2.94 10.28 10.3
C-P-8 3.50 86.00 36.30 127.07 127.1
R-5 3.50 23.00 188.91 661.19 661.2
R-R 3.50 772.00 '248.43 869.49 869.5
W-1 3.50 . 6.00 10.14 35.50 35.5
W-2 3.50 1,280.00 1,373.81 4,808.34 4,808.3
W-2-M 3.50 122.00 92.07 322.24 322.2
ST 3.50 11.00 12.83 44.90 44.9
NULL 3.50 119.00 229.28 802.46 802.5
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Table H-55

Inventory of Vacant Land Available for Housing but are Inconsistently Zoned"

Land Use Designations

Zoning

Updated
DU/AC

Number of
Parcels

TOTAL
ACREAGE

Unit
Potential

Income Category

Very

Low | Moderate
Low

Aboﬁe
Moder
ate

M-R-A

n/a

. 8.97
C-P-S 6.50 200 - - 11946 126.49 126.49
M-SC 6.50 3.00 75.09 488,07 488.07
R-5 6.50 16.00 67.69 439.96 439.96
W-2 6.50 44.00 228.58 1,485.76 1,485.76
NULL 6.50 42.00 95.64 621.65 621.65

1.00 2.73 1.00 1.0
R-1 n/a 7.00 . | 60.72 7.00 7.0
R-A n/a 5.00 4 463.39 5.00 5.0
W-1 n/a 30.00 530.25 30.00 ) 30.0
W-2 nfa 2.00 ' 89.48 2.00 2.0

251.00 3,495.07 87.38 87.4
W-1 0.03 488.00 4,388.47 109.71 109.7
W-2 0.03 1,194.00 46,323.98 | 1,158.10-. 1,158.1

2.00

0.72

0.02

C-P-8 0.05 3.00 1.05 0.056 0.1
R-1 0.05 25.00 62.95 3.15 3.1
R-T 0.05 14.00 384.11 19.21 19.2
W-1 0.05 2.00 199.18 9.96 10.0
W-2-M 0.05 4.00 40.07 2.00 2.0
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Table H-55

Inventory of Vacant Land Available for Housing but are Inconsistently Zoned'

Updated

Number of

TOTAL

Unit

Income Category

Above

Land Use Designations Zoning DU/AC | Parcels | ACREAGE | Potential Ve | Low |Moderate | Moder
ate

WE 0.05 100.00 212742 | 106.37 106.4

NULL 0.05 1.00 1.25 0.06 0.1

R-3 0.05 1.00 0.36 0.02 0.0
R-5 0.05 1.00 15.25 0.76 0.8
W-E 0.056 3.00 213.19 10.66 10.7

11.01 2.2
C-P-S 0.20 33.00 65.92 13.18 13.2
M-SC 0.20 8.00 50.55 10.11 10.1
R-1 0.20 656.00 3,325.53 665.11 665.1
R-3 0.20 54.00 -185.75 33.15 33.1
ST 0.20 6.00 19.73 3.95 3.9

2.34

0.47

0.5

C-P-S 1.00 5.00 24.06 24.06 24.1
R-2 1.00 1.00 1.84 1.84 1.8
R-3 1.00 23.00 38.24 38.24 38.2
W-2 1.00 14.00 67.61 67.61 67.6
W-2-M 1.00 12.00 11.60 11.60 11.6
NULL 1.00 1.00 1.06 1.06 1.1
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- Table H-55
Inventory of Vacant Land Available for Housing but are Inconsistently Zoned'

Land Use Designations

Zoning

Updated
DU/AC

Number of
Parcels

TOTAL
ACREAGE

Unit
Potential

Income Category

N-A 0.05 6.00 353.89 17.69 17.7
W-1 0.05 1.00 2211 1.11 1.1
ST 0.05 3.00 10.47 0.52 0.5
NULL 0.05 12.00 4.75 0.24 0.2

0.98 1.96 2.0

W-2 2.00 16.00 67.78 135.56 135.6
228.06

A-1 3.50 4.00 13.38 46.84 46.8
C-1/C-P 3.50 34.00 8.28 29.00 29.0
R-R 3.50 17.00 6.43 22.50 22.5
W-2 3.50 56.00 20.76 72.66 72.7
W-2-M 181.00 55.56 194.45 164.5

R-R 0.03 5.00 1,913.04 47.83 47.8
wW-2 0.03 28.00 924.49 23.11 231
W-2-M 0.03 25.00 524.22 13.11 13.1
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Table H-55

ned’

Updated Number of | TOTAL

Land Use Designations Zoning DU/AC Parcels | ACREAGE

Invehtory of Vacant Land Available for Housing but are inconsistently Zo

Income Category

Unit
Potential

Very
Low

Low Mcoderate

Above
Moder
ate_
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Specific Plan Potential

Over 300 Specific Plans have been processed in the County since 1973. The Specific Plan is an important planning
tool within the County as it establishes the permitted number of dwelling units and accommodates a variety of
housing types including attached and multi-family uses, and it fosters clustering concepts, leaving room for open
space and other amenities. As well, legal Specific Plan requirements call for infrastructure plans (water, sewer,
drainage and circulation) to be prepared to support the proposed development, thereby ensuring that the
community will be adequately served by infrastructure systems. The majority of the approved Specific Plans have

N

A specific plan combines
policy statements with
development regulations,
often to address the
development requirements
for a single project or a
planned communily. Asa
resull, its emphasis is on
concrete standards ard
developmenit criferia.
Zoning, subdivisfons and
public works must be
consistent with the specific
plan and the specific pfan
must be consistent with the

been built out over the years per their approvals, or have had selected phases,
neighborhoods, or tract maps processed and constructed under the umbrella of the
Specific Plan. In some instances, Specific Plan applications have been withdrawn,
abandoned, or the terms of approval expired. Other Specific Plans processed under
the County’s jurisdiction have been annexed into the incorporated boundaries of
one of the cities in the County, and no longer provide potential for additional units
within the unincorporated area. There arc 45 Specific Plans located in the
unincorporated Riverside County with planned densities resulting in a unit
potential of 83,971 housing units. The recently adopted Specific Plan No. 342, the
Villages of Lake View, which added 11,350 units, is also included. An evaluation
of the Specific Plans in Tables H-56 and H-57 indicates that more than 14% of the
unit potential will be developed at densities at or above 5.0 to 8.0 dwelling units
per acre, providing a significant portion of units for the very low to low-income
households. As mentioned previously, it is anticipated that a large proportion of
future development during the 2006 to 2014 planning cycle will occur within
specific plans.

Additionally, there are 13 specific plans “in the pipeline.” Three of these are

general plan.

located in the western portion of the County, while the majority is located within
the unincorporated areas of the Coachella Valley.

Availability of Infrastructure

As mentioned above, Specific Plan Requirements call for infrastructure plans (water, sewer, drainage and
circulation) to be prepared to support the proposed development to ensure that the community will be adequately
served by infrastructure systems. However, a significant portion of vacant parcels in Winchester Valley in the
southeast portion of WRCOG and the vast majority of vacant parcels in CVAG do not lie within a Specific Plan.
The impact of infrastructure on the overall capacity and timing of development is critical in these areas.

General Plan policy requires that urban development with densities of two dwelling units per acre or higher must
provide domestic water and sewage disposal, street improvements and fire protection.

Although there are approximately 42 independent water and/or sanitary agencies operating in unincorporated
Riverside County, only 67% of vacant parcels in WRCOG and 49% of vacant parcels in CVAG are within a water
or sanitation district. Even then, some communities such as Cherry Valley, Cabazoxn, Banning, Idyllwild, the Palo
Verde Valley and portions of Winchester Valley, Beaumont and Mira Loma rely on septic systems.

Development in unincorporated areas outside water district service areas face the greatest infrastructure impacts,
especially when located in non-contiguous areas with no infrastructure readily available. In agricultural areas in
CVAG, for instance, the development of farm labor mobile home parks may be conditioned by the County of
Riverside Transportation and Land Management Agency (TLMA) to construct on-site subsurface sewage disposal
systems (septic tanks) as a temporary measure until such time as sewer lines from an established sewer district
become available. Connection to the system would be made at that time. In addition, the drilling of underground
wells may be approved to provide adequate water supply when water lines are not available. Both well water
supply and the installation of subsurface sewage disposal systems must meet all current Department of

Environmental Health requirements.
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Street improvements are another infrastructure need of new housing in unincorporated Riverside County. While
roads in agricultural areas provide adequate access within the unincorporated Coachella and Palo Verde Valleys,
most are designed to conduct agricultural run-off and are insufficient for the development of housing. Extension of
roadways, the construction of curbs, gutters, sidewalks and retention basins may require project coordination
and/or the need for subsidies from the County when constructed in conjunction with housing developroent.
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Table H - 56

Inventory of Vacant Land Available for Housing within a Specific Plan Zone

Table H-56

Inventory of Vacant Land Available for Housing

within a Specific Plan Zone

Land Use Desfgnations

Updated
DU/AC

0.5

Number of
Parcels

TOTAL
ACREAGE

0.74

Unit
Potential

0.37

Income Category

Very Low

Low

Moderate

Above Mod.

0.37

=

1"

2 0 0 0
cC 32 . 4 129.74 4,151.71 2,075.85 0 0 2,075.85
ECR 0.5 3 22.49 11.25 0 0 0 11.25
EDR-RC 0.5 4 276.02° 138.01 0 0 0 138.01
HDR 11 42 336.56 3,702.19 0 0 3,702.19 0
LDR 2 52 287.71 575.42 0 0 0 575.42
LDR-RC 2 42 302.66 '605.32 0 0 0 605.32
MDR 3.5 3681 5,918.98 20,716.41 0 0 0 20,716.41
MHDR 6.5 537 1,040.86 6,765.60 0 0 6,765.60 0
MUPA 32 21 96.11 3,075.64 1,537.82 0 0 1,537.82
0s-C NA 203 2,548.56 293.00 0 0 0 ' 293.00
RM 0.05 251.02 12.55 0 0 0 12,55
VHDR 17 157.78 2,682.28 0 2,682.28 0 0
VLDR 1 305.76 305.76 0 0 0 305.76
VLDR-RC 1 614.95 614.95 0 0 0 614.95
WRCOG Subtotal N/A 12 43,650 3,614 2,682 10,468

1 0.18 2.01 0 0 2.1 0
MDR 3.5 42 347.24 1,215.35 0 0 0 1215.345803
MHDR 6.5 33 174.80 1,136.19 0 0 1136.195 0
MUPA 32 1 32.19 1,029.99 514.992912 0 0 514.992912
0s-C NA 3 172.03 3.00 0 0 0 3
RD 0.05 1 23.60 1.18 0 0 0 1.1802292
VHDR 17 12 333.15 5,663.60 0| 5663.602445 0
CVAG Subtotal N/A 93 1,083 9,051 515 5,664 1,735
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Table H - 57 Housing Potential of Specific Plans

Table H-57
Housing Potential of Specific Plans in Unincorporated Riverside County

Specific Plan Dwelling Units Income Category
Maxed | Built | Remaining | Above

Number KName D.Us | DU.s D.Us Moderate |. Moderate | Very Low/Low
140 | Newport Estates 856 68 788 522 266 0
158 Menifee Village 5344 | 4007 1337 898 . 439 0
183 Rancho Nuevo 508 0 508 0 508 0
184 Rancho Bella Vista 1998 939 1059 |. 158 901 0
194 Countryside 1154 0 11564 272 882 0
198 Belle Meadows 440 0 440 4490 0 0
208 Cal Neva 1670 | 1047 623 582 41 0
209 Audie Murphy Ranch 2180 0 2180 2180 0 0
212 | Mesa Grande 200 0 200 200 0 0
238 Crown Valley Village 591 236 355 128 0 227
239 Stoneridge 1900 0 1900 1356 544 0
243 Rio Vista 1687 0 1687 1239 60 388
246 McCanna Hills 2067 0 2903 542 1755 606
247 Menifee East 1158 317 841 737 104 0
250 | Gateway Center 553 0 553 290 0 263
251A1 | Lakeview Nuevo Village 315 0 315 0 315 0
256 | Sycamore Creek 1765 | 872 893 536 357 0
260 Menifea North 2388 200 2188 1718 470 g
266 I-15 Corridor 2400 | 1398 1002 911 9 _ 82
272 Canyon Heights 469 329 140 140 0 0
282 Canyon Cove 198 0 198 108 0 0
284 | Quinta Do Lago 1318 | 624 523 219 304 0
286 Winchester 1800 4870 | 2417 2362 1469 285 608
288 | The Crossroads in Winchester 795 0 795 725 70 . 0
293 Winchester Hills 5690 0 5691 3932 1459 300
300 Eastvale 2769 | 2529 240 189 51 0
301 Menifee Valley Ranch 4359 718 3641 2156 1200 285
310 Domenigoni/Barton Properties | 4186 0 4186 2045 | 2141 0
312 French Valley 1793 228 1565 1793 0 0
313 Morgan Hil 1121 656 465 1121 0 0
317 The Retreat 545 342 203 203 0 0
322 | BSA Properties 421 0 421 421 0 0
323 | Spring Mountain Ranches 1461 0 1461 1461 0 0
325 Lake Mathews Golf & C 295 0 295 295 0 0
327 Toscana : 1443 0 1443 694 519 230
330 | Springbrook Estates 650 0 650 650 0 0
331 Enclave 490 0 490 490 0 0
333 Renaissance Ranch 365 0 355 355 0 0
334 Cantalena 935 0 935 0 303 632
335 The Resort 1750 0 1750 0 646 1104
336 Desert Dunes 2250 0 2250 2250 0 0
337 Emerald Meadows 1196 65 1131 314 612 205
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: Table H-57 ' ‘
Housing Potential of Specific Plans in Unincorporated Riverside County

Specific Plan Dwelling Units Income Category
Maxed | Built | Remaining | Above
Number Name D.Us | DUs D.Us Moderate Very Low/Low
342 | villages of Lake View- 11350 0 11350 0 5520
360 Valante 460 0 460 0 224
362 Panorama 2718 0 - 2718 0 619
Subtotal | 83971 | 16108 64624 33839 13289

-217-




- NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
RIVERSIDE COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA 92501

A PUBLIC HEARING has been scheduled before the Riverside County
Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) to consider the application
described below.

Any person may submit written comments to the ALUC before the hearing
or may appear and be heard in support of or opposition to the project at
the time of hearing. The proposed project application may be viewed at
the Riverside County Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon Street, 14"
Floor, Riverside, California 92501, Monday through Thursday from 8:00
a.m. to 5:00 p.m., except Thursday, November 25 (Thanksgiving Day).

PLACE OF HEARING: Riverside County Administration Center
4080 Lemon St., Hearing Room (1® Floor)
Riverside, California

DATE OF HEARING: Thursday, December 8, 2010
TIME OF HEARING: 9.00 A.M.

CASE DESCRIPTION:

ZAP1004RG10 — County of Riverside — A proposal by the County of
Riverside to adopt a new Housing Element for the Plan Years of 2006
through 2014. The Housing Element is an integral part of the County’s
overall General Plan, as one of seven required General Plan elements
mandated by State law. The Element assesses the current and future
housing needs of all income groups, formulates goals, policies, and
programs to address housing needs in unincorporated Riverside County,
and sets forth an action plan for implementation of those goals in the next

four years. (Countywide)

FURTHER INFORMATION: Contact Russell Brady at (951) 955-0549 or
John Guerin at (951) 955-0982. The ALUC holds hearings for local
discretionary permits within the Airport Influence Areas, reviewing for
aeronautical safety, noise and obstructions. All other concerns should be
addressed to Mr. Adam Rush of the Riverside County Planning

Department, at (951) 955-6646.




“PROJECT PROPONENT (TO BE.COMPLETED BY APPLICANT)

E ALUC ldentification No.

ZAPIOOYRGID

Date of Application
Property Owner
Mailing Address

September 20, 2010 e . ) .
County of Riverside- Adam Rush Phone Number ~ 991-955-6646
4080 Lemon Street, 9" Floor

Riverside, CA 92502

Agent {if any)
Maiting Address

Phone Number

Street Address

Assessor's Parcel No.
Subdivision Name
Lot Number

Countywide Parcel Size Countywide-Varies
NIA i Zoning muane-Vanes
N/A Classification -

Existing Land Use
(describe)

Proposed Land Use
(describe}

RIVERSDIE COUNTY HOUSING ELEMENT

For Residential Uses

Number of Parcels or Units on Site (exclude secondary-units}

For Other Land Uses Hours of Use
{See Appendix C) Number of People on Site Maximum Number
Method of Calculation
Height Data Height above Ground or Tallest Object {including antennas and trees) - ft.
Highest Elevation (above sea leve!) of Any Object or Terrain on Site ) ft.

Flight Hazards

Does the project involve any characterislics which could create electrical inferference, 7 Yes
confusing lights, giare, smoke, or other electrical or visual hazards to aircraft flight? 0 No

If yes, describe




Agency Name

Staff Contact
Phone Number
Agency's Project No.

Riverside County Planﬁing Depariment

Adam Rush

951-055-6646

GPA01087

Type of Project

i
|
d
0
O
]

General Plan Amendment {(Housing Element)
Zoning Amendment or Variance

Subdivision Approval

Use Permit

Public Facility

Other

Application Date Recsived By
Receipt Is Application Complete? O Yes [ No
if No, cite reasons
Alrpori(s) Nearby
gri?qw Compatibility Zone(s) 1A OB B [OC 0o e O] Ht
rileria .
Review Allowable {not prohibited) Use? O Yes [J No
Densityfintensity Acceptable? {1 Yes [ No
Open Land Requirement Mat? [ Yes [J No
Height Acceptable? (1 ves [0 No
Easement/Deed Nofice Provided? E] yes [0 No
Special Conditions Describe:
Supplemental Noise
Criteria
Review
Safety
_Airspace
Protection
Overflight

-AGTIONS TAKEN (TO BE COMPLETED BY.ALUC EXECUTIVE DIREGTOR

ALUC Executive

[0 Approve Date
Director's Action [T Refer to ALUC
ALUC [0 Consistent Date
Actlon [T Consistent with Conditions (list conditions/attach additional pages if needed)

April 2005

[0 inconsistent (list reasonsfattach addifional pages if needed)




COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
TRANSPORTATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCY

George A. Johnson - Agency Director
Planning Department

Carofyn Syms-Luna * Planning Director

September 21, 2010

Riverside County Alrport Land Use Commission
4080 Lemon Street, 9 Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF THE DRAFT RIVERSIDE COUNTY HOUSING ELEMENT

Dear Colleague,

As you may be aware, the County of Riverside is preparing a new Housing Element for the Plan Year of 2006 -
2014. The Housing Element of the Riverside County Generai Plan identifies and establishes the County’s
policies with respect to meeting the needs of existing and future residents in Riverside County. It establishes
policies that will guide County decision-making and sets forth an action plan to implement its housing goals in
the next four years. The commitments are in furtherance of the statewide housing goal of “early attainment of
decent housing and a suitable living environment for every California family,” as well as a reflection of the
concerns unique to the County of Riverside.

The Housing Element of Riverside County is an integral part of the County’s overall General Plan. This
element assesses the current and future housing needs of ail income groups and formulates goals, policies
and programs to address those needs for the unincorporated areas of Riverside County. Riverside County’s
housing needs have been identified by the Regional Housing Needs Assessment, prepared by the Southern
California Association of Governments {(SCAG) in conjunction with the State of California for the planning
period of January 2006 - July 2014. The Housing Element establishes goals, policies and programs intended
to address the County’s housing needs as identified by RHNA and guides the County in dealing with those
needs through the 8 Y% year planning period. The Housing Element is mandated by the State of California as
one of the seven required elements of a General Plan.

The Planning Department is transmitting the Housing Element to your attention for comment on the aspects of
the plan applicable to your agency. Your agency is identified as a program provider within the document based
upon existing and future policies and programs that are employed through your agency. Your review and critic
is a critical element to the success of these programs which, if implemented correctly, will make significant
strides in eliminating housing barriers faced in the County today.

In order to meet our timelines with the Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), CEQA

review, and our public hearing schedule, we respectfully request that your comments be fransmitted to the
Riverside County Planning Department, Atin: Adam Rush, within 30-days for your receipt of this document.

Please feel free to contact me with any questions.

Adam Rush, Principal Plannef

Riverside Office - 4080 Lemon Street, 8th Floor Desert Office + 38686 EI Cerrito Road
P.O. Box 1409, Riverside, California 82502-1409 Palm Desert, California 92211
(951) 955-3200 - Fax (951) 955-3157 {760) 863-8277 + Fax (760) 863-7555

9/20/10
Y \dvanced Planning\Housing Element 2006-2014\Draft Element 06-14\Draft Final\Transmittal Memoa_Internal-ALUC.doc



COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT
AGENDA ITEM: 2.6
HEARING DATE: December 9, 2010
CASE SUMMARY:
CASE NUMBER: ZAPEAO1PV08 — Airport Land Use Commission
LEAD AGENCY: Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission

("Commission")

JURISDICTION CASE NO: Not Applicable

MAJOR ISSUE: Whether te adopt: (1) the Initial Study/Negative Declaration prepared for the
Perris Valley Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan; and (2) the Perris Valley Airport Land

Use Compatibility Plan.

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the Commission open the public hearing,
consider testimony, and, after the close of public hearing, that the Commission:

(1) Adopt the Negative Declaration for the Perris Valley Airport Land Use Compatibility
Plan, and thereby find that:

a. Having considered the Imitial Study/Negative Declaration, the comments
received during the public review process, and the record before the
Commission, there is no substantial evidence that adoption of the Perris Valley
Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan would have a significant effect on the

environment; and

b. The Initial Study/Negative Declaration reflects the Commission's independent
judgment and analysis;

(2) Adopt the Perris Valley Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan; and

(3) Adopt Resolution No. 2010-01 memorializing the Commission's actions.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The proposed project is the Commission’s adoption of the 2010 Perris Valley Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan (“PVALUCP”), which includes “Additional Compatibility Policies” specifically
tailored to the land use environs of Perris Valley Airport and an Airport Influence Area ("AIA") with
new boundaries. An AIA previously was adopted for this Airport in 1975, but no Compatibility Plan
text specific to this Airport’s environs ever was adopted by the Commission. The new AIA includes
the area in which noise, safety, airspace protection, or overflight concerns may significantly affect land
uses or necessitate restrictions on those uses, as determined by the Commission. Accordingly, the
Compatibility Plan includes policies for determining whether a proposed development project, lying
within the AIA, is consistent with the Compatibility Plan and the objectives set forth in the State
Aeronautics Act, which include ensuring the continued operation of public-use airports (such as Perris
Valley Airport), while simultaneously protecting the public’s health, safety, and welfare. (See Pub.

Util. Code, §§21670-21679.5.)

The Commission is required by state law to prepare airport land use compatibility plans for the
airport influence areas around public-use airports. Airport officials project that activity levels at
Petris Valley Airport will continue and likely increase over time.

Much of the portion of the City of Perris located westerly of Interstate 215 is in the vicinity of the
Airport and is affected by aircraft noise and overflight. The Commission's charge is to protect the
public from excessive noise and safety hazards. Therefore, the PVALUCP imposes limits on the

density and intensity of future land use development in the AJA.

PROJECT LOCATION:

Perris Valley Airport is located easterly of Goetz Road and southerly of Ellis Avenue and Case Road in
the City of Perris.

To the north, south, and west of the runway, the boundaries of the AIA are defined by an arc consisting
of a set of points located 9,000 feet from the runway (including 200 feet beyond the runway ends).
Given the traffic pattern at the Airport, the easterly boundary is defined as a line drawn parallel to, and

5,000 feet to the cast of, the runway.

The area that would be subjected to development restrictions identified in the proposed PVALUCP,
and the corresponding potential for displaced development, would be smaller than the area described
above. The potentially affected area is limited westerly of the runway to areas within 4,500 feet of the
runway centerline and its straight-line northerly and southerly extensions, and is limited easterly of the
runway to areas within 2,000 feet of the runway centerline and its straight-line extensions.

BACKGROUND:

In 2004, the Commission prepared and adopted new Countywide Policies and new Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plans ("ALUCPs") for several airports within the County. These ALUCPs are
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available online at www.rcaluc.org. The new ALUCPs were prepared pursuant to the latest edition
of the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook, published in January 2002, by the State of
California Department of Transportation, Division of Aeronautics. This Handbook is the guidebook
for land use planning in AIAs throughout the State of California. The 2004 ALUCPs replaced the
previously adopted Comprehensive Land Use Plans ("CLUPs"), which were prepared in the 1990s
prior to the most recent version of the Handbook. Three (3) additional ALUCPs (Riverside
Municipal, Palm Springs International, and Jacqueline Cochran Regional) were adopted in 2005, one
in 2007 (French Valley), and one in 2008 (Chino).

The PVALUCP would impose new restrictions on development. In some areas, a land use pattern
based upon the proposed project may result in a reduced allowable residential density or a restriction
in density range to either higher or lower densities than permitted by the adopted City of Perris

General Plan.

Based upon an evaluation of City of Perris land use designations, including Specific Plan
designations, within the AIA, inconsistencies have been identified between the Compatibility Plan
criteria and the City's existing General Plan land use designations. To the extent that adoption of the
Compatibility Plan would result in conflicts between the Compatibility Plan and the City's General
Plan, such conflicts would necessitate either an amendment to the City's General Plan or an overrule
by the City Council. (Notably, the City is required by state law to make its General Plan consistent
with an adopted ALUCP, or otherwise exercise the overrule provisions set forth in the Public

Utilities Code.)
AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY ZONES:

The PYALUCP delineates six (6) airport land use compatibility zones ("Compatibility Zones"): A,
B1,B2,C, D, and E. Safety hazards and noise are greatest in Compatibility Zone A, and decline as
one moves farther from the runway and its extended centerline. Each zone has criteria limiting
densities and intensities, however, Compatibility Zone E, located farthest from the runway and
primary flight paths, has no residential density or land use intensity restrictions (other than
restrictions on large assemblages of people and prohibition of uses that are hazards to flight).

Compatibility Zone A: Compatibility Zone A is the Runway Protection Zone, prohibiting all
structures except those with locations set by their aeronautical function, assemblages of people,
objects exceeding FAR Part 77 height limits, storage of hazardous materials, and hazards to flight.
These restrictions are easily linked to safety concerns and Federal Aviation Regulations.

Ifthe Airport were to utilize the complete Iength of its runway for all operations, Compatibility Zone
A would extend onto private properties northerly of Ellis Avenue, and beyond the railroad. Given
the stringent land use restrictions of this Compatibility Zone, its imposition on privately owned
properties outside airport grounds to such an extent as to essentially prohibit building on a property
would potentially raise concerns regarding inverse condemnation, requiring the airport owner to
purchase such properties. In order to avoid such a scenario, the City’s aviation consultant proposed a
990-foot displaced threshold and use of Declared Distances, so as to assure that properties northerly
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of Ellis Avenue are not included in Compatibility Zone A. Compliance with Declared Distances
would require that aircraft landing from the north remain airborne until they reach the location of the
displaced threshold, rather than landing at the northerly edge of the runway, and that aircraft taking
off to the north lift off by the time they reach the location of the displaced threshold. These
operations would enjoy use of only 3,850 feet of paved runway.

Compatibility Zone B1: Compatibility Zone B1 is the Inner Approach/Departure Zone. New
residential development in Compatibility Zone B1 is Hmited to 0.05 dwelling units per acre — an
average density of one dwelling unit per twenty (20) acres. Non-residential development may
maintain a maximum intensity of twenty-five (25) persons per acre (averaged over a site), with a
maximum of fifty (50) persons within any given acre. (An intensity bonus of 30 percent over the
maximum number of persons within any given acre may be allowed if the building design includes
features intended to reduce risks to occupants in the event of an aircraft collision with the building.)

In order to allow for the envisioned development of Downtown Perris, located northerly of the
Airport, Additional Compatibility Policy 2.3 provides for a maximum intensity of forty (40) persons
per acre (averaged over a site), with a maximum of eighty (80) persons within any given acre (up to
104 with all risk-reduction design measures). Prohibited uses in Compatibility Zone Bl include
children's schools, day care centers, libraries, nursing homes, hospitals, places of worship, buildings
with more than two above-ground habitable floors, highly noise-sensitive outdoor non-residential
uses, above-ground bulk storage of hazardous materials, critical community infrastructure facilities,
and hazards to flight. Additionally, structures must be located a maximum distance from the
extended runway centerline, a minimum noise level reduction of 25 decibels ("dB") must be
achieved in residences (including mobile homes) and office buildings, and airspace review is
required for objects greater than 35 feet in height. Overall, 30 percent of the entire acreage within
Compatibility Zone B1 must be set aside as open land. Dedication of avigation easements is

required for all future development in Compatibility Zone B1.

Compatibility Zone B2: Compatibility Zone B2 is the Adjacent to Runway Zone. This is land
parallel to the runway, rather than the areas regularly overflown by arriving or departing aircraft.
New residential development in Compatibility Zone B2 is limited to 0.1 dwelling units per acre—an
average density of one dwelling unit per ten (10) acres. Non-residential development may maintain a
maximum intensity of one hundred (100) persons per acre (averaged over the site), with a maximum
of two hundred (200) persons within any given acre and eligibility for the 30 percent intensity bonus.
Prohibited uses in Compatibility Zone B2 are the same as those in Compatibility Zone B1, and the
requirements for airspace review and noise level reduction are also the same. Structures in
Compeatibility Zone B2 must be located a maximum distance from the runway. Compatibility Zone
B2 does not have an open land requirement. Dedication of avigation easements is required for ail

development in Compatibility Zones A, B1, and B2.

Compatibility Zone C: Compatibility Zone C is the Extended Approach/Departure Zone. This area
extends out from Compatibility Zones A and B1 as one moves farther out from the runway ends.
New residential development in Compatibility Zone C is limited to 0.2 dwelling units per acre —an
average density of one dwelling unit per five (5) acres. Non-residential development may maintain a



Staff Report
Page 5 of 11

maximum intensity of seventy-five (75) persons per acre (averaged over a site), with a maximum of
one hundred fifty (150) persons within any given acre and eligibility for the 30 percent infensity
bonus. Prohibited uses in Compatibility Zone C include children's schools, day care centers,
libraries, nursing homes, hospitals, buildings with more than three aboveground habitable floors,
highly noise-sensitive outdoor non-residential uses, and hazards to flight. A minimum noise level
reduction of 20 dB must be achieved in residences (including mobile homes) and office buildings,
and airspace review is required for objects greater than 70 feet in height. The general requirement is
that 20 percent of the entire acreage within Compatibility Zone C must be set aside as open land;
however, open area requirements are not applicable to the areas northerly of Ellis Avenue.

Compatibility Zone D: Compatibility Zone D is the Primary Traffic Patterns and Runway Buffer
Area. New residential development in Compatibility Zone D is limited to either a maximum density
0f 0.2 dwelling units per acre (average density of one dwelling unit per five (5) acres) or a minimum
density of not less than five (5) dwelling units per acre. Intermediate density levels greater than 0.2,
but less than 5.0, dwelling units per acre are prohibited. Non-residential development may maintain
a maximum intensity of one hundred (100) persons per acre (averaged over a site), with a maximum
of three hundred (300) persons within any given acre. (An intensity bonus of 30 percent over the
maximum number of persons within any given acre may be allowed if the building design includes
features intended to reduce risks to occupants in the event of an aircraft collision with the building.)
In order to allow for the envisioned development of Downtown Perris, located northerly of the
Airport, Additional Compatibility Policy 2.4 provides for a maximum intensity of one hundred fifty
(150) persons per acre (averaged over a site), with a maximum of four hundred fifty (450) persons
within any given acre (up to 585 with all risk-reduction design measures) within those portions of
Compatibility Zone D located northerly of Ellis Avenue. Children's schools, hospitals, and nursing
homes are discouraged in Compatibility Zone D, while highly noise-sensitive outdoor non-residential
uses and hazards to flight are prohibited. Airspace review is required for objects greater than 70 feet
in height, and 10 percent of the entire acreage within Compatibility Zone D must be set aside as open
land. However, pursuant to Additional Compatibility Policy 2.2, open area requirements are not
applicable to those portions of Compatibility Zone D located northetly of Ellis Avenue.

Compatibility Zone E: Compatibility Zone E comprises the remainder of the Airport Influence
Area. There are no general limitations on residential density or nonresidential intensity in this
Compeatibility Zone and no open area requirements. Hazards to flight are prohibited, and major
spectator-oriented sports stadiums, amphitheaters, and concert halls are discouraged.

FUNDAMENTALS:

The fundamental purpose of the Commission is to promote land use compatibility around airports.
Indeed, section 21670 of the State Aeronautics Act defines the purpose of that statutory scheme,
which is "to protect public health, safety, and welfare by ensuring the orderly expansion of airports
and the adoption of land use measures that minimize the public's exposure to excessive noise and
safety hazards within areas around public airports to the extent that these areas are not already

devoted to incompatible uses."
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The Commission is vested with certain powers and duties in order to accomplish the purposes and
objectives set forth in the State Aeronautics Act, including the preparation and adoption of an
ALUCP to address concerns related to potential impacts associated with exposure to aircraft noise,
protection of public safety with respect both to people on the ground and the occupants of aircraft,
protection of airport airspace, and general concerns with aircraft overflight. The Commission "shall
be guided by" information in the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook. (Pub. Util.
Code, §21674, subd. (a).) Thus, the PVALUCP is based on the principles in the Handbook.

It should be noted, however, that the density and intensity ranges incorporated in the Countywide
land use compatibility criteria are not specifically mandated by state law; therefore, the Commission
has the discretion to adopt a Plan that incorporates the proposed Additional Compatibility Policies,
which would establish airport-specific criteria that are not presently applicable to the majority of
airport influence areas in Riverside County.

The task of the Commission is to adopt an ALUCP that provides for the continued operation and
orderly growth of aviation-related activities at Perris Valley Airport, while at the same time
protecting the public health, safety, and welfare from aircraft noise and hazards from potential
aircraft accidents. This task is to be met in a cooperative effort with the local jurisdictions and with
an understanding of the needs of the surrounding community. It is in the interests of all parties that
an appropriate balance be achieved in this effort.

The 2004 Riverside County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (the basis for the concurrent and
subsequent airport-specific Plans) was prepared in accordance with the 2002 California Airport Land
Use Planning Handbook, but in some cases utilizes criteria that are more stringent than the
Handbook mandates. For example, the Handbook does not require limitations of residential density
in the Traffic Pattern Zone (i.e., Compatibility Zones D and E). Additionally, the recommended
Handbook criteria would allow higher non-residential intensities in the Inner and Outer
Approach/Departure Zones and the Traffic Pattern Zone than the criteria utilized in the 2004

Countywide Policies.
EFFECT ON LAND USE DESIGNATIONS:

The Initial Study/Negative Declaration document includes analyses of the effects of the
Compatibility Plan on land use and planning with and without proposed Additional Compatibility
Policies 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5. The following discussion identifies those effects and evaluates the
potential of the Additional Compatibility Policies to reduce those effects by minimizing the potential
"displacement" of future land use development.
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Non-Residential Intensity:

The PVALUCP has the potential to constrain existing non-residential land use designations in the
City of Perris General Plan by applying intensity limitations to properties designated for commercial
and industrial development. Without the proposed Additional Compatibility Policies, these intensity
limitations could result in an 18 percent reduction in the non-residential build-out of the areas within
Compatibility Zones A, B1, B2, C, and D, with the greatest proportional impact occurring in the
retail sector (an 88 percent reduction in potential square footage of retail space in the Community

Commercial designation),

Additional Compatibility Policy 2.3 would allow an average of 40 persons per acre (up from 25) and
amaximum single-acre intensity of 80 persons (up from 50) in those portions of Compatibility Zone
B1 located northerly of Ellis Avenue. Additional Compatibility Policy 2.3 also would permit a
maximum single-acre intensity of 104 persons as a risk-reduction design bonus. This policy is
consistent with the 2002 California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook, in that the Handbook
(see Table 9C, "Safety Compatibility Criteria Guidelines") recommends an average of 25 to 40
petsons per acre in the Inner Approach/Departure Zone for airports in rural/suburban settings. (Table
9C also provides for a single-acre multiplier of 2.0 for the Inner Approach/Departure Zone.)

Additional Compatibility Policy 2.3, however, only marginally reduces the potential "worst-case"
non-residential displacement (or loss of potential square footage) that may result from
implementation of the PVALUCP (from 18.05 percent to 17.95 percent), due to the limited acreage

in Compatibility Zone B1.

Additional Compatibility Policy 2.4 would provide for an average of 150 persons per acre (up from
100) and a maximum single-acre intensity of 450 persons (up from 300) in those portions of
Compeatibility Zone D located northerly of Ellis Avenue. These criteria are identical to the criteria
for the Traffic Pattern Zone in Table 9C of the Handbook. Additional Compatibility Policy 2.4 also
would permit a maximum single-acre intensity of 585 persons as a risk-reduction design bonus.

Additional Compatibility Policy 2.4 reduces the potential “worst-case’” non-residential displacement
from 18.05 percent to 17.46 percent. Its greatest effect proportionally is in reducing potential square
footage displacement within the Professional Office designation.

Additional Compatibility Policy 2.5 is unlike the other measures in that, rather than establishing a
revised density or intensity number in terms of persons or dwellings per acre, it establishes new
assumptions to be used in calculating the concentration of people in retail establishments, Consistent
with Appendix C of the Countywide policies, Additional Compatibility Policy 2.5 utilizes the
"survey of similar uses" concept for determining concentrations of people, rather than relying on the

"maximum occupancy” method.

A report was prepared by Mead & Hunt (an established airport consulting firm) that evaluates typical
usage intensities of various land uses and suggests that an occupancy level of approximately 170
square feet per person is typical of retail stores — less [than one person per 170 square feet] for low-



Staff Report
Page 8 of 11

intensity retail, such as furniture stores. Shopping centers with dining facilities are comparatively
more crowded, approximately 110 square feet per person. Office buildings usually average around
215 square feet per person. All these occupancy levels are calculated based upon the gross square
footage of the building and consider what percentage of the building is devoted to what use,

Consistent with Mead & Hunt's research and report, Additional Compatibility Policy 2.5 would
establish new square foot per person criteria for retail sales, display, and showroom areas of one
person per 115 square feet of gross floor area (without the 50 percent reduction allowed under the

maximum occupancy method).

Additional Compatibility Policy 2.5 reduces the potential “worst-case’ non-residential displacement
from 18.05% to 17.36%, and is considerably more effective than Additional Compatibility Policies
2.3 and 2.4 in reducing potential square footage displacement within the Neighborhood Commercial

designation.

When combined, the three policies reduce the “worst-case” non-residential displacement by 495,000
square feet to 16.51% of potential build-out levels. It should be noted that the potential displacement
remains relatively high due to the floor-area ratios utilized in the City’s General Plan: 0.75 for
Community Commercial and 0.5 for Neighborhood Commercial and Public/Semi-Public.

Residential Densities:

By constraining development at some locations, the PVALUCP has the potential to preclude
development of new dwelling units. Based upon an evaluation of the City of Perris General Plan’s
Jand use designations, including Specific Plan designations, within the Airport Influence Area, the
PVALUCP would conflict with existing land use designations by applying density limitations to
future residential development in Compatibility Zones B1, C, and D. Under a "worst-case scenario,"
adoption of the PVALUCP may trigger a General Plan amendment and a Specific Plan amendment
that would preclude build-out of up to 1,793 dwelling units that potentially could be developed
pursuant to the City of Perris General Plan and the Green Valley Specific Plan.

The potential displacement of future residential development includes 1,297 dwelling units within
the Green Valley Specific Plan and 496 dwelling units outside the Specific Plan boundary. Outside
the boundaries of the Specific Plan, more than 80 percent of the potential residential yield
displacement (417 of 496 dwelling units) occurs in Compatibility Zones C and D on properties not
less than 0.14 acre in area and designated MFR-14. These areas (divisible parcels only) account for
12.9 acres within Zone C and 49.31 acres in Zone D. However, recordation of Tentative Tract Map
No. 33549 would reduce the remaining affected acreage to 5.07 acres in Zone C and 41.85 acres in
Zone D. This would reduce potential residential yield displacement by 145 dwelling units to 351

units outside the Specific Plan.

To further decrease the potential residential displacement in the Downtown Perris area that may
result from implementation of the PVALUCP, Additional Compatibility Policy 2.1 has been
recommended by the subcommittee and incorporated into the Plan.



Staff Report
Page 9 of 11

As stated above, residential densities in Compatibility Zone C are limited in the Countywide Policies
section of the 2004 RCALUCP to a maximum of one dwelling unit per five acres, and residential
densities in Compatibility Zone D are limited to either rural densities of one dwelling unit per five
acres or urban densities of five or more dwelling units per acre. These density levels present a major
challenge in this situation, as the City does not provide for a residential zoning category limiting
density to one dwelling unit per five acres or lower. Furthermore, achieving a density of five or more
dwelling units per acre could be problematic in the R-6,000 zone and would not be possible in the R-

10,000 zone.

The Countywide Policies of the 2004 RCALUCP do provide for infill development, but those
provisions limit the average development density in the proposed infill development to “the lesser of
(1) the average density represented by all existing lots that lie fully or partially within a distance of
300 feet from the boundary of the parcel to be divided or (2) double the density permitted in
accordance with the criteria for that location as indicated in the Compatibility Criteria matrix, Table
2A.” Tf doubling the density is the maximum that can be achieved, then the maximum allowable
density in the Zone C portion of the downtown area would be one dwelling unit per 2'% acres.
Additionally, implementation of this standard in Zone D is unclear. Does it mean double the density
allowed pursuant to the low density option? If so, this would again be one dwelling unit per 2%,
acres. However, Zone D also provides for a high density option with no stated limit on density. In

that case, “double the density” is not relevant.

In light of the fact that much of downtown Perris is already developed with residential uses, the
Perris Valley subcommittee of the Airport Land Use Commission agreed to support Additional
Compatibility Policy 2.1. This policy would allow residential development at densities not less than
two dwelling units per acre and not more than five dwelling units per acre within those portions of
Airport Compatibility Zones C and D located northerly of Ellis Avenue and westerly of Redlands
Avenue, provided that (1) at least 50% of the site’s perimeter is bounded (disregarding roads) by
existing (or approved) uses at densities similar to, or more intensive than, those proposed, and that
(2) the average density of the proposed development does not exceed the median density represented
by all residentially designated lots that lie fully or partially within a distance of 300 feet from the
boundary of the site proposed for development. This option would be in addition to the options
already available pursuant to Table 2A, and basically constitutes a waiver of the usual prohibition of
intermediate densities where there is already an established intermediate density or higher density
residential neighborhood. The differences are in the dropping of the “double the density” provision
and the relaxation of the perimeter requirement. The intent of this policy is to allow City officials to
be able to determine whether future proposed projects are consistent with the PVALUCP. As each
site proposed for development would require an independent analysis, ALUC staff is not claiming a
definitive displacement mitigation level for this policy. However, it is known that a number of the
divisible parcels are bordered by smaller residential parcels and located in neighborhoods with
median densities that would allow for their division, pursuant to this policy.

Given the pattern of lot sizes and largely developed nature of downtown Perris, the subcommittee
agreed that the open area requirements envisioned in Table 2A for Compatibility Zones C and D —
20% and 10% of overall land area, respectively — would not be able to be achieved. Therefore, it
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would not be useful to require new developments to provide such levels of open area. Consequently,
Additional Compatibility Policy 2.2 states that the open area requirements set forth in Table 2A are
not applicable to those portions of Airport Compatibility Zones C and D located northetly of Ellis
Avenue. (This waiver of the normal requirement does not apply to Compatibility Zone B1 - the
Inner Approach/Departure Zone -, where the 30% open area requirement remains in effect. The open

area in Zone B1 may be used for parking areas.)

As noted above, the potential for residential yield displacement within the Green Valley Specific
Plan represents 1,297 dwelling units of the 1,793 dwelling unit total — approximately 72% of the
total. This impact relates specifically to the portion of the Specific Plan westerly of Murrieta Road.
(The easterly portion would not be affected by residential density restrictions.) Furthermore, this
currently undeveloped area would not be eligible to take advantage of Additional Compatibility
Policy 2.1. The landowner has filed an objection and is requesting that the Commission reject the
proposed Negative Declaration and direct the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (see

below).

From the perspective of providing for the same level of housing for the community, this potential
residential yield reduction could be eliminated in its entirety by redesigning the Specific Plan to: (a)
eliminate residential uses in Compatibility Zones A, B1, B2, and C; (b) increase residential density
within the portions of the Specific Plan westerly of Murrieta Road in Compatibility Zones D and E in
Planning Areas 6, 10, 12, 17, 19, 22, 25, 26, and 27 to 5.7 dwelling units per acre; and (c) increase
residential density within the portions of the Specific Plan westerly of Murrieta Road in
Compatibility Zones D and E in Planning Areas 11 and 20 to 14.0 dwelling units per acre. Such land
use actions are not within the power or jurisdiction of the Airport Land Use Commission, but they
would be within the power of the landowner and the City to implement as a means of eliminating the
residential yield displacement impact as it affects the residential areas of this project.

OTHER ADDITIONAL COMPATIBILITY POLICIES:

As mitigation for the allowance for intermediate density residential development (Additional
Compatibility Policy 2.1), Additional Compatibility Policy 2.6 establishes a set of increased buyer
awareness measures. Its provisions include: (1) avigation ecasement dedication for new
developments in the portion of Compatibility Zone C northerly of Ellis Avenue; (2) deed notice
recordation throughout the boundaries of the Downtown Specific Plan; and (3) informational
brochures and signs in the sales office for any new residential development anywhere within the AIA
except for portions of Compatibility Zone E located southerly of Ellis Avenue.

Pursuant to Table 2A, highly noise-sensitive outdoor nonresidential uses are prohibited uses within
Airport Compatibility Zones A, B1, B2, C, and D. However, the City of Perris is planning a small
amphitheater in the “Plaza Mercado” area of its downtown (in Zone D). The planned location would
be near the rail line that is projected to be a future Metrolink corridor. In order to accommodate the
City’s proposed land use, Additional Compatibility Policy 2.7 provides for an exception from this
prohibition for “outdoor amphitheaters designed for a seating capacity of less than 300 persons
located within 600 feet of a railroad line in regular use for the movement of passengers or freight.”
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COMMENTS ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT:

In accordance with CEQA, staff distributed a "Notice of Intent to Adopt" the Initial Study/Negative
Declaration (IS/ND}, and received public comments on the IS/ND for a 30-day period, beginning
November 3, 2010 and concluding December 2, 2010. As of November 23, ALUC staff had been
contacted by several people who received copies of the Notice of Intent. Generally, the recipients
were concerned about the potential effect of the adoption of the Plan on the values of their properties.
Staff also met with a commercial property owner and with representatives of The Garrett Group.

Two State agencies provided comments. CALTRANS Division of Aeronautics advised that the
document “appears to adequately address the Division’s areas of expertise.” The Department of
Toxic Substances Control submitted a comment letter asserting that the document should “evaluate
whether conditions within the Project area may pose a threat to human health or the environment,
identify the mechanism to initiate any required investigation and/or remediation for any site within
the proposed Project area that may be contaminated, and [identify] the government agency to provide
appropriate regulatory oversight.” The letter then proceeds to discuss investigations, studies, and
remediation that may be required prior to, or in the course of, construction and/or demolition

activities, or project operation.

On Wednesday, November 24, staff received a letter from Martin Burton of Gilchrist & Rutter (on
behalf of the Ranch at Green Valley LLC, owner and developer of the Green Valley Specific Plan)
objecting to the Negative Declaration and asserting that an Environmental Impact Report is required
to analyze the environmental impacts of the proposed Compatibility Plan. The letter (which cites
numerous legal references) has been referred to ALUC counsel for evaluation.
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County of Riverside

Airport Land Use Commission

RESOLUTION NO. 2010-01
ADOPTING THE

2016 PERRIS VALLEY AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLAN

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held before the Riverside County Airport Land Use

Commission on December 9, 2010 in Riverside, California, to consider the adoption of the 2010 Perris

Valley Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan; and,

WHEREAS, ail the procedures of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the
Procedures for Implementing the CEQA in Riverside County have been satisfied; and,

WHEREAS, the proposed 2010 Perris Valley Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan was discussed
fully with testimony and documentation presented by the public and affected government agencies; now,
therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED, FOUND, DETERMINED AND ORDERED by the Riverside County
Airport Land Use Commission, in regular session assembled on December 9, 2010, that:

Airport Land Use Commission Case No. ZAPEAQIPV0S is a proposal to adopt the 2010 Perris

Valley Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (“PVALUCP”) as an integral part of the Riverside County
Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan. The PVALUCP includes “Additional Compatibility Policies”
specifically tailored to the land use environs of Perris Valley Airport and an Airport Influence Area
(“AIA”) with new boundaries. The Additional Compatibility Policies assist in mitigating potential land
use impacts that could conceivably result from such actions as the City of Perris may choose to take in
order to bring its General Plan and Specific Plans into compliance with the PVALUCP, upon its adoption.
An AIA was previously adopted for this airport, but no Compatibility Plan text specific to this Airport’s
environs ever was adopted by the Airport Land Use Commission (“Commission”). The new AIA

includes the area in which noise, safety, airspace protection, or overflight concerns may significantly
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affect land uses or necessitate restrictions on those uses, as determined by the Commission. Accordingly,

the PVALUCP includes policies for determining whether a proposed development project, lying within

the AIA, is consistent with the PVALUCP and the objectives set forth in the State Aeronautics Act, which

include ensuring the continued operation of public-use airports (such as Perris Valley Airport), while

simultaneously protfecting the public’s health, safety, and welfare.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission, based

on the evidence presented on this matter, both written and oral, including the Initial Study/Negative

Declaration prepared pursuant to Case Number ZAPEAO1PV0S, that:

I.

The purpose of the Airport Land Use Commission is to protect the public health, safety,
and welfare by assuring the orderly expansion of airports and by the adoption of land use
measures that minimize the public’s exposure to excessive noise and safety hazards within
areas around public use airports, to the extent that these areas are not already devoted to
incompatible uses.

The PVALUCP provides for an expansion of the Airport Influence Area of the Perris
Valley Airport, 50 as to include the area in which noise, safety, airspace protection, or
overflight concerns may significantly affect land uses or necessitate restrictions on those
uses.

In October 2004, the Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission adopted the
Riverside County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (henceforth “2004 RCALUCP”).
The 2004 RCALUCP includes Countywide Policies applicable to all airports covered by
the 2004 RCALUCP, except as modified by Additional Compatibility Policies applicable
to specific airports. |

The Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission staff, with assistance from Counsel,

prepared an Initial Study/Negative Declaration document (pursuant to Case No.
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ZAPEAOIPV0S), in order to evaluate the impacts of the adoption of the proposed Plan.
The study determined that there would be no significant physical environmental impacts
because implementation of the PVALUCP would not increase the levels of development in
the AIA above those projected in the City of Perris General Plan (including its constituent
Specific Plans), and because the environmental impacts of such development were already
adequately analyzed at the General Plan level and addressed in the Environmental Impact
Report prepared by the City of Perris for its General Plan.

The PVALUCP places certain land use density or intensity restrictions on future
development within the AIA in order to ensure the continued operation and orderly
expansion of Perris Valley Airport, while minimizing the public’s exposure to excessive
noise and safety hazards within certain areas surrounding the Airport. Such restrictions
may have the consequence of displacing future development to other areas outside the ATA
or to Zone E, where densities and intensities are not subject to substantial restrictions.
However, whether actual population and development shifts occur in surrounding areas
depends on a multitude of factors, and any attempt to forecast such eventualities would be
impracticable and speculative at this time. In any event, any such project-specific impacts
from future projects in the surrounding areas would be considered in later environmental
documents prepared in compliance with CEQA.  Nevertheless, the PVALUCP
incorporates Additional Compatibility Policies designed to minimize the need for changes
to the City’s General Plan and thereby lessen the extent of potential development
displacement.

The findings of the Initial Study/Negative Declaration performed pursuant to Case No.
ZAPEAOQ1PVOS8 are incorporated herein by reference. The initial study concluded that the

project would not have a significant effect on the environment.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission on
December 9, 2010, that it ADOPTS a Negative Declaration for ALUC Case No. ZAPEAO1PV0S, and
ADOPTS the PVALUCP as fully set forth on the exhibit entitled “2010 PERRIS VALLEY AIRPORT
LAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLAN".

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission that the
custodian of the documents upon which this decision is based is the staff of the Riverside County Airport
Land Use Commission, consisting of employees of the Riverside County Transportation and Land

Management Agency and its subsidiary Departments, and that such documents are located at 4080 Lemon

Street, Fourteenth Floor, Riverside, California.
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PV. PERRIS VALLEY AIRPORT

PV.1 Compatibility Map Delineation

1.1 Airport Master Plan Status:  As a privately owned facility, no master plan has been
prepared for Perris Valley Airport. The Computibility Plan for this airport is based
upon a simplified airport layout diagram (Exhibit PV-2 in Chapter 3) as reviewed
and accepted by the California Division of Aeronautics [pending] for compatibility
planning purposes. The proposed runway configuration changes indicated on the
diagram are also expected to be reflected in future Division of Aeronautics is-
suance of an amended State Airport Permit for the airport.

1.2 Aufiedd Configration: 'The existing runway configuration results in the entire Run-
way 15 protection zone (RPZ) extending north of East Ellis Avenue, off of airport
property. The City of Pertis has requested that the runway be modified through
the use of declared distances so as to situate all of the RPZ south of the road. Ad-
ditional modifications will be necessary to enable the runway safety area (RSA) at
each end of the runway to comply with Federal Aviation Administration standards.
The Perris Valley Airport management acknowledges these circumstances, but has
not yet had the opportunity to implement the changes; nor has the airport’s State
Airport Permit been modified to reflect them. The Compatibility Plan 1s neverthe-
less based upon the assumption that the modifications will take place in the near
futare. Details regarding the current and proposed runway configuration are in-
cluded in Chapter 3.

1.3 Aot Aciaty: The Compatibility Plan for Perris Valley Airport anticipates that the
airport could eventually reach approximately 52,000 annual operations, a 53% in-
crease over its estimated present activity level of 34,000 operations. 'The mix of
aircraft types is expected to remain constant. Time of day, runway use, and other
distributions of operations are also expected to remain unchanged on a percentage
of operations basis. Noise contours reflecting the ultimate activity levels on an
average day are used for the purposes of the Compatibility Plan (Exhibit PV-5).

14 Aiport Ifluene Area: 'The outer edge of the FAR Part 77 conical sutface defines
the Pernis Valley Airport influence area to the north, west, and south of the airport.
The designated traffic pattem is right traffic for Runway 15 and left traffic for
Runway 33. 'This locates all local traffic on the west side of the airport. Therefore,
the influence area to the east is not as broad and ends 5,000 feet from the runway

centerline,

PV.2 Additional Compatibility Policies

2.1 Infill Imermediate Residential Dersity Dewlopment: 'The critena set forth in Countywide
Policies 3.1.3(a)}, 3.1.3(b), 3.3.1(a), 3.3.1(b) and the Basic Compatibility Criteria ma-
trix (Table 2A) notwithstanding, as an alternative to development mn accordance
with the density ranges specified in Table 2A, residential development at densities
of not more than five dwelling units per acre and not less than two dwelling units
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per acre may be permitted within those portions of Airport Compatibility Zones C
and D located nostherly of Ellis Avenue and westerly of Redlands Avenue, pro-
vided that at least 50% of the site’s perimeter is bounded (disregarding roads) by
existing (or approved) uses at densities similar to, or more Intensive than, those
proposed, and that the average density of the proposed development does not ex-
ceed the median density represented by all residentially designated lots that Le fully
or partially within a distance of 300 feet from the boundary of the site proposed
for development. It is further noted that the intent of the policy 1s not to encour-
age any areas planned for commercial or industrial development to be converted to
residential uses, but to enable the density of future developments to be similar to
existing neighborhood residential densities or densities approved through valid en-
titlement actions (such as approved tentative tract maps). Furthermore, nothing in
this Plan shall be interpreted as prohibiting or restraining the development of a
single-family residence on any property within the Airport Influence Area that is
designated for residential use.

2.2 Zone C and D Open Area Requirenrenits: 'The open area requirements set forth in Ta-
ble 2A are not applicable to those portions of Airport Compatibility Zones C and
D located northerly of Ellis Avenue.

23 Compatibility Zone B1 Nowesidential Intersities: 'The criteria set forth in Countywide
Policies 3.1.1, 3.14, and 4.2.5(b)(2) and the Basic Compatibility Criteria matrix
(Table 2A) notwnhstandmg, the following usage intensity criteria shall apply within
those portions of Airport Compatibility Zone B1 located northerly of Ellis Ave-
nue: An average of 40 people per acre shall be allowed on a site and up to 80
people shall be allowed to occupy any single acre of a site; with an intensity bonus,
a maximum of 104 people per any single acre may be aHowed depending upon the
mix of risk-reduction design features.

24 Compatibility Zone D Nomvesidential Intersities: The criteria set forth in Countywide
Policies 3.1.1, 3.1.4, and 4.25(b)(5) and the Basic Compatibility Criteria matrix
(Table 24) not\mthstandmg, the following usage intensity criteria shall apply within
those portions of Airport Compatibility Zone D located northerly of Ellis Avenue:
An average of 150 people per acre shall be allowed on a site and up to 450 people
shall be allowed to occupy any single acre of a site; with an intensity bonus, a max-
imum of 585 people per any single acre may be allowed, depending upon the mix
of risk-reduction design measures.

2.5 Caladation of Concentration of People in Retail Sales Establishments:  The provisions of
Table CI in Appendix C notwithstanding, retail sales and display areas or “show-
rooms” (excluding restaurants and other uses specifically identified separately from
retail in Table C1) shall be evaluated as having an intensity in persons per acre
equivalent to one person per 115 square feet of gross floor area.

2.6 Expanded Buyer Awareness Measures: In addition to the requirements for avigation
easement dedication or deed notification as indicated in Table 2A, avigation ease-
ment dedication shall be required for new developments located in the portion of
Airport Compatibility Zone C northetly of Ellis Avenue, and deed notice recorda-
tion shall be required throughout the boundaries of the Downtown Perris Specific

Plan.

3-38 Riverside County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan Policy Document (July 2010 Draff)



INDIVIDUAL AIRPORT POLICIES AND COMPATIBILITY MAPS CHAPTER 3

Furthermore, any new single-family or multi-family residential development pro-
posed for construction anywhere within the AIA, except for those portions of
Compatibility Zone E located southerly of Ellis Avenue, shall include the following
measures intended to ensure that prospective buyers or renters are informed about
the presence of aircraft overflights of the property.

(@) During initial sales of properties within newly created subdivisions, informa-
tional signs shall be posted in conspicuous locations in the subdivision sales
office clearly depicting the proximity of the subdivision to the airport and air-
craft traffic patterns,

(b) An informational brochure shall be provided to prospective buyers or renters
showing the locations of aircraft flight patterns. The frequency of overflights,
the typical altitudes of the aircraft, and the range of noise levels that can be
expected from individual aircraft overflights shall be described. A copy of the
Compatibility Factors exhibit from this Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan
shall be included in the brochure.

2.7 Noise-Sersitiwe Outdoor Nonresidential Uses Near Rail Line: 'The criteria set forth in Ta-
ble 2A and Table 2B notwithstanding, the prohibition of highly noise-sensitive
outdoor nonresidential uses is not applicable to outdoor amphitheaters designed
for a seating capacity of less than 300 persons located within 600 feet of a railroad
line in regular use for the movement of passengers or freigh.
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Background Data:
Perris Valley Airport and Environs

INTRODUGTION

Privately owned Perris Valley Airport is a major skydiving center known nationally and internationally.
‘The airport serves both as the departure point for jump aitcraft and as the landing spot for skydivers.
Aircraft as large as a specially configured DC-9 setve as jump planes. A high volume of ultralight air-
craft operations also takes place there. Beyond these functions, Pertis Valley Airport has minimal other
activity and does not provide parking or setvices for other private aircraft. For State Airport Permit
purposes, the airport is considered a public-use facility.

Now situated within the Pertis city limits, Pertis Valley Airport’s history dates to at least the World Wat
IT era when it served as an alternate landing strip for gliders. Skydiving activity began in the eatly
1960s. The airport has 2 single paved, unlighted runway, otiented north-northwest/south-southeast
(designated Runway 15-33) and presently published as being 5,100 feet long. Ultralights use a separate
turf strip in the southwestern corner of the property. Skydivers land in a turf area east of the runway.
The propetty consists of approximately 82 actes with an additional 18 acres, encompassing the notth
end of the runway, leased from the adjacent propetty owner.

In conjunction with preparation of this Compatibility Plan, several issues with the existing runway confi-
guration have been identified and a solution proposed. The notthetly (Runway 15) runway protection
zone (RPZ) extends onto property that the airport does not conttol, To avoid precluding all develop-
ment of this property, the City of Perris has requested that the RPZ be shifted onto airport-controlled
property. So as not to eliminate all use of the notth end of the runway, establishment of declared dis-
tances and modification of the Runway 15 displaced threshold location is recommended. Additionally,
to provide 240 feet of runway safety area and object free area at the runway ends, as dictated by Federal
Aviation Administration standards, a slight shift of each runway end is recommended. The net effect
will be reduction of the published runway length to approximately 4,840 feet with 3,850 feet available
for landings from the north. Although used as the basis for the Compatibility Plan, these modifications
are subject to acceptance by the aitport ownets and approval by the California Division of Aeronautics
through amendment of the State Airport Permit.

Total current aircraft operations are estimated at 34,000 as of 2009. Aitpott management expects this
numbet to increase over time and is projected at 52,000 annual opetations for compatibility planning
purposes. Prevailing winds favor aircraft operations from south to north; however, many takeoffs are

Riverside Gounty ALUCP—West County Airports Background Data (July 2010 Draft) Wwe-1



CHAPTER WB BACKGROUND DATA: PERRIS VALLEY AIRPORT AND ENVIRONS

made towatd the south for both operational convenience and noise abatement reasons. Because of the
approach coutse to neatby March Air Reserve Base to the east, most aircraft approach and depart via

the west.

Neatby land uses vary from agricultural to utban. To the south and east atre agricultural lands within
the flood plain of the San Jacinto River. To the west is mostly industrial. Residential and commercial
areas within central Perris lie within a couple of blocks of the runway end to the north and northwest.
Also, residential areas within the newly incorpotated City of Menifee are only a mile south of the run-

way.

The Perris General Plan anticipates extensive additional development surrounding the aitpost. Concur-
rently with the preparation of this Pervis I alley Airport Comipatibility Plan, the City of Pettis has been pre-
paring 2 Downtown Specific Plan covering over one square mile immediately notth of the aitport. In-
tensive commercial and mixed use development is planned for this area. Close coordination between
city and ALUC staffs has enabled substantial consistency between the two plans. The ALUC reviewed
the draft Specific Plan in June 2010 and found it to be consistent with the anticipated Compatibility Plan.
Additionally, a separate specific plan is expected to be prepated for the lands south and east of the air-
port. Proposals have been brought forward in recent years to develop residential uses in this presently

agricultural area.

Exhibits PV—1 through PV-3 on the following pages provides tabular and diagrammatic summaties of
information about Perris Valley Airport and its activity levels. The airport diagram in Exhibit PV-2
shows both the existing and proposed runway configurations. Current and projected noise contouts
ate depicted in Exhibits PV—4 and PV-5, tespectively. I‘actors contributing to the compatibility zone
boundaries delineated in the Perris Valley Compatibility Map are shown in Exhibit PV-6. Information
about the land uses in the Perris Valley Airport environs is summatized in the table and map presented

in Exhibits PV~7 through PV-9.
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GENERAL INFORMATION
» Airport Ownership: Private
» Year Opened: 1942
» Properiy Size
» Fee title: 82 acres
» Lease: 18 acres
» Airport Classification: General Aviation
» Airport Elevation: 1,413 feet MSL

AIRPORT PLANNING DOCUMENTS
» Airport Master Plan
» None
» Airport Layout Plan Drawing
» None
» Airport Diagram 2010 submitted to California Division
of Aeronautics for approval as basis for compatibility
planning [pending]

AUNWAY/TAXIWAY DESIGN

Runway 15-33
» Critical Afrcraff: DC-9-21
» Airport Reference Code: B-l (small airplanes)
» Dimensions: 5,100 ft, long, 50 ft, wide
» Runway 15 displaced threshold
» Published as 1,900 ft.
* Marked at 650 ft.
» Runway 33 displaced threshold
* Published as 144 ft.
» Marked at runway end
» Pavement Strength (main landing gear configuration)
» 8,000 Ibs. {single-whesl}
» Average Gradient: 0.5% (rising to north}
» Runway Lighting: none
» Primary Taxiways: none

TRAFFIC PATTERNS AND APPROACH PROCEDURES
» Alrplane Traffic Patterns
» Runway 15 Right traffic
» Runway 33. Left traffic
» Pattern altitude: 1,000 ft, AGL (2,413 ft. MSL)
» Instrument Approach and Departure Procedures
» None
» Visual Approach Aids
» None
» Operational Restrictions | Noise Abatement Procedures
» Runway 15 departures: Avoid residential area to
northeast

» Fiights to/ffrom east controlled by March Air Reserve
Base airspace

APPROACH PROTECTION
» Runway Protection Zones (RPZ)}
» Runway 15: 1,000 ft. iong {0% on airport property)
» Runway 33: 1,000 ft. long (0% on airport property)
» Approach Obstacles
» Runway 15: 30 ft. trees, 150 ft. from runway
» Runway 33: none

BUILDING AREA
» Location: Most facilities west of runway
» Aircraft Parking Capacily
» Hangar space: 10,000 sq. ft.
» Tie downs: 24
» Services
» Fuel: 100LL/80 (available during regular business
hours) Emergency only

» Other: ultralight flight instruction, aircraft rental and
sales

» Skydiving
» Other Major Facilities
» Indoor skydiving training facility

PLANNED FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS
» Airfield
» Recommended runway length reduction to approxi-
mately 4,840 feet to provide standard 240 feet of run-
way safety area and object free area length at each
end
» Recommended Runway 15 RPZ shift onto airport-
controlled property; Runway 15 displaced threshold to
become approximately 990 feet; with establishment of
declared distances full pavement length remains
usable for takeoffs on Runway 15
» Building Area
» Increase aircraft hangar space to 20,000 sq. ft.
» Property
» None

Exhibit PV-1

Airport Features Summary
Perris Valley Airport
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Exhibit PV-2

Airport Diagram
Perris Valley Airport
we-4
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CHAPTER W8

BASED AIRCRAFT

TIME OF DAY DISTRIBUTION®

ltinerant

20%

Current ®  Future °
2009 data Ultimate
Afrcraft Type
Single-Engine 10 2
Twin-Engine Piston
& Turboprop 6 8
Business Jet 1 i
Helicopter 1 2
Ultralights 130 130
Total 148 153
AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS
Current Fulure
2009 data Ultimate
Total
Annual 34,000 © 52,000 "
Average Day 94 141
Distribution by Aircraft Type d
Single-Engine 8% 8%
Twin-Engine Piston
& Turboprop 80% 80%
Business Jet 1% 1%
Helicopter 1% 1%
Ultralights 10% 10%
Distribution by Type of Operation °
Local 80% 80%

{incl. touch-and-goes and skydiving activity)

20%

Current Fulure
All Aircraft
Day (7am-7pm) 98% no
Evening {7pm-10pmy) 2% change
Night (10pm-7am) 0%
RuUNWwAY USE DISTRIBUTION ¢
Current Fulure
DC-9 and Helfcopters
Day/Evening/Night
Takeoffs
Runway 15 20% no
Runway 33 80% change
All Other Aircraft
Day/Evening/Night
Takeoffs
Runway 15 30% no
Runway 15 Midfield 30% change
Runway 33 40%
All Aircraft
Day/Evening/Night
Landings
Runway 15 30% no
Runway 33 70% change

FLIGHT TRACK USAGE°
Current and Fulure
» Approaches, Runway 15
» Primarily right traffic
» Departures, Runway 15
» Aircraft turn to west
» Approaches, Runway 33

» Aircraft enter left-traffic pattern from north

» Departures, Runway 33

> Unless cleared through March ARB airspace to east,

alrcraft make left turn to depart

Notes
2 Source: Airport records

> Source: Mead Hunt; projected for compatibility planning purpeses; time frame is 20+ years (excludes ultralights)
¢ Source: Afrport Operator, June 2008 and May 2010 (excludes ultralights)

4 Airport operates with arrivals from south (Runway 33) and departures toward south (Runway 15) for convenience
and noise abatement to the extent that winds allow; prevailing winds dictate use of Runway 33 in late affernoon,

data estimated by airport staff

Exhibit PV-3

Airport Activity Data Summary

Perris Valley Airport
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CHAPTER W8 BACKGROUND DATA: PERRIS VALLEY AIRPORT AND ENVIRONS
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Existing Noise Impacts

Perris Valley Airport
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Source: Mead & Hunt, Inc. (June 2010)

Exhibit PV-5

Ultimate Noise Impacts
Perris Valley Airport
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BACKGROUND DATA: PERRIS VALLEY AIRPORT AND ENVIRONS

CHAPTER W8
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————70 dB CNEL
~———65dB CNEL Future Average

=60 dB CNEL Annual Day

———55dB CNEL

Goneral Traffic Pattern Envelope
| (approximatoly 80% of aircraft overflights
" estimated to occur within thoso limits)

Safety and Airspace Compatibility Factors

_— = Alrcraft Doparture Accident Risk Intensity Contours *
(Shown Only for Takeoffs to the North)

~———. Alrcraft Approach Accident Risk Intensity Contours *
(Shown Only for Landings from the South)

========FAR Part 77 Conical Surfaco Limits
No Terrain Penetrations of FAR Part 77 Surfaces

Boundary Lines

e w m—Alrport Property Line
— e e Clty Limits

= Alrcraft accident risk intensity contours are derived from
natlonwide accident location data in California Division of
Aeronautics database. The contours show relative

ir (highest lons) of near-airport accidents

in 20% Increments, The contour shapes roprosent a wide
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Compatibility Factors

Perris Valley Airport
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AIRPORT SITE
» Location
» Western Riverside County
» 1 miles southeast of Perris Central Business District
» Nearby Terrain
» Airport site generally level
» San Jacinto River adjacent to south end of runway
» Nearby high points: unnamed hill, near Quail Valley,
2V, miles south-southwest. (Elevaiion 2,250+ f.)

AIRPORT ENVIRONS LAND USE JURISDICTIONS

» City of Perris
» Airport entirely within incorporated Perris city limits

» County of Riverside
» Riverside County within 2 miles west and east of run-

way

» Cily of Menifee

» 1 mile south of airport

STATUS OF COMMUNITY PLANS
» City of Perris
» General Plan, adopted April 2005
» Downtown Specific Plan, reviewed by ALUC June
2010; city adoption pending
» Riverside County
» General Plan, a portion of Riverside County Integrated
Project, adopted by Board of Supervisors Qct, 2003
» Gty of Menifee
» City in incorporated in 2008, County General Plan cur-
rently in effect

ExisTING AIRPORT AREA LAND USES
» General Character
» Mixed uses of industrial, residential, and rural
» Central Perris to north
» Orange Empire Railway Museum on west
» Runway Approaches
» North (Runway 15): Road at runway end; undeve-
loped parcel north of road; BNSF rail line 700 feet from
runway end; urban residential beyond ¥ mile; {-215
14+ miles from runway
» South (Runway 33): San.Jacinto River channel at run-
way and; undeveloped within 1 mile; residential
beyond 1 mile
» Traffic Palterns
» West: Mixture of subdivisions and undeveloped land

PLANNED AIRPORT AREA LAND USES
» City of Perris
» Increased intensity development within square mile
area of Downtown Specific Plan north of airport
» Office and light industrial nearest to runway end;
commaercial focus (mostly 3-story Hmit) in central busi-
ness district to northwest; additional residential else-
where
» Potential residential development south of airport
» Riverside Counly
» Mostly continuation of existing development pattern
» Park and open space lands along river
» Potential additional industrial uses along 1-215.
» City of Menifee
» To be determined

ESTABLISHED AIRPORT COMPATIBILITY MEASURES
» Riverside County General Plan

» Prohibit new residential uses, except single-family
dwellings on legal residential lots of record, within air-
ports’ 60 dB CNEL contour as defined by ALUC (Policy
N7.4)

» Safety compatibility zones and ctiteria from previous
compatibility plan incorporated into General Plan

» Review all proposed projects and require consistency
with any applicable compatibility plan (LU 14.2)

» Submit proposed actions and projects to ALUC as re-
quired by state law (Policy LU 1.9); other actions may
be submitted on voluntary and advisory basis (LU
14.8)

» City of Perris General Plan
» Residential development considered conditionally ac-
ceptable in the 60-70 CNEL range; normally unaccept-
able at 70-75 CNEL; clearly unacceptable above 75
CNEL
» City of Perris Zoning Codes
» No FAR Part 77 height limit zoning
» City of Menifee
» None yet established

Exhibit PV-7

Airport Environs Information
Perris Valley Airport
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CORRESPONDENCE REGARDING PROPOSED PLAN AND NEGATIVE
DECLARATION (RECEIVED AS OF NOVEMBER 34, 2010)



Guerin, John

From: Sandy Hesnard [sandy_hesnard@dot.ca.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, November 24, 2010 12:28 PM

To: Guerin, John

Cc: Ron Bolyard; Tetry Barrie

Subject: Fw: Perris Valley Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Negative Declaration. It appears to adequately
address the Division's areas of expertise and we have no further comments at this time.

Sandy Hesnard

Aviation Environmental Specialist :
California Department of Transportation {Caltrans) Division of Aeronautics (MS 48) PO Box

942874 Sacramento, CA 94274-6001

(916) 654-5314 fax (916) 653-9531
Email: sandy.hesnard@dot.ca.gov
Website: www.dot.ca.gov/aeronautics

————— Forwarded by Sandy Hesnard/HQ/Caltrans/CAGov on 11/24/2016 12:13 PM

Sandy

Hesnard/HQ/Caltra )

ns/CAGov To
"Guerin, John" <JGUERIN®rctlma.org>

11/19/2019 08:45 cc

AM 'Ron Bolyard'

<ron bolyard@dot.ca.gov>

Subject
RE: Perris valley Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan(Document link:
Sandy Hesnard)

Yes, we received it. Terry Barrie and Ron are reviewing it now.

Sandy Hesnard
Aviagtion Environmental Specialist
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Division of Aeronautics (MS 4@) PO Box

942874 Sacramento, CA 94274-0001%

(916) 654-5314 fax (916) 653-9531
Fmail: sandy.hesnard@dot.ca.gov
Website: www.dot.ca.gov/aeronautics




"Guerin, John"
<JGUERIN@rctlma.o

rg> To
'Ron Bolyard'
11/18/2618 @4:54 <ron bolyard@dot.ca.gov>, 'Sandy
PM Hesnard' <sandy hesnard@dot.ca.gov>
cC
Subject

RE: Perris Valley Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan

Please advise as to whether you received a copy of the Draft Perris Valley Airport Land Use

Compatibility Plan Initial Study and Negative Declaration.
The environmental document is in its 3@-day review period through the State Clearinghouse.

SCH # is 2019111e03.
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\(‘, Department of Toxic Substances Control

Maziar Movassaghi
Acting Director
Linda S. Adams 5796 Corporate Avenue
_ Secretary for Cypress, California 90630
Environmental Protection

Arnold Schwarzenegger
Governor

November 22, 2010

Mr. John J.G. Guerin

Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor

Riverside, California 92501

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FOR THE 2010 AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLAN FOR PERRIS
VALLEY AIRPORT PROJECT (SCH# 2010111003), RIVERSIDE COUNTY

Dear Mr. Guerin:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has received your submitted
draft Initial Study (IS) and purposed draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for
the above-mentioned project. The following project description is stated in your
document: “The proposed project is the Riverside County Airport Land Use
Commission’s (“Commission”) adoption of a Compatibility Plan for Perris Valley
Airport. The proposed Compatibility Plan would designate new boundaries for the
Airport Influence Area (“AlA”). The Compatibility Plan establishes policies for
determining consistency of future, proposed development projects within the Perris
Valley Airport AIA with the objectives set forth in the State Aeronautics. Perris
Valley Airport is a privately-owned, public-use airport located easterly of Goetz
Road and southerly of Ellis Avenue and Case Road in the City of Perris. The
Airport consists of approximately 100 acres, and has a single runway that is 5,100
feet in length and 50 feet in width. Most of the area immediately adjacent to the
Airport is vacant. The Airport is a specialized facility catering predominantly to
skydivers and ultra-light aircraft enthusiasts”.

Based on the review of the submitted document DTSC has the following
comments:

1) The MND should evaluate whether conditions within the Project area may
pose a threat to human health or the environment. Following are the
databases of some of the regulatory agencies: _

@ Printed on Recycled Paper
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National Priorities List (NPL): A list maintained by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.EFA).

Envirostor (formerly CalSites): A Database primarily used by the
California Department of Toxic Substances Control, accessible
through DTSC'’s website (see below).

Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System (RCRIS):
A database of RCRA facilities that is maintained by U.S. EPA.

Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability
Information System (CERCLIS): A database of CERCLA sites that is

maintained by U.S.EPA.

Solid Waste Information System (SWIS): A database provided by the
California Integrated Waste Management Board which consists of
both-open as well as closed and inactive solid waste disposal
facilities and transfer stations.

GeoTracker: A List that is maintained by Regional Water Quality
Control Boards.

Local Counties and Cities maintain lists for hazardous substances
cleanup sites and leaking underground storage tanks.

The United States Army Corps of Engineers, 911 Wilshire Boulevard,
Los Angeles, California, 90017, (213) 452-3908, maintains a list of
Formerly Used Defense Sites (FUDS).

2) The MND should identify the mechanism to initiate any required
investigation and/or remediation for any site within the proposed Project
area that may be contaminated, and the government agency to provide
appropriate regulatory oversight. If necessary, DTSC would require an
oversight agreement in order to review such documents.

3) Any environmental investigations, sampling and/or remediation for a site
should be conducted under a Workplan approved and overseen by a
regulatory agency that has jurisdiction to oversee hazardous substance
cleanup. The findings of any investigations, including any Phase | or |
Environmental Site Assessment Investigations should be summarized in the
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4)

5)

6)

)

8)

document. All sampling results in which hazardous substances were found
above regulatory standards should be clearly summarized in a table. All
closure, certification or remediation approval reports by regulatory agencies
should be included in the MND.

If buildings, other structures, asphalt or concrete-paved surface areas are
being planned to be demolished, an investigation should also be conducted
for the presence of other hazardous chemicais, mercury, and asbestos
containing materials (ACMs). If other hazardous chemicals, lead-based
paints (LPB) or products, mercury or ACMs are identified, proper
precautions should be taken during demolition activities. Additionally, the
contaminants should be remediated in compliance with California
environmental reguiations and policies.

Future project construction may require soil excavation or filling in certain
areas. Sampling may be required. If soil is contaminated, it must be
properly disposed and not simply placed in another location onsite. Land
Disposal Restrictions (LDRs) may be applicable to such soils. Also, if the
project proposes to import soil to backfill the areas excavated, sampling
should be conducted to ensure that the imported soil is free of
contamination.

Human heaith and the environment of sensitive receptors should be
protected during any construction or demolition activities. If necessary, a
health risk assessment overseen and approved by the appropriate
government agency shouid be conducted by a qualified health risk assessor
to determine if there are, have been, or will be, any releases of hazardous
materials that may pose a risk to human health or the environment.

If the site was used for agricultural, livestock or related activities, onsite soils
and groundwater might contain pesticides, agricuitural chemical, organic
waste or other related residue. Proper investigation, and remedial actions, if
necessary, should be conducted under the oversight of and approved by a
government agency at the site prior to construction of the project.

If it is determined that hazardous wastes are, or will be, generated by the
proposed operations, the wastes must be managed in accordance with the
California Hazardous Waste Control Law (California Health and Safety
Code, Division 20, Chapter 6.5) and the Hazardous Waste Control
Reguiations (California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Division 4.5). If it is
determined that hazardous wastes will be generated, the facility should also
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9)

10)

obtain a United States Environmental Protection Agency Identification
Number by contacting (800) 618-6942. Certain hazardous waste treatment
processes or hazardous materials, handling, storage or uses may require
authorization from the local Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA).
Information about the requirement for authorization can be obtained by

contacting your local CUPA.

DTSC can provide cleanup oversight through an Environmental Oversight
Agreement (EOA) for government agencies that are not responsible parties,
or a Voluntary Cleanup Agreement (VCA) for private parties. For additional
information on the EOA or VCA, please see
www.dtsc.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/Brownfields, or contact Ms. Maryam Tasnif-
Abbasi, DTSC's Voluntary Cleanup Coordinator, at (714) 484-5489.

Also, in future CEQA documents, please provide your e-mail address, so
DTSC can send you the comments both electronically and by mail.

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Rafig Ahmed,
Project Manager, at rahmed@dtsc.ca.gov, or by phone at (714) 484-5491.

Sincerely, .

Greg Holmes
Unit Chief
Brownfields and Environmental Restoration Program

CcC.

Governor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse

P.O. Box 3044

Sacramento, California 95812-3044
state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov.

CEQA Tracking Center

Department of Toxic Substances Control
Office of Environmental Planning and Analysis
P.O. Box 806

Sacramento, California 95812
ADelacr1@dtsc.ca.gov

CEQA # 3063
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November 23, 2010

VIA FEDEX

Mr. John J. G. Guerin

Principal Planner

Riverside County Administrative Center
4080 Temon Street, 14" Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

Re: Obiections to the Negative Declaration for the Perris Valley Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan

Dear Mr. Guerin:

This office represents the Ranch at Green Valley, LL.C, the owner and developer of the
Green Valley development project, which is governed by the Green Valley Specific Plan, part of
the City of Perris General Plan. We are writing to object to the Initial Study and Negative
Declaration: Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for Perris Valley Airport (the “Negative
Declaration”) on the basis that it discloses significant unmitigated impacts on its face and fails
to analyze critical environmental impacts in a manner required by the California Environmental
Quality Act (Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq., “CEQA™). We call on the Riverside
County Airport Land Use Commission (the “Commission”) to reject the Negative Declaration
and prepare a full Environmental Impact Report (an “EIR”) to analyze the Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan for Perris Valley Airport (the “Compatibility Plan” or the “proposed
project™).

L CEQA REQUIRES AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE
COMPATIBILITY PLAN

A. A full EIR must he prepared when there is a fair arcument a project
will have a significant environmental impact

There is a strong presumption built into CEQA in favor of requiring the preparation of an
EIR, as evidenced by the “fair argument” standard which applies when an agency decides
whether an EIR or a negative declaration is necessary. (No Oil, Inc. v. City of Los Angeles, 13
Cal.3d 68, 84 (1974); see also Quail Botanical Gardens Found, Inc. v. City of Encinitas, 29
Cal. App.4™ 1597, 1602 (1980); Friends of “B.” Street v. City of Hayward, 106 Cal.App.3d 988,
1002 (1980).) The “fair argument” standard sets “a low threshold requirement for preparation of
an EIR.” (No Qil, 13 Cal.3d at 84; see also Pocket Protectors v. City of Sacramento, 124
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Cal. App.4™ 903, 928 (2004); Sundstrom v. County of Mendocino, 202 Cal.App.3d 296, 310
(1988).) An environmental impact report should be prepared “whenever the action arguably will
have an adverse environmental impact.” (No Oil, 13 Cal.3d at 84 (citation omitted).) Here, the
fair argument standard applies and mandates the preparation of an EIR for the proposed project.

Section 150064(f)(1) of the California Code of Regulations, title 14 (“CEQA Guidelines™)
provides:

[1]f a lead agency is presented with a fair argument that a project may have a
significant effect on the environment, the lead agency shall prepare an EIR even
though it may also be presented with other substantial evidence that the project
will not ilave a significant effect. (CEQA Guidelines § 15064(f)(1) (emphasis
added).)

The word “may” connotes a “reasonable possibility.” (Neo Oil, 13 Cal.3d at 83 nl6; see
also Sundsirom, 202 Cal.App.3d at 309.) “Significant effect upon the environment” is defined as
“a substantial or potentially substantial adverse change in the environment.” (Pub. Res. Code §
21068; CEQA Guidelines § 15382.) Accordingly, an EIR is required where there is a “fair
argument” that the project has a “reasonable possibility” of resulting in “a substantial or
potentially substantial adverse change in the environment.” (1d.)

B. A deficient negative declaration will itself require a full EIR

An EIR will also be required when the agency’s decision to adopt a negative declaration
is based on a deficient factual analysis of the project’s potential impacts. (Sundstrom, 202
Cal.App.3d at 311; City of Redlands v. County of San Bernardino, 96 Ca‘:i.App.é}ﬂ1 398, 408
(2002).) As the court noted in Sundstrom, “If the local agency has failed to study an area of
possible environmental impact, a fair argument may be based on the limited facts in the record.
Deficiencies in the record may actually enlarge the scope of fair argument by lending a logical
plausibility to a wider range of inferences.” (Sundstrom, 202 Cal. App.3d at 311.) “The agency
should not be allowed to hide behind its own failure to gather relevant data.” (Jd; see also City of
Redlands, 96 Cal. App.4™ at 408.) Rejection of claims of possible significant impact cannot be
“predicated on lack of the very information which would be provided by an EIR.,” (California
Unions for Reliable Energy v. Mojave Desert Air Quality Management Dist., 178 Cal. App.4th

1225, 1241 (2009).)

Accordingly, a negative declaration may be set aside not only where a fair argument for
significant impacts has been affirmatively asserted, but also if there is no substantial evidence in
the record supporting the agency’s conclusion of no significant impact in any area or if an

! Although not statutes, “courts should afford great weight” to the CEQA Guidelines. (Laurel Heights Improvement
Assn v, Regents of University of California, 47 Cal. 3d 376,391 n2 (1988).)
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agency has failed to study an area of possible environmental impact altogether. (Sundstrom, 202
Cal.App.3d at 311; see also Mejia v. City of Los Angeles, 130 Cal. App.4™ 322, 342 (2005)
(finding a fair argument for significant traffic impacts where there were both personal
observations of traffic conditions by residents and absence of careful consideration of traffic
issues by agency); County Sanitation Dist. No. 2 v. County of Kern, 127 CAI.App.4”‘ 1544, 1597
(2005} (holding failure of agency to analyze issue enlarged the scope of the fair argument).)

Additionally, a negative declaration may be set aside if there is substantial evidence in
the record that the conditions attached to its adoption are insufficient to mitigate project impacts.
(Citizens for Responsible & Open Gov't v. City of Grand Terrace, 160 Cal. App.4th 1323, 1340-
41 (2008).)

Here, not only does the Negative Declaration contain a deficient analysis of impacts, but
the analysis actually discloses unequivocally that the proposed project will have significant
unmitigated impacts on the environment.

The Negative Declaration applies two broad themes which are repeated throughout the
Compatibility Plan: first, that the proposed project will result in potentially significant impacts;
and second, that those impacts are uncertain and speculative and in any event will be analyzed at
a later date by project-specific environmental review. This reasoning is completely flawed and
contrary to the analysis required by CEQA.

11. THE PROPOSED PROJECT WILL HAVE POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS

The Negative Declaration could not be more clear: the Compatibility Plan will have
potentially significant impacts:

[Bly restricting development in the Airport’s environs, there is the potential for increased
pressure for growth and development in areas outside the [Airport Influence Areal.

These indirect impacts could result in the construction of additional residential and non-
residential development in the surrounding environment. This development, if it occurs,
may result in traffic and associated air quality and noise impacts. Such development also
could impact sensitive visual, biological, cultural, paleontological, historic, and other

resources.
(Page 9) (Emphasis added)

The Compatibility Plan will conflict with existing General Plan land use designations:
“there are inconsistencies between existing General Plan land use designations and the allowable
intensities provided under the Compatibility Plan.” (Page 38) (Emphasis added)
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These inconsistencies will result in potential non-residential displacement of between
16.51 percent and 18.05 percent. (Page 46) These inconsistencies will result, unbelievably, in a
total of 1,793 potentially displaced residential units, of which two-thirds (1,297) are located
within the boundaries of the Green Valley Specific Plan (Page 56), for which final residential
tract maps have already been recorded, which maps lie squarely within the Compatibility Plan’s

proposed no-build zones.

The potential disruption —in traffic, air quality, noise, demand on police and fire services
and utilities, increased need for schools, and so on ~ from so much displacement in such a small

area is incomprehensible.

Yet, the Negative Declaration concludes that these potentially devastating impacts, which
it discloses point-blank and for which it proposes no mitigation, are somehow not potentially

significant.

A. The Negative Declaration improperly dismisses all potentially
significant impacts as “speculative” and improperly defers analysis
for future environmental documents

The Negative Declaration explains that any future displaced development “would be
dependent on what the affected land use jurisdictions (the City of Perris [among others]...)
would permit.” (Page 9) The document further explains that displacement “necessarily depends
on a multitude of factors, including, but not limited to, the rate, timing, location, and extent of
development, economic and market conditions, the nature and type of the project or projects, and
the contemplated project-level impacts on the environment.” (Page 10) Accordingly, the
document concludes that “the Commission is unable to accurately forecast the actual effects such
future shifts in population/development, if they do occur, will have on the physical
environment.” Any attempt to make such forecast “is both impracticable, speculative, and
potentially misleading at this time.” (Page 10)

Elsewhere, the Negative Declaration indicates that “any potential indirect effect that may
arise is uncertain from a timing and location standpoint...” and therefore speculative. (Pages
16,20-21, 23, 24, 27, 28, and so on.)

To the extent further analysis is required, the Negative Declaration concludes that *“any
project-specific impacts necessarily would be considered in later environmental documents
prepared in compliance with CEQA.” (Page 9)
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1. Impacts arising from displaced development are, by law, not
speculative

The Negative Declaration’s analysis repeats an argument soundly rejected by the
California Supreme Court. In Muzzy Ranch Co. v. Solano County Airport Land Use Commission
(2007), 41 Cal.4™ 372, the Solano County Airport Land Use Commission argued that displaced
development “is inherently too speculative to be considered a reasonably foreseeable effect of an
airport land use compatibility plan.” (41 Cal.4™ at 382.) The Supreme Court disagreed
forcefully: “nothing inherent in the notion of displaced development places such development,
when it can reasonably be anticipated, categorically outside the concern of CEQA.” (41 Cal 4™

at 383.) :

2. Immpacis from the Compatibility Plan are not only not
speculative, but certain to occur

In fact, there is nothing uncertain or speculative about the Compatibility Plan’s
displacement of development. The only reason the Commission considers it speculative is
because in the Negative Declaration, it pretends it doesn’t know what the surrounding
jurisdictions will do in response to the Compatibility Plan. Yet, in Muzzy Ranch, the Supreme
Court made clear what will happen to the land use plans of the surrounding jurisdictions:

[Aln airport land use compatibility plan can operate like a multijurisdictional general plan
to trump the Iand use planning authority that affected jurisdictions might otherwise
excrcise through general and specific plans or zoning.

(41 Cal.4™ at 384-385) (Emphasis added)

While the Commission ignores what surrounding cities are likely to do in response to the
Compatibility Plan, the Commission clearly does know what it wants them to do. There is no
secret that the Commission intends to impose the Compatibility Plan on the surrounding
jurisdictions, including the City of Perris. Once the Compatibility Plan is adopted, the State
Aeronautics Act gives the City of Perris only 180 days to make one of only two choices: either
amend its general and specific plans to be consistent with the Compatibility Plan, or overrule the
Compatibility Plan by a two-thirds vote. Public Utilities Code Section 21676.5(a) and 21676.
So, unless the Compatibility Plan is overruled by a surrounding jurisdiction — in which case it
becomes moot in any event as to that jurisdiction — the Commission knows full well exactly
where it intends for the displacement to occur, and can quantify and mitigate the impacts,
because the Compatibility Plan dictates where the displacement will occur.

The Negative Declaration effectively admits the certainty of the impacts from
displacement, concluding that the significant Green Valley residential displacement “could be
eliminated in its entirety by redesigning the [Green Valley] Specific Plan” to be consistent with
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the Compatibility Plan. (Page 57) This circular reasoning takes disingenuity to a new level,
arguing that the Green Valley displacement will be eliminated in its entirety by, essentially,
rewriting the General Plan to eliminate the displacement in its entirety.

3. Analysis and mitigation of impacts cannot be impermissibly
deferred to a later date

Moreover, this deficient reasoning completely ignores the fact that the wholesale
revisions to the City of Perris General and Specific Plans required to become consistent with the

Compatibility Plan will, themselves, require an EIR.

But, unless the Commission prepares an EIR now, which fully quantifies and attempts to
mitigate all impacts arising from the Compatibility Plan, the City of Perris and the surrounding
jurisdictions will not have sufficient information to decide whether to become consistent with or
overrule the Compatibility Plan in the first place.

The Commission cannot simply defer its analysis of impacts and mitigation until after
surrounding jurisdictions have conducted the environmental review which it fails to do.
Mitigation measures which defer analysis and mitigation undermine the entire intent of the
environmental review process, which must take into account the cumulative and reasonably
foreseeable effects of a project before its approval. Oro Fine Gold Mining Corp. v. County of El
Dorado, 225 Cal.App.3d 872, 884 (1990). Review cannot be done on a piecemeal basis after the
fact as “[t]here cannot be meaningful scrutiny of a mitigated negative declaration when the
mitigation measures are not set forth at the time of project approval.” (Id. at 884.) The same
applies even more so for a negative declaration which fails to propose any mitigation at all.

The Negative Declaration doesn’t just cover up or minimize the impacts that will result
from displaced development, but instead boldly admits the impacts will occur. The displaced
development, however, will result in traffic, air quality, and noise impacts and will impact
sensitive visual, biological, cultural, paleontological, historic, and other resources. A full-blown
EIR is required to identify these impact, to assess these impacts, and to mitigate them.

B. The Additional Compatibility Policies will themselves generate
impacts and require analysis

As if it weren’t bad enough that the Compatibility Plan will result in significant
unmitigated environmental impacts, the Negative Declaration makes it worse by proposing
“Additional Compatibility Policies.” The Negative Declaration carefully avoids calling these
policies “mitigation measures” — because it has concluded there are no significant impacts to
mitigate — but it is just as well. Far from mitigating impacts, the proposed Additional
Compatibility Policies, listed at the end of the Negative Declaration (pages 70 to 73), will
themselves generate significant impacts and must be analyzed by an EIR.
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For example:

Additional Compatibility Policies 2.1, 2.3, and 2.4 would allow revised residential
densities in portions of Compatibility Zones C and D, increase the allowable average intensity of
certain portions of Compatibility Zone B1 by 60%, and increase allowable intensity in
Compatibility Zone DD by 50%. Such increased intensities will certainly have growth-inducing
impacts, and will greatly impact traffic circulation, including increased traffic on various affected
thoroughfares, and public transportation corridors, as well as increase demand for police and fire
services, public schools, and utility services. Air quality will also be impacted from additional

traffic counts.

Additional Compatibility Policy 2.2 would waive open area requirements within portions
of Airport Compatibility Zones C and D. Potentially significant impacts include an obvious loss
of open area, and aesthetic impacts.

Additional Compatibility Policy 2.5 would revise how intensity is calculated, eliminating
a 50 percent reduction in floor area used in other contexts, resulting in improperly calculated
intensity readings. This change will result in underemphasizing intensity by at least 30 percent.

* Additional Compatibility Policy 2.6 provides “increased buyer awareness measures” as
so-called “mitigation” for allowing increased density. These measures are designed to inform
buyers in certain Compatibility Zones of increased noise and other impacts from aviation
casements and flight patterns. These measures are not “mitigation” by any means, but pure
liability management. Merely pointing out environmental impacts is no mitigation, but a cynical
ploy to defend against later lawsuits that the Commission clearly anticipates. True mitigation
would obviate the need for such disclosures, through proper land use regulations and adequate
sound-proof and vibration-resistant construction standards.

Additional Compatibility Policy 2.7 would allow certain outdoor amphitheaters which
would otherwise be prohibited as a highly noise-sensitive outdoor nonresidential uses. No
rationale is given for this revision, which will obviously result in greater noise impacts.

III. CONCLUSION — AN EIR IS REQUIRED FOR THE COMPATIBILITY
PLAN

Accordingly, the Negative Declaration admits the Compatibility Plan will have
significant environmental impacts, yet incredulously dismisses these impacts as speculative and
uncettain, even though the Compatibility Plan will operate to trump the land use plans of the
surrounding jurisdictions. And even the “Additional Compatibility Policies”, ostensibly meant
to mitigate the unadmitted impacts, will have their own impacts.
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CEQA requires a full-blown EIR to disclose the full extent of impacts and range of
mitigation measures requived. The citizens and decision makers of the surrounding jurisdictions,
who will be impacted for decades to come, deserve no less.

Very truly yours,

GILCHRIST & RU R
Professional Corn oration

LA ).
“Martin N. Burton
Of the Firm

‘MNB:rlp
225269, 2.D0OC/112210
4718.602



NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE
2010 AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLAN FOR PERRIS VALLEY AIRPORT

The Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission ("Commission") intends to adopt a Negative Declaration,
prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA;" Pub. Resources Code, §21000 ef
seq.), for the proposed Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for Perris Valley Airport ("Compatibility Plan™).

Project Description and Location: The proposed project is the Commission's adoption of a Compatibility
Plan, which includes an Airport Influence Area {"ATA") with new boundaries, for Perris Valley Airport. The
proposed Compatibility Plan is designed to regulate future land uses in the Perris Valley Airport ATA. The
new AIA includes the geographic area in which noise, safety, airspace protection, and/or overflight concerns
may significantly affect land uses or necessitate restrictions on those uses, as determined by the Commission.
Accordingly, the Compatibility Plan includes policies for determining whether a proposed development
project, which lies within the AIA, is consistent with the Compatibility Plan and the objectives set forth in the
State Aeronautics Act, which include ensuring the continued operation of Perris Valley Airport while
simultaneously protecting the public's health, safety, and welfare. (See Pub. Util. Code, §§21670-21679.5.)
The proposed Compatibility Plan includes Additional Compatibility Policies, recommended by the
Commission's Perris Valley Airport subcommittee and described in the Initial Study and Negative Declaration,
that are tailored specifically to the Airport's land use environs and lessen the effects of the Plan on densities
and intensities of future development proposals, minimize displacement of future residential units and the need
for changes to the City of Perris General Plan, and provide for the envisioned development of Downtown

Perris.

Perris Valley Airport is a privately-owned, public-use airport located easterly of Goetz Road and southerly of
Ellis Avenue and Case Road in the City of Perris. The proposed boundaries of the AIA would include
propetties in the City of Perris, City of Menifee, and unincorporated Riverside County; however, most of the
affected properties are located in the City of Perris.

Document Availability: Copies of the proposed Negative Declaration and supporting Initial Study, the
proposed Compatibility Plan, and two of the documents referenced therein (the Riverside County Airport Land
Use Compatibility Plan, adopted in 2004, and the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook, published
in 2002), are available for public inspection and review upon request to John J. G. Guerin, Principal Planner, at
the Riverside County Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon Street, 14th Floor, Riverside, California, 92501,
Monday through Thursday (except Thursday, November 11 and Thursday, November 25), between the hours
of 8:30 a.m. and 5:30 p.m. Copies of the proposed Negative Declaration and Initial Study, and the proposed
Compatibility Plan, also are available for review on the Commission's website at www.rcaluc.org. These
documents and the documents referenced therein are also available for public inspection and review at the City
of Perris Development Services Department, Planning Division, located at 135 North D Street, Perris,

California 92570.

Public Review Period: The Commission will receive public comments on the proposed Negative Declaration
and Initial Study for a 30-day period, beginning Wednesday, November 3, 2010, and concluding Thursday,
December 2, 2010, at 6:00 p.m. Written comments must be submitted to John J. G. Guerin, Principal Planner,
Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission, Riverside County Administrative Center, 4080 Lemon
Street, 14th Floor, Riverside, California, 92501, or by fax to (951) 955-5177.

Public Hearing: The Commission will hold a public hearing to consider the Negative Declaration, Initial
Study, and the proposed Compatibility Plan for Perris Valley Airport on December 9, 2010, at 9:00 a.m.,
at the Riverside County Administrative Center, Board Room (First Floor), 408¢ Lemon Street,

Riverside, California 92501.

No action or proceeding may be brought under CEQA to challenge the Commission's adoption of the proposed
Negative Declaration, or its approval of the proposed Compatibility Plan, unless the alleged grounds for
noncompliance were presented to the Commission either orally or in writing by any person during the public
comment period or prior to issuance of the Notice of Determination.

For additional information or if you have any questions, please call John Guerin at (951) 955-0982 or e-
mail to jguerin@rctlma,.org,
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2010 Airport Land Use Compatibility Pian for Perris Valley Airport

SCH Number: 2010111003
Document Type: Neg - Negative Declaration
Project Lead Agency: Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission

Project Description

The proposed project is the Commission's adoption of a Compatibility Plan, which Includes an Airport Influence Area ("AIA") with new boundaries, for
Perris Valley Airport. The proposed Compatibility Plan is designed fo regulate future land uses in the Perris Valley Airpert AlA. The new AlA includes
the geographic area which noise, safety, airspace protection, and/or over flight concerns may significantly affect land uses or necessitate restrictions of
those uses, as determined by the Commission. Accordingly, the Compatibility Plan includes policies for determining whether a proposed development
project, which fies within the AlA, is consistent with the Compatibility Plan and the objectives set forth in the State Aeronautics Act, which include
ensuring the continued cperation of Perris Valley Airport while simultaneously protecting the public’s health, safety, and welfare.

Contact Information

Primary Contact:

John J.G. Guerin

Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission
(95%) 955-0982

4080 Lemon Sireet, 14th Floor

Riverside, CA 92501

Project Location

County: Riverside
City: Riverside
Region:

Cross Sireets:  Goetz Road, Eliis Avenue, Case Road
Lalitude/t.ongitude:
Parcel No:
Township:

Range:

Section:

Base:

Other Location Info:

Proximity To

Highways: 1-215, SR 74

Airports: Perric Valley Airport

Railways: BNSF/RCTC Perris, Valley Lane

Waterways: San Jacinte River

Schools: Perris Elementary, Perris Union HS Districts

Land Use: Present land use/zoning/general plan designation vary.

Development Type
QOther

Local Action
Other Action

Projectissues

Growth Inducing, Landuse, Cumulative Effects, Aesthetic/Visual, Agricuftural Land, Air Quality, Archaeologic-Historic, Biological Resources,
Drainage/Absorption, Flood Plain/Flooding, Forest Land/Fire Hazard, Other Issues, Minerals, Noise, PopulationfHousing Balance, Public Services,
Recreation/Parks, Schools/Universities, Septic System, Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading, Solid Waste, Toxic/Hazardous, Traffic/Circulation, Water

Quality, Water Supply, Wetland/Riparian

http://www.ceaanet.ca.cov/DocDescription.asp?DocPK=647242 11/18/2010
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Revlewing Agencles (Agencies in Bold Type submitted comment letters to the State Clearinghouse)

Resources Agency; Department of Fish and Game, Region 6; Department of Parks and Recreation; Bepartment of Water Resources; Office of
Emergency Services; California Highway Patrcl; Calirans, District 8; Department of Housing and Community Development; Air Resources Board,
Airport Projects; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 8; Department of Toxic Substances Control; Mative American Heritage Commission

Date Received: 11/1/2010 Start of Review: 11/1/2010 End of Review: 11/30/2010
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4.1

RIVERSIDE COUNTY
AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT

ADMINISTRATIVE ITEMS

Director’s Approvals. As authorized pursuant to Section 1.5.2(d) of the 2004 Riverside County Airport
Land Use Compatibility Plan, ALUC Director Ed Cooper has approved two non-legislative cases determined
to be consistent with an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan. Staff is attaching copies, for your
Commission’s information.

YAALUC\ALUC Administrative Items\Admin., 201 00\ADmin Item 12-09-10.doc
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