REGULAR MEETING OF THE HEMET CITY COUNCIL
January 24, 2012

5:00 p.m. www.cityofhemet.org
City of Hemet Council Chambers
450 E, Latham Avenue Please sifence all cell phones

*Notice: Members of the Public attending shall comply with the Council’s adopted Rules of Decorum in
Resolution No. 4148. A copy of the Rules of Decorum are available from the City Clerk.

Call to Order

Rofl Call
ROLL CALL: Council Members Franchville, Krupa and Smith, Mayor Pro
Tem Foreman and Mayor Youssef

Work Study

Discussion regarding these items, with possible direction to staff

1. Unveiling of New City of Hemet Website -Mark Orme, Deputy City Manager

2. Groundwater Management Plan - Eric Vail, City Attorney

Closed Session

Notice of Opportunity for Public Comment

Members of the Public may comment upon any identified item on the closed session
agenda. Since the Council's deliberation on these items is confidential, the City Council
and City Staff will not be able to answer or address questions relating to the items other
than procedural questions. At the conclusion of the closed session, the City Attorney will
report any actions taken by the City Council which the Raiph M. Brown Act requires to be
publicly reported.

3. Public Employee Performance Evaluation
Pursuant to Government Code section 54957

Title: City Manager



4, Conference with Real Property Negotiators

Pursuant to Government Code section 54956.8
Property: APNS: 456-050-013 and 022

Agency negotiator: Gt y Manager Nakamura
Negotiating parties: Stetson Crossing Partners, LLC
Under negotiation: Disposition, Price and Terms

5. Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Lifigation
Pursuant to Government Code section 54956.9(a)
Names of case: Peters v. City of Hemet et al.,, RIC535763
Jane Doe v. City of Hemet et al., CV-10-01339 VAP
Rodriguez v. City of Hemet, CV-03518 RGK
Tounget v. City of Hemet, RIC1111811
Joul v. Gity of Hemet, RIC1000086

6. Conference with Legal Counsel - Anticipated Litigation
One (1) matter of significant exposure to litigation pursuant to Government Code

section 54956.9(b)

REGULAR SESSION
7:00 p.m,

City of Hemet Council Chambers
450 E. Latham Avenue

Call to Order

Roll Cali
ROLL CALL: Council Members Franchville, Krupa and Smith, Mayor Pro
Tem Foreman and Mayor Youssef

Invocation

Pledge of Allegiance

City Attorney Closed Session Report

7. Public Employvee Performance Evaluation
Pursuant to Government Code section 54957
Title: Gity Manager '




8. Conference with Real Property Negotiators

Pursuant to Government Code section 54956.8
Property: APNS: 456-050-013 and 022

Agency negotiator: Cit y Manager Nakamura
Negotiating parties: Stetson Crossing Pattners, LLC
Under negotiation: Disposition, Price and Terms

0. Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation
Pursuant to Government Code section 54956.9(a)
Names of case: Peters v. City of Hemet et al., RIC535763
Jane Doe v. City of Hemet et al., CV-10-01339 VAP
Rodriguez v. City of Hemet, CV-03518 RGK
Tounget v, City of Hemet, RIC1111811
Joul v. Gity of Hemet, RIC1000086

10.  Conference with Legal Counsel - Anticipated Litigation
One (1) matter of significant exposure to litigation pursuant to Government Code

section 54956.9(b)

Presentation

11.  Presentation by Time Warner Cable

12.  Presentation to Jeff Leatherman, Gereral Manager of Valley-Wide

Notice to the Public

The Consent Calendar contains items which are typically routine in nature and will be
enacted by one motion by the Council unless an item is removed for discussion by a
member of the public, staff, or Council. If you wish to discuss a Consent Calendar item
please come to the microphone and state the number of the item you wish to discuss.
Then wait near the lectern. When the Mayor calls your iftem give your last name, and
address, then begin speaking. You will have three minutes at that time to address the
council.

Consent Calendar

Recommendation by Mayor Youssef - Parks Commission Resignatior
a. Accept the resignation of Ms. Joyce Thibodeaux from the Parks Commission
effective February 1, 20_12.

14. Approval of Minutes - November 15, 2011




15.  Approval of Minutes - November 29, 2011

16. Receive and file - Warrant Registers
a. Warrant registers dated December 29, 2011 and January 11, 2012. Payroll
for the period of December 12, 2011 to December 25, 2011 was $605,587.40
and December 26, 2011 to January 8, 2012 was $669,474.82.

17. Receive and file - Investment Portfolio as of October 2011

18. Recommendation by Deputy City Manager - Amend Contract with the Board
of Administration California Public Employees’ Retirement System to Lower Benefit
Levels for all New Employees
a. Adopt an ordinance creating a lower tier benefit for all newly hired City of

Hemet employees.
{(Ordinance Bill No. 12-001)

19. Recommendation by Engineering - Award of Bid; Modular Building at Police

Department Shooting Range, CIP No. 5564 - Supplemental Appropriation

a. Approve the contract award with RDependable Construction, Inc., for
furnishing and installation of the modular building at Police Department
Rocting Range Project No. 5564 in the amount of $49,5000 and reject all
other bids; and

b. Authorize the Director of Finance to amend the FY 2011-2012 budget and
increase the Liability Fund expenditure budget by $49,500; and also increase
the Liability revenue budget to a like amount to reflect the reimbursement
the City will receive from CSAC for this covered property claim. In addition,
an estimated $3,000 needs to be budgeted in the Liability Fund for Building
Department plan check and review.

20. Recommendation by Engineering - Installation of Banners Across Florida
Avenue
a. Valley Quilters - Annual Quilt Show, February 10 & 11, 2012,
b. Assistance League of Hemacinto - Ongoing volunteer recruitment
C. Ramona Carvers - Annual Woodcarving Show, March 10 & 11, 2012
d. Friends of the Valley Wide Foundation - The Weekend, March 24, 2012

Communications From the Public
Anyone who wishes to address the Council regarding items not on the agenda may do so
at this time. As a couriesy, please complete a Request to Speak Form, found at the City
Clerk's desk. Submit your completed form to the City Clerk prior to the beginning of the
meeting. Presentations are limited to three minutes in consideration of others who are
here for agenda items. Please come forward to the lectern when the Mayor calls upon you.
When you are recognized, you may proceed with your comments.
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*Notice: Members of the Public attending shall comply with the adopted Rules of
Decorum in Resolution No. 4148. A copy of the Rules of Decorum are available from

the City Clerk.

State law prohibits the City Council from taking action or discussing any item not appearing
on the agenda except for brief responses to statements made or questions posed by the
public. In addition, they may, on their own initiative or in response to questions posed by
the public, ask a question for clarification, provide a reference to staff or other resources
for factual information, or request staff to report back to them at a subsequent meeting.
Furthermore, a member of the City Council or the council itself may take action to direct
staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda.

Public Hearings

The City Council's procedure for public hearings will be as follows: The Mayor will ask the
City Manager for the staff report; the City Manager will call on the appropriate staff
member for the repori. The Mayor will ask for clarification of items presented, if needed.
The Mayor will open the public hearing: ask for comments from those IN FAVOR of the
case; ask for comments IN OPPOSITION to the case; and finally for rebuttal to any
comments made. The Mayor will then CLOSE THE PUBLIC HEARING. The Mayor will
ask the City Manager to respond to any questions raised by the public {the public will not
have the opportunity to respond). The matter will then be discussed by members of the
City Council prior to taking action on the item.

21. Comprehensive 2030 General Plan Update (General Plan Amendment No.
11-002) and Final Program Environmental Impact Report (Environmental
Assessment No. 11-002-SCH #2010061088) - Community Development
Director Elliano
a. Open the continued public hearing and receive comments on GPA 11-002
and the Final Program EIR; and

b. Adopt a resolution certifying the Final Program EIR for the Comprehensive
General Plan 2030 Update, and adopting the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program and the Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding
Considerations (Resolution Bill No. 12-007); and

C. Adopt a resolution adopting the Comprehensive City of Hemet General Plan
2030 Update, and direct staff to file a Notice of Determination with the
County Clerk,




Discussion/Action Items

22. Amended and Restated Searl Park Well Agreement - City Manager Nakamura
a. Approve the Amended and Restated Searl Park Well Agreement approved by
Valley-Wide Parks and Recreation District on December 11, 2011
23. Third Amendment to Stetson Crossing Purchase and Sale Agreement -
Community Investment Director
a. Presentation regarding the status of the Stetson Crossing Project from
Stetson Crossing Partners LLC; and
b. Approve the Third Amendment to the Stetson Crossing Purchase and Sale
Agreement and authorize the City Manager to execute the Third Amendment
City Council Reports
24,  CITY COUNCIL REPORTS AND COMMENTS

A. Council Member Franchville
1. Riverside Transit Agency (RTA)
2. Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC)
3. League of California Cities
4. Autism Task Force

B. Council Member Krupa
Library Board

Traffic and Parking Commission

Riverside County Habitat Conservation Agency (RCHCA)
Riverside Conservation Authority (RCA)

Ramona Bowl Association

Indian Gaming Distribution Fund

NouyhAe

C. Council Member Smith
1. League of California Cities
2. Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC)
3. Planning Commission
4, Public Safety Update
D. Mayor Pro Tem Foreman
1. Park Commission
2.

Indian Gaming Distribution Fund




E. Mayor Youssef
1. Western Riverside Council of Governments (WRCOG)

2. Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC)

F. Ad-Hoc Commitiee Reports

G. Town Hall Meetings

H.  Citv Manager Nakamura

Manager’s Reports

Commission Recruitments

Sponsorship of Community Events

Responses to January 10, 2012 Communications from the Public
Section 8 Housing Update

LR e

Recess to Redevelopment Agency Meeting

Continued Closed Session

City Attorney Continued Closed Session Report

Future Agenda Items
if Members of Council have items for consideration at the next City Council meeting,
please state the agenda item to provide direction to the City Manager.

Adjournment
Adjourn to Tuesday, February 14, 2012 at 7:00 p.m. for considerations of items placed
on that agenda. The next regular meeting will be held, February 28, 2012.

Staff reports and other disclosable public records related to open session agenda items
are available at the City Clerk’s Office or at the public counter located at 445 E. Florida
Avenue during normal business hours.



AGENDA# |5

TO: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council
FROM: Robert Youssef, Mayor

DATE: January 24, 2012

RE: Resignation from the Parks Commission
RECONMMENDATION:

Mayor Youssef respectfully recommends accepting the resignation of Ms. Joyce
Thibodeaux from the Parks Commission.

BACKGROUND: ‘

Ms. Thibodeaux resigned from the Park Commission effective February 1, 2012. Ms.
Thibodeaux will be relocating and will not be residing within the City or the City’s sphere
of influence.

Respectfully submitted,




| (1/6/2012) Sarah McComas - FW: Parks commission resignation S ) o Page 1 |

From: | "Robert Youssef' <RYoussef@cityofhemet.org>

To: <SMcComas@cityothemet.org>, <bnakamura@cityothemet.org>, <kaguitar@cityo...
Date: 1/672012 423 PM :

Subject: FW: Parks commission resignation

Sent from my Android phone using TouchDown (www.nitrodesk.com)

---Original Message---

From: Joyce Thibodeaux [joyce@shalimarescrow.com)
Received: Thursday, 05 Jan 2012, 10:11am

To: Ryoussef@cityofhemet.org [Ryoussef@cityothemet.org]
Subject: Parks commission resignation

Honorable Major Youssef
Congratulations! | hope all is well with you and your beautiful new wife.

Well, its official | am going to be leaving for a new veniure in February.
With much regret | will need to resign as parks chairman. | will be
attending the January 2012 meeting but if possible that will be my last.
If for any reason you need me for the February meeting | can make
arrangement to be here.

| appreciate you recommending me for the position and | really enjoyed the
experience and knowledge | gained from the experience. | actually learned a
great deal about ail different verities of tree's. The staff along with my

other commissioners have all been wonderful to work with. | will miss them.

Lords willing, this wilf not be the end of my poiitical career, it's just on
hold for awhile here in Hemet. | wish you the best of luck in the upcoming
election. You're an inspiration to everyone! Have a great day!

Joyce Thibodeaux

President / Escrow Officer
SHALIMAR ESCROW, INC.
1779 East Florida Ave, Suite A-1
Hemet, CA 92544

(951) 275-0404 Office



MINUTES

SPECIAL JOINT MEETING OF THE HEMET CITY COUNCIL
AND THE SAN JACINTO CITY COUNCIL
November 15, 2011

7:00 p.m. www.cityofhemet.org

625 S. Pico Avenue, San Jacinto Community Center

San Jacinto, CA 92583 Please silence all cell phones
Call to Order

Mayor Miller and Mayor Franchville called the meeting to order at 7:05 p.m.

Roll Cali
PRESENT: Council Members Krupa and Smith, Vice Mayor Youssef and
Mayor Franchvilie
San Jacinto City Council Members Bartel, Di Memmo and
Ledezma, Vice Mayor Kotyuk and Mayor Miller
Riverside County 3" District Supervisor Stone
ABSENT: Council Member Foreman, excused

Invocation was given by Ed Sherwood

Pledge of Allegiance was led by Mayor Franchville

Communications From the Public
Jim Pangrazzi, San Jacinto, expressed concern with the speed limit on Esplanade and
school crossing at Esplanade and Sanderson.

Work Study Session
Discussion regarding these items, with possible direction to staff

1. Revitalizing Our Community Strategy

Vice Mayor Youssef, gave an overview of the proposed HEMET Restoring Our
Community Strategy” (ROCS) Program. Hemet ROCS is a comprehensive program
designed to stabilize & restore or residential neighborhoods. The program involves the
adoption of ordinances and programs designed to address: property owner/iandiord
responsibilities; enhanced property standards; and rental property residency requirements.
The program involves a multi-disciplinary team to draft & impiement the ordinances and
program. The Community benefits of Hemet ROCS are: higher quality of life; more stable,
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safer and attractive residential neighborhoods; deterrent to criminal behavior and
opportunity; makes landlords more accountable for tenant selection and behavior;
affordable housing without sacrificing high standards and quality; provides City with ability
to better protect the community; and enhanced community image and opportunity to
attract and retain businesses. 13 different ordinances are currently proposed as part of the
Hemet ROCS program and organized into three categories. The first category is Update
to Property Standards: Nuisance Abatement ordinance revisions; Administrative Citation
ordinance revisions; Abandoned and Foreclosed Property ordinance revisions; and Property
Maintenance & Landscaping Standards. The second category is Residency Requirements:
Sex Offender Residency Restriction ordinance; Child Safety Zone ordinance; Group Homes
ordinance; Parolee/Probationer ordinance; Motel Residency Vouchers; and Prostitution
ordinance. The third category is Property Owner Responsibility: Rental Unit Registration
& Inspection ordinance; Landlord Responsibility for Drug Trafficking; and Chronic
Nuisance/Community Safety ordinance. Hemet ROCS team has reviewed ordinances from
other cities and identified the key elements. Some of the draft ordinances have been
prepared by the Hemet City Attorney and are currently under staff review, others are still
being researched. The Child Safety Zone ordinance was adopted by the City Councit on
November 8, 2011. The City of Hemet will share the ordinances and implementation
strategies with San Jacinto and the County of Riverside for the Valiey area. The City of
Hemet will partner with the City of San Jacinto and the County of Riverside to develop a
joint task force for creating and implementing the ROCS ordinances and programs. A
collaborative effort on education, public outreach, enforcement, and funding efforts to
implement the program in the vailey. Resources will have to be allocated to develop
implementation programs and identify cost-recovery mechanisms.

Mayor Franchville, the statistics are alarming, 40% of the residents are renters.

Vice Mayor Kotyuk, commended the City of Hemet City Council and staff for this
program. Vice Mayor Kotyuk suggested that the School Districts and the valley's non-
profits agencies be included in these efforts. Vice Mayor Kotyuk also suggested that
panhandling be addressed since this is becoming a nuisance in the valley. The graffiti
hotline is very successful, maybe a hotline for other nuisances would be as successful.
Supervisor Stone, called the program very ambitious. The County of Riverside would like
to join, but he expressed concern with available resources. Supervisor Stone told the City
Council’s about the County’s Safer Team. Supervisor Stone explained the County’s Foster
Care program and asked Robin Reid to describe the background process in response to
a letter from Mr. Jim Pangrazzi of San Jacinto. Supervisor Stone also explained the
County’s proposed reimbursement plan for the County Jail system. Supervisor Stone talked
about the issues that face the County of Riverside.

Councit Member Ledezma, suggested that online classes be made available for out of
state landlords.

Eric Vail, City Attorney, suggested that all landlords or designated property management
companies complete the program in person.



Mayor Franchville, requested from Supervisor Stone a comparison of Section 8 Housing
vouchers by city.

Guy Excell, Hemet, commended the City for the program hoping that it will restore pride
of ownership in the valley. We hope that when the economy turns, investors will want to
spend money here.

Eric Gosch, Action Group, spoke in support of Hemet ROCS.

Nick Jones, Hemet, the County services have open the door for a number of the valley’s
problems. The two cities and the county need to look at these issues and work on them
together. Mr. Jones spoke in favor of Hemet ROCS.

Mayor Miller, gave direction to the staff of the City of San Jacinto to work cooperatively
with the City of Hemet.

Council Member Di Memimo, recommended that staff prepare a cost analysis and a
scope of work to determine that the City has the available resources.

Tim Hults, City Manager, staff will prepare a workstudy for the City Council’s 2" meeting
in January.

Mayor Franchville, suggested that Truancy and Panhanfing be included in the Hemet
ROCS program.

2. Update on the Enterprise Zone

Lee Hanson and Don Gee, DGA Consulting, gave a powerpoint presentation on the
Enterprise Zone. The purpose of an Enterprise Zone is to stimulate economic growth in the
most economically distressed areas in the state. Through public-private partnerships and
state and local incentives encouraging new business investment, resuiting in increased
economic activity. Businesses are eligible for substantial tax credits and benefits: Firms can
eam $37,440 or more in state tax credits over 5 years for each qualified employee hired;
and Corporations can earn sales tax credits on purchases of $20 million per year of
qualified machinery and machinery parts. The Enterprise Zone is a 15-Year Responsibility.
Housing and Community Development Department is responsible for Administration &
Oversight of the Statewide Enterprise Zone program. The local agency funds and staffs
the Enterprise Zone program, regular self-evaluation of program effectiveness, funnels
reporting activities through the Enterprise Zone program, and reports annual progress to
HCD. There must be regular participation by all jurisdictions. In reviewing applications
HCD is looking for the following: does the local agency understand its own Economic
Development landscape?; has the local agency demonstrated thoughtful solutions to past
& present economic problems?; how will the Enterprise Zone enhance local and regional
Economic Development Plans, Projects and Programs?; and As an economic development
tool, how will the Enterprise Zone be used to focus and concentrate local agency efforts
and resources? The determinants of the Competitive Application are: specific
implementation goals, milestones & timelines; documented commitments of local public &
private stakeholder organizations; clearly defined management structure; and self-
evaluation & program correction process.

Vice Mayor Kotyuk, without larger partnership the cities will not be competitive.



Council Member Smith, agreed with the multi-jurisdictional approach. Council Member
Smith expressed concern that the Enterprise Zones might be the next to be attacked by
the State.

Supervisor Stone, expressed concern that the State will end the Enterprise Zones, if the
area is going to attract businesses it will have to do it another way.

Council Member Di Memmo, previously requested the pros and cons to the program.
Council Member Di Memmo spoke in opposition to the Enterprise Zone. There are other
beneficial programs that will help bring jobs to the valley.

Vice Mayor Kotyuk, ciearer direction is needed from the State of California to determine
the feasibility of the Enterprise Zone.

The City Council gave direction to staff to table this item at this time.

3. Update on the Foreign Trade Zone

Tom Freeman, Foreign Trade Commissioner, gave the City Council’s a powerpoint
presentation on Foreign Trade Zones (FTZ's). FTZ are basically “Duty Free Islands”,
foreign and domestic merchandise may be: stored, manufactured, manipulated, assembled,
exhibited; and destroyed. FTZ's create and retain jobs, stimulate economic growth, and
promote international trade. Financial benefits are cash flow (duty deferral), inverted tariff
(duty reduction), cost of money (duty elimination) and tax exemptions. There are 256
General Purpose Zones and 498 Sub-Zones nationwide in all 50 states and Puerto Rico.
70% of the County of Riverside is covered by one of 5 Foreign Trade Zones. Mr. Freeman
encouraged the City Council’s of Hemet and San Jacinto to consider adding their cities into
the Zone.

David Harlow, ITC-Diligence, Inc., the program started in 1934 to create and retain
jobs, stimulate economic growth and promote international trade. The Foreign Trade Zone
Program incorporates domestic and foreign product and creates financial logistic
advantages.

Council Member Di Memimo, spoke in support of FTZ's, however expressed concern with
the lack of infrastructure in the Valley. All other FTZ'a are near freeways. Council Member
Di Memmo also asked about the cost to hire a customs official.

Mr. Harlow and Mr. Freeman, explained options and the process used by the City of
Palm Springs. The FTZ is not the answer, but an additional tool for cities.

Vice Mayor Youssef, thanked Supervisor Stone for offering the expansion of the FTZ to
Hemet and San Jacinto.

4. Update of the Community Visioning Workshop

Steve Harding, Kosmont Companies, gave an overview of the Community Visioning
Workshop. The workshop was held at the Community Center on October 15, 2011 from
9:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. Approximately 50 community members, City staff, Council
Members and local leaders were in attendance. The focus was to examine tools and
methods of promoting economic development, business growth and tourism in San Jacinto.
The agenda covered: principles of building sustainable communities; community



demographics & traits; review of existing signature facilities/venues; natural amenities &
area attractions; current signature events and nationally successful events as case studies;
and opportunities in San Jacinto. Following the presentation three groups were formed to
brainstorm on four key questions/topics: What existing tourism amenities does the San
Jacinto area have that work well?; What communities nearby or afar do you see as
similar/analogous to San Jacinto?; What do you feel the San Jacinto Community does well?;
and What new signature events/facilities would you like to see in San Jacinto? Mr. Harding
gave a summary of select responses to the four key questions/topics. Mr. Harding
recommended that the City Council define what San Jacinto wants to promote and create
a “brand” around it. Identify the demographics or groups San Jacinto wants to attract.
Survey residents, business leaders and stakeholders to determine their input on what San
Jacinto should reinforce in tourism and branding. Retain consultant for a Tourism Strategic
Plan. Identify likely developers and operators to support the overall program. Identify
possible incentives to couple with attraction efforts. Formalize a tourism vision for San
Jacinto and the greater area. San Jacinto needs to work closely with the IE Tourism
Council and State counterpart.

Jason Strain, Diamond Valley Arts Council, suggested that Arts, Music and Education
need to work together to create a destination.

Council Member Smith, attended the workshop along with Council Member Krupa and
recoghizes the need for continuity in the Valley to become competitive with surrounding
communities,

Vice Mayor Kotyul, the San Jacinto Valley is rich with California History.

Mayor Franchville, requested the results of the study being conducted by Kosmont.
Mavyor Franchville concurred that the Valley has a number of assets, but suggested that the
City’s focus and promote only a couple of them,

Supervisor Stone, suggested that the City’s ask MWD to fulfill their recreational promises
that were made for Diamond Valley Lake. Supervisor Stone suggested that the City’s and
the County prepare a joint resolution in the spirit of cooperation and meet with MWD
representatives.

5. AB 109 Update

Dave Brown, Police Chief, gave an overview of the Public Safety Realignment - AB109.
The 150 page very complex law was approved on May 23, 2011. The purpose of this
presentation is to dispel some of the rumors. Chief Brown introduced Deputy Chief Steve
Thetford with the Sheriff's Department and Assistant Chief Mark Hake with the Probation
Department. The California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation was ordered to
reduce their population by 37,000 in 2 years, the State’s response to that order was the
adoption of AB109. AB109 is not an early release program. Chief Brown explained the "3-
Non" requirements: non-serious, non-viclent; and non-sex offense. Only those that qualify
under the 3-Non's will be considered for AB109 Programs. The programs are: Post-release
Community Supervision; Alternative Custody; Flash Incarceration; Local Incarceration; and
Local Revocation. The potential for early releases will be great because of the County’s
current capacity. The Community Corrections Plan saw the need to create a local law
enforcement team to deal with the local impact of AB109.



Chief Deputy Steve Thetford, the data from 2010 was overlaid with the new rules of
AB109. The results showed that in January 2012 the County’s system will be at capacity.
To date, 350 to 400 parolee’s have been placed in the County jail that would have been
in a State Prison.

Assistant Chief Mark Hake, out of the 999 information packets from CDCR, 70 have
indicated Hemet residences and 27 San Jacinto residences.

Chief Deputy Thetford, noted that longevity and overlap are the issues. The County
currently has 3,906 beds and new commits are taking the beds up for longer periods of
time. There is a need to help with legislation to turn this around.

Supervisor Stone, the County has received $21 Million dollars for 9 months of the
program and the consensus is that it will only fund 3 months.

Assistant Chief Mark Hake, the actual costs are unknown. This population comes with
mental and medical needs that will impact County services. Out of the 999 packets, 137
have indicated that they will be homeless, Assistant Chief Hake explained the breakdown
of the $21 million dollars. Options are being considered including expansion of current
facilities.

Chief Brown, suggested that letters of support be sent to the State Legislatures
requesting adequate and continuous funding of AB109.

6. JPA Shared Services/Valley Congress Constitution

Shellie Milne, Hemet Citizens for Accountable Government, recommended that the
three agencies considered combined pubiic safety services.

The Item was tabled at this time.

Future Agenda Items
There were no future agenda items requested at this time.

Adjournment
Adjourned at 11:33 p.m.



MINUTES

SPECIAL MEETING OF THE HEMET CITY COUNCIL
November 29, 2011

6:00 p.m. www.cityofhemet.org

Sister City Board Room

445 E. Florida Avenue Please silence all cell phones

Call to Order

Mayor Franchville called the meeting to order at 6:04 p.m.

Roli Call
PRESENT: Council Members Krupa, Smith and Mayor Franchville
ABSENT: Council Member Foreman and Vice Mayor Youssef
Mayor Franchville moved and Council Member Krupa seconded a motion to
excuse Council Member Foreman and Vice Mayor Youssef. Motion carried 3-0.

Communications From the Public
There were no communications from the public at this time.

Closed Session

Notice of Opportunity for Public Comment

There were no public comments presented at this time.
The City Council recessed to Closed Session at 6:05 p.m.
Vice Mayor Youssef arrived at 6:32 p.m.

1. Conference with Labor Negotiators
Pursuant to Government Code section 54957.6
Agency designated representatives: City Manager Nakamura
Employee Organizations:
Hemet Fire Fighters Association

2. Public Employee Performance Evaluation
Pursuant to Government Code section 54957

Title: City Manager

3. Conference with Legal Counsel - Anticipated Litigation
One (1) matter of significant exposure to litigation pursuant to Government Code
section 54956.9(b)




City Attorney Closed Session Report

4., Conference with Labor Negotiators
Pursuant to Government Code section 54957.6
Agency designated representatives: Gity Manager Nakamiura
Employee Organizations:
Hemet Fire Fighters Association

5. Public Employee Performance Evaluation
Pursuant to Government Code section 54957
Title: City Manager

6. Conference with Legal Counsel - Anticipated Litigation
One (1) matter of significant exposure to litigation pursuant to Government Code

section 54956.9(b)
The City Attorney reported that there was no reportable action.

Future Agenda Items
There were no future agenda items requested at this time.

Adjournment
Adjourned at 9:05 p.m. to Tuesday, December 13, 2011 at 7:00 p.m.



aGENDA#

TO: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council

FROM: Rita Conrad, Director of Administrative Services;
Brian S. Nakamura, City Managergjp

DATE: January 24, 2012

RE: Warrant Register

The City of Hemet's current warrant registers dated December 29, 2011 and January 11,
2012 are attached for review and approval. Payroll for the period of December 12, 2011
to December 25, 2011 was $605,587.40 and December 26, 2011 to January 8, 2012 was
$669,474.82.

CLAIMS VOUCHER APPROVAL

“I, Rita Conrad, Finance Director, do hereby certify that to the best of my
knowledge and ability, the above and foregoing is a true and correct list of
warrants for bills submitted to the City of Hemet, and the payroll register
through the dates listed above, and that there will be sufficient monies in the
respective funds for their payment.”

Respectfully submitted,

Director of Administrative Services

RC:mh



vchlist

Voucher List

Page:

12/29/2011 12:31:00PM City of Hemet
Bank code : 001
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
139816 12/29/2011 90519 99 CENTS ONLY STORES 10859 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 541.90
Total : 541.90
139817 12/29/2011 71916 AD T SECURITY SYSTEMS, INC 61267625 SECURITY SYSTEM
SECURITY SYSTEM
685-4560-2400 37.49
Total : 37.49
139818 12/29/2011 90045 AT& T 80008961254 INTRASTATE PRIVATE LINE SVC
INTRASTATE PRIVATE LINE SVC
110-3100-2202 357.18
Total : 357.18
139819 12/29/2011 85722 AT & T MOBILITY 870024283 WIRELESS SERVICE
WIRELESS SERVICE
110-3100-2202 199.46
999159630 WIRELESS SERVICE
WIRELESS SERVICE
110-3100-2202 1,645.25
Total : 1,844.71
139820 12/29/2011 90490 A W F PERFORMANCE 52229 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 67.58
Total : 67.58
139821 12/29/2011 83711 ADAME LANDSCAPE INC 44283 LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
228-8271-2400 592.75
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
228-8283-2400 64.67
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
225-8250-2400 3,807.55
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139821 12/29/2011 83711 ADAME LANDSCAPE INC (Continued)
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
228-8267-2400 40.00
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
228-8266-2400 1,830.76
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
228-8272-2400 2,726.67
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
228-8264-2400 635.16
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
228-8268-2400 767.52
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
228-8269-2400 236.67
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
228-8270-2400 171.31
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
228-8276-2400 730.40
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
228-8277-2400 73.52
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
228-8278-2400 98.69
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
228-8273-2400 262.43
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
228-8274-2400 7.48
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
228-8279-2400 729.24
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
228-8285-2400 5.34
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
228-8280-2400 1,202.07
44284 LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
225-8250-2400 4,815.00
44293 LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
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139821 12/29/2011 83711 ADAME LANDSCAPE INC (Continued)
LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE
228-8292-2400 49.49
Total : 18,846.72
139822 12/29/2011 88580 ADAME, RODOLFO/GLORIA 98557 REFUND UTILITY ACCOUNT
REFUND UTILITY ACCOUNT
571-0835 237.11
Total : 237.11
139823 12/29/2011 10345 ADAMSON POLICE PRODUCTS 63544 ~
2012-000354 ~
110-3100-2701 2,340.00
2012-000354 SCA IMPACT HT PLATE, 7" X 9"~
110-3100-2701 255.00
Riverside County Sales Tax 02
110-3100-2701 201.12
Total : 2,796.12
139824 12/29/2011 82195 AEI-CASC ENGINEERING REQ 12/14 QSP TRAINING, PANDO
QSP TRAINING, PANDO
120-4100-2560 450.00
Total : 450.00
139825 12/29/2011 90488 AERO PROPELLER CO INC 97114 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 85.27
Total : 85.27
139826 12/29/2011 72800 AGRISCAPE, INC. 28150 PLANTER MIX
PLANTER MIX
228-8265-2450 60.34
28152 PLANTER MIX
PLANTER MIX
228-8265-2450 301.70
28164 PLANTER MIX
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139826 12/29/2011 72800 AGRISCAPE, INC. (Continued)
PLANTER MIX
228-8265-2450 181.02
28165 PLANTER MIX
PLANTER MIX
110-4250-2450 181.02
29121 PLANTER MIX
PLANTER MIX
228-8265-2450 107.75
Total : 831.83
139827 12/29/2011 70354 AIR CLEANING SYSTEMS 28049 DIESEL EXHAUST EXTRACTION
DIESEL EXHAUST EXTRACTION
110-3200-2450 1,878.92
Total : 1,878.92
139828 12/29/2011 54790 AIRGAS WEST, INC 103636030 WELDING & OXYGEN SUPPLIES
WELDING & OXYGEN SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 76.24
103935432 WELDING & OXYGEN SUPPLIES
WELDING & OXYGEN SUPPLIES
571-9000-2450 110.90
103935433 WELDING & OXYGEN SUPPLIES
WELDING & OXYGEN SUPPLIES
684-4550-2450 271.16
103935434 WELDING & OXYGEN SUPPLIES
WELDING & OXYGEN SUPPLIES
553-4500-2450 172.44
Total : 630.74
139829 12/29/2011 90463 ALCOCER, ESMERALDA 93369 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 87.83
Total : 87.83
139830 12/29/2011 10710 AL'S KUBOTA TRACTOR INC 302071 REPAIRS/PARTS/SHARPENING
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139830 12/29/2011 10710 AL'S KUBOTA TRACTOR INC (Continued)
REPAIRS/PARTS/SHARPENING
221-4200-2850 3.23
302321 REPAIRS/PARTS/SHARPENING
REPAIRS/PARTS/SHARPENING
221-4200-2850 323.14
Total : 326.37
139831 12/29/2011 90360 ALTISOURCE SOLUTIONS INC 97686 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 109.24
Total : 109.24
139832 12/29/2011 90489 AMERICAN SHUTTER 10581 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 153.14
Total : 153.14
139833 12/29/2011 78497 AMERICAN SOCIETY OF CIVIL 196013 MEMBERSHIP, BIAGIONI
MEMBERSHIP, BIAGIONI
120-4100-2560 255.00
Total : 255.00
139834 12/29/2011 89846 AMTEK CONSTRUCTION 4182-32B CNG - FLOW FILL PROJECT, CIP #5533
2011-000623 CNG - FLOW FILL PROJECT, CIP #5533
224-8240-5400 7,463.60
2011-000623 CNG - FLOW FILL PROJECT, CIP #5533
224-5533-5400 6,090.84
2011-000623 CNG - FLOW FILL PROJECT, CIP #5533
685-5533-5400 16,889.56
RETENTION
224-2015 -3,044 .40
RETENTION CORRECTION
222-2015 651.10
RETENTION CORRECTION
224-2015 -651.10
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139834 12/29/2011 89846 89846 AMTEK CONSTRUCTION (Continued) Total : 27,399.60
139835 12/29/2011 11526 ANADY'S TROPHIES & ENGR INC 82311 NAME PLATES/TAGS - PLAQUE
NAME PLATES/TAGS - PLAQUE
110-3100-2552 538.75
82312 NAME PLATES/TAGS - PLAQUE
NAME PLATES/TAGS - PLAQUE
110-3100-2801 30.71
82389 NAME PLATES/TAGS - PLAQUE
NAME PLATES/TAGS - PLAQUE
100-1100-2250 393.29
Total : 962.75
139836 12/29/2011 79820 ANGELA'S GLASS AND MIRROR 47205 EMERGENCY BOARD UP
EMERGENCY BOARD UP
110-3100-2801 90.00
Total : 90.00
139837 12/29/2011 11873 APPLE ONE 01-2107069 HELLERSTEIN WE 12/3/11
HELLERSTEIN WE 12/3/11
100-1400-1250 135.00
HELLERSTEIN WE 12/3/11
254-4600-1250 135.00
HELLERSTEIN WE 12/3/11
553-4500-1250 135.00
HELLERSTEIN WE 12/3/11
571-9000-1250 135.00
01-2119277 HELLERTSTEIN, WE 12/10/11
HELLERTSTEIN, WE 12/10/11
254-4600-1250 168.75
HELLERTSTEIN, WE 12/10/11
553-4500-1250 168.75
HELLERTSTEIN, WE 12/10/11
571-9000-1250 168.75
HELLERTSTEIN, WE 12/10/11
100-1400-1250 168.75
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139837 12/29/2011 11873 11873 APPLE ONE (Continued) Total : 1,215.00
139838 12/29/2011 85561 ARROYO BACKGROUND INVESTIGATIO 802 BACKGROUND INVESTIGATIONS
BACKGROUND INVESTIGATIONS
110-3100-2712 800.00
Total : 800.00
139839 12/29/2011 73901 ASSISTANCE LEAGUE OF HEMACINTO 10318 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 107.48
Total : 107.48
139840 12/29/2011 77997 AUTO ZONE, INC 2820821650 AUTO PARTS AND SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS AND SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 134.68
2820830807 AUTO PARTS AND SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS AND SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 161.55
Total : 296.23
139841 12/29/2011 13566 B & W PIPE & SUPPLY 90654 PIPE & LANDSCAPING SUPPLIES
PIPE & LANDSCAPING SUPPLIES
221-4200-2450 13.71
90664 PIPE & LANDSCAPING SUPPLIES
PIPE & LANDSCAPING SUPPLIES
221-4200-2450 50.74
Total : 64.45
139842 12/29/2011 90491 BABCO GROUP 55614 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 185.02
Total : 185.02
139843 12/29/2011 90464 BAIG, MAIRAJ 98936 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 275.46
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139843 12/29/2011 90464 90464 BAIG, MAIRAJ (Continued) Total : 275.46
139844 12/29/2011 87719 BAILY, IAN REQ 12/14 REIMB MEALS,FTO,RIVERSIDE,11/14-1
REIMB MEALS,FTO,RIVERSIDE,11/14-1
110-3100-2563 71.82
Total : 71.82
139845 12/29/2011 74556 BAKER, JOHN JAN 2012 PYMT IN LIEU OF CONTR MEDICAL INE
PYMT IN LIEU OF CONTR MEDICAL INE
689-2150-2400 446.87
Total : 446.87
139846 12/29/2011 90465 BARTOLI, ANTHONY/LESLIE 94989 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 314.09
Total : 314.09
139847 12/29/2011 90492 BED BATH & BEYOND 86406 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 354.98
Total : 354.98
139848 12/29/2011 77793 BELL, WD 10474 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 16.50
Total : 16.50
139849 12/29/2011 90493 BIG CHEESE PIZZA HEMET 96716 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 437.91
Total : 437.91
139850 12/29/2011 90280 BIMBO BAKERIES 98252 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 121.51
Total : 121.51
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139851 12/29/2011 89841 BLACK ROCK CONSTRUCTION 3 RETENTION
RETENTION
329-2015 24,552.00
Total : 24,552.00
139852 12/29/2011 69175 BLUE RIBBON PLUMBING 19075 CDBG REIMBURSEMENT
CDBG REIMBURSEMENT
240-3947-2400 625.35
Total : 625.35
139853 12/29/2011 79644 BLUE VIOLET - PHONEBY D115201PV ANNUAL EQUIPMENT PARTS CONTRA!
2012-000431 ANNUAL EQUIPMENT PARTS CONTRA!
680-1930-2400 15,262.50
Total : 15,262.50
139854 12/29/2011 90466 BOSCO, PATRICIA 1819 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 60.23
Total : 60.23
139855 12/29/2011 88721 BOTTLE SHOP 90928 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 132.66
Total : 132.66
139856 12/29/2011 83875 BROOK TERRACE SENIOR APTS 52220 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 602.22
Total : 602.22
139857 12/29/2011 16079 BUREAU VERITAS NORTH AMER, INC 1136103 PLANS EXAMINER
PLANS EXAMINER
110-3225-2710 210.00
Total : 210.00
139858 12/29/2011 90467 BUSH, KEVIN 97367 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT

REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
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139858 12/29/2011 90467 BUSH, KEVIN (Continued)
571-0835 127.13
Total : 127.13
139859 12/29/2011 82566 BUSIC, WENDY 96449 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 184.76
Total : 184.76
139860 12/29/2011 80106 C D W GOVERNMENT INC B556237 PIPE & LANDSCAPING SUPPLIES
PIPE & LANDSCAPING SUPPLIES
680-1930-2450 104.27
Total : 104.27
139861 12/29/2011 76831 CR&RINC 16913 CLEAN/GREEN/ROFF/SWEEPER
CLEAN/GREEN/ROFF/SWEEPER
553-4500-2400 13,750.17
16914 CLEAN/GREEN/ROFF/SWEEPER
CLEAN/GREEN/ROFF/SWEEPER
553-4500-2400 407.94
16915 CLEAN/GREEN/ROFF/SWEEPER
CLEAN/GREEN/ROFF/SWEEPER
553-4500-2400 2,021.26
16923 CLEAN/GREEN/ROFF/SWEEPER
CLEAN/GREEN/ROFF/SWEEPER
553-4500-2400 2,618.67
16934 CLEAN/GREEN/ROFF/SWEEPER
CLEAN/GREEN/ROFF/SWEEPER
553-4500-2400 691.62
16936 CLEAN/GREEN/ROFF/SWEEPER
CLEAN/GREEN/ROFF/SWEEPER
553-4500-2400 833.31
Total : 20,322.97
139862 12/29/2011 88455 CALI STYLE AUTO BODY & PNT INC 4383 AUTO REPAIR SERVICES

AUTO REPAIR SERVICES

Page: 10



vchlist Voucher List Page: 11
12/29/2011 12:31:00PM City of Hemet
Bank code : 001
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
139862 12/29/2011 88455 CALI STYLE AUTO BODY & PNT INC (Continued)
684-4550-2350 164.00
Total : 164.00
139863 12/29/2011 16980 CALIFORNIA SOCIETY OF DCG42752 MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL,CONRAD
MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL,CONRAD
100-1400-2560 110.00
Total : 110.00
139864 12/29/2011 84334 CALIFORNIA WATER ENVIRONMENT 31348 RENEWAL, BURK,080122058
RENEWAL, BURK,080122058
571-9000-2560 78.00
Total : 78.00
139865 12/29/2011 72383 CALIFORNIA WEST PATROL 301485 VENDOR TO PROVIDE VEHICLE PATR(
2012-000385 VENDOR TO PROVIDE VEHICLE PATR(
110-4250-2400 900.00
Total : 900.00
139866 12/29/2011 60100 CALIFORNIA, STATE OF (DOJ) 881478 FINGERPRINTS/BLOOD ALCOHOL
FINGERPRINTS/BLOOD ALCOHOL
110-3100-2713 2,498.00
884923 FINGERPRINTS/BLOOD ALCOHOL
FINGERPRINTS/BLOOD ALCOHOL
110-3100-2713 121.00
885555 FINGERPRINTS/BLOOD ALCOHOL
FINGERPRINTS/BLOOD ALCOHOL
110-3100-2711 245.00
Total : 2,864.00
139867 12/29/2011 80061 CAR WASH DEPOT 2010-1073 CAR WASHES
CAR WASHES
684-4550-2350 49.93
2010-1075 CAR WASHES
CAR WASHES
684-4550-2350 90.88
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139867 12/29/2011 80061 80061 CAR WASH DEPOT (Continued) Total : 140.81
139868 12/29/2011 74377 CARE-A-VAN TRANSIT SYSTEM INC NOV 2011 CDBG REIMBURSEMENT
CDBG REIMBURSEMENT
240-3968-2400 1,426.58
Total : 1,426.58
139869 12/29/2011 15275 CARQUEST AUTO PARTS-DISTR CTR 7342-197362 PARTS & SUPPLIES
PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 47.49
Total : 47.49
139870 12/29/2011 83474 CARTEGRAPH SYSTEMS, INC R07391 ASSET & WORK MANAGEMENT
2012-000316 ASSET & WORK MANAGEMENT
221-4200-2400 1,740.00
2012-000316 ASSET & WORK MANAGEMENT
571-9000-2400 1,740.00
2012-000316 ASSET & WORK MANAGEMENT
254-4400-2400 1,305.00
2012-000316 ASSET & WORK MANAGEMENT
254-4600-2400 1,305.00
2012-000316 ASSET & WORK MANAGEMENT
254-4650-2400 1,305.00
2012-000316 ASSET & WORK MANAGEMENT
685-4560-2400 1,740.00
2012-000316 ASSET & WORK MANAGEMENT
110-4250-2400 1,305.00
2012-000316 ASSET & WORK MANAGEMENT
228-8250-2400 1,305.00
2012-000316 ASSET & WORK MANAGEMENT
225-8250-2400 1,305.00
2012-000316 ASSET & WORK MANAGEMENT
686-4150-2400 1,450.00
2012-000316 DATABASE SECURITY SUPPORT, non t
221-4200-2400 180.00
2012-000316 DATABASE SECURITY SUPPORT, non t
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139870 12/29/2011 83474 CARTEGRAPH SYSTEMS, INC (Continued)
571-9000-2400 180.00
2012-000316 DATABASE SECURITY SUPPORT, non t
254-4400-2400 135.00
2012-000316 DATABASE SECURITY SUPPORT, non t
254-4600-2400 135.00
2012-000316 DATABASE SECURITY SUPPORT, non t
254-4650-2400 135.00
2012-000316 DATABASE SECURITY SUPPORT, non t
685-4560-2400 180.00
2012-000316 DATABASE SECURITY SUPPORT, non t
110-4250-2400 135.00
2012-000316 DATABASE SECURITY SUPPORT, non t
228-8250-2400 135.00
2012-000316 DATABASE SECURITY SUPPORT, non t
225-8250-2400 135.00
2012-000316 DATABASE SECURITY SUPPORT, non t
686-4150-2400 150.00
Riverside County Sales Tax 02
221-4200-2400 134.85
Riverside County Sales Tax 02
571-9000-2400 134.85
Riverside County Sales Tax 02
254-4400-2400 101.14
Riverside County Sales Tax 02
254-4600-2400 101.14
Riverside County Sales Tax 02
254-4650-2400 101.14
Riverside County Sales Tax 02
685-4560-2400 134.85
Riverside County Sales Tax 02
110-4250-2400 101.14
Riverside County Sales Tax 02
228-8250-2400 101.14
Riverside County Sales Tax 02
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139870 12/29/2011 83474 CARTEGRAPH SYSTEMS, INC (Continued)
225-8250-2400 101.14
Riverside County Sales Tax 02
686-4150-2400 112.36
Total : 17,123.75
139871 12/29/2011 79766 CAT'S WINDSHIELD REPAIR 91502 WINDSHIELD REPAIR
WINDSHIELD REPAIR
684-4550-2350 80.00
Total : 80.00
139872 12/29/2011 90468 CHAVEZ, ANTOINETTE/WILLIAM 49550 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 201.93
Total : 201.93
139873 12/29/2011 89428 CHEN, KUAN 99109 refund closed utility account
refund closed utility account
571-0835 184.00
Total : 184.00
139874 12/29/2011 87191 CLEAN STREAK CARWASH LLC 81957 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 86.98
Total : 86.98
139875 12/29/2011 89446 COLONIAL COUNTRY CLUB ESTATES 94560 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 5,091.37
94561 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 162.73
Total : 5,254.10
139876 12/29/2011 73994 COMMUNITY PANTRY 98503 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 84.18
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139876 12/29/2011 73994 73994 COMMUNITY PANTRY (Continued) Total : 84.18
139877 12/29/2011 71881 COMPUTER SERVICE COMPANY 01511 ~
2012-000404 ~
221-4200-2400 231.31
01512 FOR TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINTENANCE-~
2012-000404 FOR TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINTENANCE-~
221-4200-2400 185.04
01516 ~
2012-000404 ~
221-4200-2400 46.27
01532 FOR TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINTENANCE-~
2012-000404 FOR TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINTENANCE-~
221-4200-2400 185.04
01538 FOR TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINTENANCE-~
2012-000404 FOR TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINTENANCE-~
221-4200-2400 353.58
Total : 1,001.24
139878 12/29/2011 88979 COST CONTROL ASSOCIATES INC 006268 UTILITY COST SAVINGS ADVISOR
UTILITY COST SAVINGS ADVISOR
571-9000-2100 329.19
Total : 329.19
139879 12/29/2011 90469 COVARRUBIAS, JESUS 90357 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 170.71
Total : 170.71
139880 12/29/2011 90470 CUEVAS, ARNOLD 98721 REFUND 463 W ESPLANADE
REFUND 463 W ESPLANADE
571-0835 261.50
98722 REFUND 447 W ESPLANADE
REFUND 447 W ESPLANADE
571-0835 261.50
Total : 523.00
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139881 12/29/2011 82747 D & B INDUSTRIAL SAFETY SP LLC 18407 SAFETY SUPPLIES
SAFETY SUPPLIES
110-3200-2450 57.33
18410 SAFETY SUPPLIES
SAFETY SUPPLIES
110-3200-2450 25.64
18411 SAFETY SUPPLIES
SAFETY SUPPLIES
110-3200-2450 79.56
18420 SAFETY SUPPLIES
SAFETY SUPPLIES
110-3200-2450 109.57
18421 SAFETY SUPPLIES
SAFETY SUPPLIES
110-3200-2450 277.29
18435 SAFETY SUPPLIES
SAFETY SUPPLIES
110-3100-2701 82.96
Total : 632.35
139882 12/29/2011 90494 D D'S DISCOUNT 5049 55895 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 267.32
Total : 267.32
139883 12/29/2011 85843 DESERT PALMS MHC 52479 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 2,629.19
Total : 2,629.19
139884 12/29/2011 88298 DIALOGIC COMMUNICATIONS CORP 7982 COMMUNICATOR NXT AND GEOCAST
2012-000418 COMMUNICATOR NXT AND GEOCAST
680-3500-2450 9,500.00
Total : 9,500.00
139885 12/29/2011 80735 DISH NETWORK 707080333003 DISPATCH CTR/COMMAND TRAILER
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139885 12/29/2011 80735 DISH NETWORK (Continued)
DISPATCH CTR/COMMAND TRAILER
110-3100-2402 91.99
Total : 91.99
139886 12/29/2011 90495 DOLLAR TREE 4120 88707 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 67.85
Total : 67.85
139887 12/29/2011 90496 DOLLAR VALUE MART 94093 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 143.64
Total : 143.64
139888 12/29/2011 85275 EB S INC 50300 STATE STREET & DEVONSHIRE AVE S
2012-000261 STATE STREET & DEVONSHIRE AVE S
329-5521-5500 109,586.83
RETENTION
329-2015 -10,958.68
50301 STATE STREET REHABILITATION PRO.
2012-000186 STATE STREET REHABILITATION PRO.
329-5554-5500 75,691.53
RETENTION
329-2015 -7,569.15
Total : 166,750.53
139889 12/29/2011 13570 E S BABCOCK & SONS, INC AL10572-0142 ~
2012-000190 ~
571-9000-2720 385.00
AL10887-0142 VENDOR TO PROVIDE ANALYTICAL TE
2012-000190 VENDOR TO PROVIDE ANALYTICAL TE
571-9000-2720 285.00
Total : 670.00
139891 12/29/2011 23010 EASTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DIST, CITY WAT 100118-02 CITY OF HEMET WATER ACCOUNTS
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Bank code :

Voucher

001

Date Vendor

Invoice

PO #

Description/Account

Amount

139891

12/29/2011 23010 EASTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DIST, CITY WAT

(Continued)

10783-01

147104-04

15535-02

174259-01

18985-23

190886-01

196114-01

19953-23

204014-02

208622-02

24239-02

CITY OF HEMET
225-8250-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
685-4560-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
225-8250-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
225-8250-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
225-8250-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
685-4560-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
685-4560-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
225-8250-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
685-4560-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
228-8279-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
228-8272-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
225-8250-2100

WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

35.85

54.16

482.26

162.96

114.88

36.00

36.00

384.64

203.15

74.94

11.42

89.68
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Bank code :

Voucher

001

Date Vendor

Invoice PO #

Description/Account

Amount

139891

12/29/2011 23010 EASTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DIST, CITY WAT

(Continued)
24241-02

24402-01

24592-01

27195-03

33481-02

42104-01

54339-02

73396-01

85218-02

88207-02

88363-02

89861-02

CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
225-8250-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
225-8250-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
225-8250-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
225-8250-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
225-8250-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
225-8250-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
225-8250-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
225-8250-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
225-8250-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
228-8269-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET
225-8250-2100
CITY OF HEMET
CITY OF HEMET

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

WATER ACCOUNTS
WATER ACCOUNTS

119.53

10.03

10.03

11.63

10.03

10.03

16.85

55.30

53.45

18.05

171.07
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Bank code : 001
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
139891 12/29/2011 23010 EASTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DIST, CITY WAT (Continued)
225-8250-2100 103.14
91089-02 CITY OF HEMET WATER ACCOUNTS
CITY OF HEMET WATER ACCOUNTS
225-8250-2100 10.03
91094-02 CITY OF HEMET WATER ACCOUNTS
CITY OF HEMET WATER ACCOUNTS
225-8250-2100 63.86
91612-02 CITY OF HEMET WATER ACCOUNTS
CITY OF HEMET WATER ACCOUNTS
225-8250-2100 69.90
Total : 2,418.87
139892 12/29/2011 88482 EMBLEM AUTHORITY 10933 FOR HEMET POLICE PATCHES ~
2012-000249 FOR HEMET POLICE PATCHES ~
110-3100-2701 1,780.00
2012-000249 SALES TAX DUE
100-2033 -137.95
Riverside County Sales Tax 02
110-3100-2701 137.95
Total : 1,780.00
139893 12/29/2011 23225 ENTENMANN ROVIN CO 0076413 BADGES/CASES
BADGES/CASES
680-3500-2450 120.02
Total : 120.02
139894 12/29/2011 52875 ENTERPRISE MEDIA 100149204 LEGAL ADS
LEGAL ADS
100-1300-2220 324.00
LEGAL ADS
683-2200-2725 684.60
LEGAL ADS
110-3100-2223 95.40
Total : 1,104.00
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12/29/2011 12:31:00PM City of Hemet
Bank code : 001
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
139895 12/29/2011 71274 EVANSON, LEE JAN 2012 PYMT IN LIEU OF CONTR MEDICAL INE
PYMT IN LIEU OF CONTR MEDICAL INE
689-2150-2400 261.67
Total : 261.67
139896 12/29/2011 65259 EXCEED, BULK MAILING 14848 BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
254-4600-2255 11.11
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
254-4650-2255 11.11
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
553-4500-2255 11.11
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
571-9000-2255 17.27
14851 BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
254-4600-2255 37.61
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
553-4500-2255 37.61
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
571-9000-2255 58.53
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
254-4650-2255 37.61
14900 BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
254-4600-2255 48.29
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
254-4650-2255 48.29
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
553-4500-2255 48.29
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
571-9000-2255 75.12
14902 BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS

BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
254-4600-2255 34.54
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12/29/2011 12:31:00PM City of Hemet
Bank code : 001
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
139896 12/29/2011 65259 EXCEED, BULK MAILING (Continued)
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
254-4650-2255 34.54
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
553-4500-2255 34.54
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
571-9000-2255 53.76
14903 BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
254-4600-2255 18.91
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
254-4650-2255 18.91
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
553-4500-2255 18.91
BULK MAILING/WATER BILLS
571-9000-2255 29.40
Total : 685.46
139897 12/29/2011 86322 EXPRESS ZONE HEMET, INC NOV 2011 VEHICLE CAR WASHES
VEHICLE CAR WASHES
684-4550-2350 282.00
Total : 282.00
139898 12/29/2011 74604 F D C COMMERCIAL CONSTRUCTION 88916 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 48.63
Total : 48.63
139899 12/29/2011 82121 F M LOCK & KEY INC 64277 LOCK AND KEYS
LOCK AND KEYS
685-4560-2450 21.55
64384 LOCK AND KEYS
LOCK AND KEYS
685-4560-2450 21.55
64401 LOCK AND KEYS

LOCK AND KEYS
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12/29/2011 12:31:00PM City of Hemet
Bank code : 001
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
139899 12/29/2011 82121 F M LOCK & KEY INC (Continued)
221-4200-2800 21.55
64868 LOCK AND KEYS
LOCK AND KEYS
110-3100-2351 8.62
64880 LOCK AND KEYS
LOCK AND KEYS
110-4250-2450 19.83
Total : 93.10
139900 12/29/2011 73590 FAIR HOUSING COUNCIL OF RIV CO 5 2011/2012 FAIR HOUSING SERVICES~
2012-000264 2011/2012 FAIR HOUSING SERVICES~
291-1925-2710 1,580.75
Total : 1,580.75
139901 12/29/2011 90497 FARMER BOYS PAGE PLAZA 49737 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 2,095.80
Total : 2,095.80
139902 12/29/2011 90498 FARWEST AC & HEATING 10556 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 53.34
Total : 53.34
139903 12/29/2011 78950 FECHNER, PAMELA JAN 2012 PYMT IN LIEU OF MEDICAL INS
PYMT IN LIEU OF MEDICAL INS
689-2150-2400 953.81
Total : 953.81
139904 12/29/2011 72447 FEDEX 7-720-66013 EXPRESS MAIL SERVICE
EXPRESS MAIL SERVICE
683-2200-2725 6.20
Total : 6.20
139905 12/29/2011 73431 FENCE CO, THE 50691 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
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12/29/2011 12:31:00PM City of Hemet
Bank code : 001
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
139905 12/29/2011 73431 FENCE CO, THE (Continued)
571-0835 61.71
Total : 61.71
139906 12/29/2011 74893 FERNANDEZ - STAPLES, IDA JAN 2012 PYMT IN LIEU OF CONTR MEDICAL INE
PYMT IN LIEU OF CONTR MEDICAL INE
689-2150-2400 161.82
Total : 161.82
139907 12/29/2011 75882 FIELDING, LAURA EDUCAT 12/14 EDUCATIONAL REIMBURSEMENT
EDUCATIONAL REIMBURSEMENT
110-3200-1400 2,000.00
Total : 2,000.00
139908 12/29/2011 74664 FIRE ENGINEERING 495422 PUBLICATIONS
PUBLICATIONS
110-3200-2220 29.00
495423 PUBLICATIONS
PUBLICATIONS
110-3200-2220 29.00
495424 PUBLICATIONS
PUBLICATIONS
110-3200-2220 29.00
495425 PUBLICATIONS
PUBLICATIONS
110-3200-2220 29.00
Total : 116.00
139909 12/29/2011 90499 FIVE STAR LIQUOR 50389 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 472.26
Total : 472.26
139910 12/29/2011 90471 FRANKE FAMILY TRUST 97644 REFUND 1925 W FLORIDA
REFUND 1925 W FLORIDA
571-0835 317.87
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Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
139910 12/29/2011 90471 90471 FRANKE FAMILY TRUST (Continued) Total : 317.87
139911 12/29/2011 90500 FRESH & EASY NEIGHBORHOOD MKT 55975 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 2,243.66
Total : 2,243.66
139912 12/29/2011 82635 FREY ASSOCIATES, LLC 10571 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 216.24
Total : 216.24
139913 12/29/2011 90472 GARCIA, DORA 94927 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 22.63
Total : 22.63
139914 12/29/2011 77842 GIGANDET, VINCENT JAN 2012 PAYMENT IN LIEU OF MEDICAL INS
PAYMENT IN LIEU OF MEDICAL INS
689-2150-2400 649.03
Total : 649.03
139915 12/29/2011 74479 GLENN, JOE JAN 2012 PYMT IN LIEU OF CONTR MEDICAL IN&
PYMT IN LIEU OF CONTR MEDICAL INE
689-2150-2400 555.04
Total : 555.04
139916 12/29/2011 69236 GOAR, M H 605 BACKFLOW TESTING AND REPAIR
BACKFLOW TESTING AND REPAIR
225-8250-2710 210.00
606 BACKFLOW TESTING AND REPAIR
BACKFLOW TESTING AND REPAIR
225-8250-2710 30.00
607 BACKFLOW TESTING AND REPAIR
BACKFLOW TESTING AND REPAIR
228-8265-2710 30.00
608 BACKFLOW TESTING AND REPAIR
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Bank code :

Voucher

001

Date Vendor

Invoice PO #

Description/Account

Amount

139916

139918

12/29/2011 69236 GOAR, M H

12/29/2011 74737 GOSCH FORD

(Continued)

609

610

611

612

613

111284

111472

111488

111502

111562

111568

BACKFLOW TESTING AND REPAIR
225-8250-2710
BACKFLOW TESTING AND REPAIR
BACKFLOW TESTING AND REPAIR
225-8250-2710
BACKFLOW TESTING AND REPAIR
BACKFLOW TESTING AND REPAIR
225-8250-2710
BACKFLOW TESTING AND REPAIR
BACKFLOW TESTING AND REPAIR
225-8250-2710
BACKFLOW TESTING AND REPAIR
BACKFLOW TESTING AND REPAIR
225-8250-2710
BACKFLOW TESTING AND REPAIR
BACKFLOW TESTING AND REPAIR
225-8250-2710

Total :

PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES

30.00

30.00

30.00

30.00

30.00

30.00
450.00

52.80

358.89

560.64

37.39

19.22
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Bank code :

Voucher

001

Date Vendor

Invoice

Description/Account

Amount

139918

12/29/2011 74737 GOSCH FORD

(Continued)

111595

111745

111776

111777

111789

111815

111817

111848

111864

111877

112058

PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350

122.82

14.58

54.54

499.45

188.00

60.72

13.90

158.98

2.61

294.50

34.58

35.48
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Bank code :

Voucher

001

Date Vendor

Invoice

PO #

Description/Account

Amount

139918

139919

139920

12/29/2011 74737 GOSCH FORD

12/29/2011 90501 GUARANTY BANK

12/29/2011 79452 H C | ENVIRONMENTAL & ENGIN

(Continued)

112108

112265

112285

112362

112382

112419

83289

14487

14511

14512

14513

2012-000314

2012-000314

2012-000314

PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350

Total :

REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835

Total :

VENDOR TO DISPOSE OF THE CITY'S
VENDOR TO DISPOSE OF THE CITY'S
553-4500-2400

VENDOR TO DISPOSE OF THE CITY'S
VENDOR TO DISPOSE OF THE CITY'S
553-4500-2400

VENDOR TO DISPOSE OF THE CITY'S
VENDOR TO DISPOSE OF THE CITY'S
5563-4500-2400

VENDOR TO DISPOSE OF THE CITY'S

147.98

231.73

373.55

126.96

338.18

38.88
3,766.38

47.94
47.94

91.30

1,428.83

2,774.30
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Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
139920 12/29/2011 79452 H C | ENVIRONMENTAL & ENGIN (Continued)
2012-000314 VENDOR TO DISPOSE OF THE CITY'S
553-4500-2400 13,253.96
Total : 17,548.39
139921 12/29/2011 77258 H D SUPPLY WATERWORKS LTD 4118493 FOR UNDERGROUND WATER SYSTEN
2012-000305 FOR UNDERGROUND WATER SYSTEN
571-9000-2450 715.23
4130484 FOR UNDERGROUND WATER SYSTENM
2012-000305 FOR UNDERGROUND WATER SYSTEN
571-9000-2450 1,340.42
Total : 2,055.65
139922 12/29/2011 82350 HALL, MICHAEL REQ 12/14 REIMB MEALS,FTO,RIVERSIDE,11/14-1
REIMB MEALS,FTO,RIVERSIDE,11/14-1
110-3100-2563 75.90
Total : 75.90
139923 12/29/2011 75359 HALTOM, LYNETTE JAN 2012 PYMT IN LIEU OF CONTR MEDICAL INE
PYMT IN LIEU OF CONTR MEDICAL INE
689-2150-2400 740.00
Total : 740.00
139924 12/29/2011 88517 HAMILTON AUTO REPAIR, INC 33873 EMISSION TESTING
EMISSION TESTING
684-4550-2350 39.75
33950 EMISSION TESTING
EMISSION TESTING
684-4550-2350 54.95
Total : 94.70
139925 12/29/2011 90502 HAMPTON INN & SUITES OF HEMET 51316 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 1,441.20
Total : 1,441.20
139926 12/29/2011 79661 HAMPTON, MARILYN JAN 2012 PYMT IN LIEU OF CONTR MEDICAL INE
Page: 29



vchlist Voucher List Page: 30
12/29/2011 12:31:00PM City of Hemet
Bank code : 001
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
139926 12/29/2011 79661 HAMPTON, MARILYN (Continued)
PYMT IN LIEU OF CONTR MEDICAL INE
689-2150-2400 664.00
Total : 664.00
139927 12/29/2011 86483 HANIGAN COMPANY, INC 242355 PRINTING
PRINTING
100-1400-2250 225.05
Total : 225.05
139928 12/29/2011 81246 HART'S AUTO SUPPLY 32244 AUTO PARTS
AUTO PARTS
684-4550-2350 953.91
Total : 953.91
139929 12/29/2011 90473 HARVEY, ELIZABETH 81517 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 64.50
Total : 64.50
139930 12/29/2011 80187 HAVLICK, KURT EDUCAT 11/07 EDUCATIONAL REIMBURSEMENT
EDUCATIONAL REIMBURSEMENT
110-3200-1400 152.00
EDUCAT 12/05 EDUCATIONAL REIMBURSEMENT
EDUCATIONAL REIMBURSEMENT
110-3200-1400 152.00
Total : 304.00
139931 12/29/2011 81931 HEADSETS.COM, INC 2369629 HEADSETS/BATTERIES
HEADSETS/BATTERIES
120-1700-2250 427.66
Total : 427.66
139932 12/29/2011 90503 HEAVEN SENT ESTATES SALES 96726 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 85.51
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Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
139932 12/29/2011 90503 90503 HEAVEN SENT ESTATES SALES (Continued) Total : 85.51
139933 12/29/2011 87875 HEMET 55 SP, LLC REQ 12/28 REIMB MYERS ST EXTENSION
REIMB MYERS ST EXTENSION
329-4130-5500 298,082.04
Total : 298,082.04
139934 12/29/2011 87875 HEMET 55 SP, LLC 89263 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 2,176.99
Total : 2,176.99
139935 12/29/2011 90504 HEMET CENTER FOR MEDICAL EXCEL 92737 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 292.85
Total : 292.85
139936 12/29/2011 90505 HEMET COVENANT GROUP 52782 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 527.65
Total : 527.65
139937 12/29/2011 90506 HEMET FOUR SEASONS ASSOC 47678 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 617.58
Total : 617.58
139938 12/29/2011 90507 HEMET IMMIGRATION & DIVORCE 10461 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 30.50
Total : 30.50
139939 12/29/2011 90508 HEMET TRANSMISSION, EDWARD MCKENZIE 79682 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 98.63
Total : 98.63
Page: 31



vchlist Voucher List Page: 32
12/29/2011 12:31:00PM City of Hemet
Bank code : 001
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice Description/Account Amount
139940 12/29/2011 81436 HEMET VALLEY BAPTIST CHURCH 10777 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 128.23
Total : 128.23
139941 12/29/2011 90509 HEMET VALLEY CENTER LLC 10385 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 313.73
10425 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 985.71
10842 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 176.57
Total : 1,476.01
139942 12/29/2011 72847 HEMET VALLEY MALL 10867 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 217.41
Total : 217.41
139943 12/29/2011 30607 HEMET VALLEY PIPE & SUPPLY 141341 IRRIGATION SUPPLIES
IRRIGATION SUPPLIES
254-4650-2450 243.01
141374 IRRIGATION SUPPLIES
IRRIGATION SUPPLIES
685-4560-2450 342.08
141396 IRRIGATION SUPPLIES
IRRIGATION SUPPLIES
685-4560-2450 3.81
141398 IRRIGATION SUPPLIES
IRRIGATION SUPPLIES
225-8250-2450 207.70
141453 IRRIGATION SUPPLIES
IRRIGATION SUPPLIES
225-8250-2450 319.69
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139943 12/29/2011 30607 HEMET VALLEY PIPE & SUPPLY (Continued)
141496 IRRIGATION SUPPLIES
IRRIGATION SUPPLIES
228-8265-2450 86.94
141500 IRRIGATION SUPPLIES
IRRIGATION SUPPLIES
228-8274-2450 99.69
Total : 1,302.92
139944 12/29/2011 30608 HEMET VALLEY TOOL 82601 SMALL TOOL SERVICE
SMALL TOOL SERVICE
684-4550-2350 2,286.99
Total : 2,286.99
139945 12/29/2011 90474 HERNANDEZ, ANTONIO 98296 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 4.70
Total : 4.70
139946 12/29/2011 82249 HORIZON HOME CENTER 81224 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 3542
Total : 35.42
139947 12/29/2011 90475 HUEREQUE, CORINA 92941 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 106.40
Total : 106.40
139948 12/29/2011 32981 ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST M & T BK Ben304326 DEFERRED COMP: Payment
DEFERRED COMP: Payment
750-2135 2,167.32
DEFERRED COMP PART TIME: Paymen
750-2135 747.31
DEFERRED COMP RETIREE MED: Payr
750-2135 13,585.77
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139948 12/29/2011 32981 32981 ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST M & T BK (Continued) Total : 16,500.40
139949 12/29/2011 90510 INLAND PHYSICIANS BILLING SERV 94467 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 21.99
Total : 21.99
139950 12/29/2011 33875 INTERNATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 18252 MEMBERSHIP, MCCOMAS
MEMBERSHIP, MCCOMAS
100-1300-2560 175.00
Total : 175.00
139951 12/29/2011 33881 INTERSTATE BATTERY SYSTEM, INC 33121360 VEHICLE BATTERIES
VEHICLE BATTERIES
684-4550-2350 1,168.16
Total : 1,168.16
139952 12/29/2011 78652 IRELAND, LAURA E REQ 12/06 REIMB EXP,CALPELRA,MONTEREY,11/
REIMB EXP,CALPELRA,MONTEREY,11/
100-1800-2550 44.00
Total : 44.00
139953 12/29/2011 90511 J & J'S CAFE 54423 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 104.69
Total : 104.69
139954 12/29/2011 90512 J E PRECISION 53158 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 37.94
Total : 37.94
139955 12/29/2011 90513 J S T REAL ESTATE SERVICES INC 49055 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT

REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 154.45
Total : 154.45
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139956 12/29/2011 87798 JAYCO INDUSTRIES, LLC 27561 CBU-8, TYPE 1 1570 SERIES WITH PED
2012-000394 CBU-8, TYPE 1 1570 SERIES WITH PED
686-4100-2710 1,060.00
2012-000394 INSTALLATION TO POUR AND SET COI
686-4100-2710 400.00
2012-000394 PEDESTAL BOLT COVER
686-4100-2710 45.00
Riverside County Sales Tax 02
686-4100-2710 85.64
Total : 1,590.64
139957 12/29/2011 90514 JEFFRIES, CHARLES & WENDY 10898 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 19.85
Total : 19.85
139958 12/29/2011 35500 JOHNSON MACHINERY CO SW030108566 PARTS AND SUPPLIES
PARTS AND SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 775.00
Total : 775.00
139959 12/29/2011 37290 KM E FIRE APPARATUS CA515241 FIRE TRUCK PARTS
FIRE TRUCK PARTS
684-4550-2350 187.12
CA515310 FIRE TRUCK PARTS
FIRE TRUCK PARTS
684-4550-2350 1,047.05
Total : 1,234.17
139960 12/29/2011 90515 K Z HOLDINGS 49228 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 446.62
Total : 446.62
139961 12/29/2011 30215 KENNY STRICKLAND INC 11045285 VEHICLE OIL
VEHICLE OIL
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139961 12/29/2011 30215 KENNY STRICKLAND INC (Continued)
684-4550-2350 707.68
Total : 707.68
139962 12/29/2011 81839 KIRBY AUTO I 10627 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 111.84
Total : 111.84
139963 12/29/2011 89839 KLEINFLEDER 738671 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
683-2200-2722 5,293.00
Total : 5,293.00
139964 12/29/2011 77970 KNOTEK, LAURIE REQ 12/19 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT
MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT
100-2073 16.15
MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT
391-8900-2550 57.38
Total : 73.53
139965 12/29/2011 89042 L A E ASSOCIATES, INC 11-71 SERVICES TO PROCESS 'SAFE ROUTE
2011-000384 SERVICES TO PROCESS 'SAFE ROUTE
329-5555-2710 712.50
Total : 712.50
139966 12/29/2011 71855 LAB SAFETY SUPPLY, INC 1018184688 SAFETY SUPPLIES
SAFETY SUPPLIES
110-3200-2850 45.69
Total : 45.69
139967 12/29/2011 38761 LAKE HEMET MUNICIPAL WATER DIS, CITY W/ 010100860 WATER CONSUMPTION
WATER CONSUMPTION
228-8274-2100 26.39
0502010211 WATER CONSUMPTION
WATER CONSUMPTION
225-8250-2100 21.91
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139967 12/29/2011 38761 38761 LAKE HEMET MUNICIPAL WATER DIS, CIT (Continued) Total : 48.30
139968 12/29/2011 90476 LEE, BRYANT 98442 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 322.00
Total : 322.00
139969 12/29/2011 90477 LI DRAZZAH, EARNEST 85366 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 18.78
Total : 18.78
139970 12/29/2011 90516 LOCKAWAY STORAGE 84867 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 134.08
Total : 134.08
139971 12/29/2011 88943 LONG, GLORIA Ben304336 WAGE ASSIGNMENT: Payment
WAGE ASSIGNMENT: Payment
750-2174 507.69
Total : 507.69
139972 12/29/2011 90248 M P S N PROPERTIES 97914 REFUND 714 E WHITTIER
REFUND 714 E WHITTIER
571-0835 236.33
Total : 236.33
139973 12/29/2011 79674 MATHESON TRI-GAS, INC 03633758 INDUSTRIAL GAS AS NEEDED THROU(
2011-000552 INDUSTRIAL GAS AS NEEDED THROU(
110-3200-2452 57.10
03633759 INDUSTRIAL GAS AS NEEDED THROU(
2011-000552 INDUSTRIAL GAS AS NEEDED THROU(
110-3200-2452 51.70
03633760 INDUSTRIAL GAS AS NEEDED THROU(
2011-000552 INDUSTRIAL GAS AS NEEDED THROU(
110-3200-2452 40.90
03633761 INDUSTRIAL GAS AS NEEDED THROU(
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139973 12/29/2011 79674 MATHESON TRI-GAS, INC (Continued)
2011-000552 INDUSTRIAL GAS AS NEEDED THROU(
110-3200-2452 46.30
Total : 196.00
139974 12/29/2011 75696 MCCALL'S METER SALES & SERVICE 10674 METERS AND METER SERVICE
METERS AND METER SERVICE
571-0835 126.45
Total : 126.45
139975 12/29/2011 88803 MEINEKE CAR CARE CENTER 028515 SMOG CHECKS
SMOG CHECKS
684-4550-2350 49.98
029607 SMOG CHECKS
SMOG CHECKS
684-4550-2350 35.00
Total : 84.98
139976 12/29/2011 90478 MEZA, LUZ 53963 REFUND REFUSE UTILITY ACCT
REFUND REFUSE UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 133.58
Total : 133.58
139977 12/29/2011 71731 MILLER & SONS 10782 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 96.28
Total : 96.28
139978 12/29/2011 89157 MODULAR SPACE CORP 748835814920 SISK BLGD/DELIVERY/BLOCK/LEVEL
SISK BLGD/DELIVERY/BLOCK/LEVEL
683-2200-2725 30.00
Total : 30.00
139979 12/29/2011 89750 MONTES, YADIRA Ben304330 WAGE ASSIGNMENT: Payment
WAGE ASSIGNMENT: Payment
750-2174 222.46
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139979 12/29/2011 89750 89750 MONTES, YADIRA (Continued) 222.46
139980 12/29/2011 90479 MORAIS, ANTONIO/ALMA 95200 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 102.51
102.51
139981 12/29/2011 90517 MOREAU PLUMBING 55326 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 149.26
149.26
139982 12/29/2011 78722 MOUNTAIN VIEW APTS INC 10339 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 1,072.48
1,072.48
139983 12/29/2011 89906 N K S MECHANICAL CONTRACTING 271 HVAC EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT ON
2011-000638 HVAC EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT ON
685-5558-5400 134,356.00
134,356.00
139986 12/29/2011 60450 NAPA AUTO PARTS 276932 AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
221-4200-2450 334.26
280774 AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 118.75
281451 AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 9.15
281670 AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 446.65
281716 AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 124.96
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139986

12/29/2011 60450 NAPA AUTO PARTS

(Continued)
281753

281826

281841

281864

281869

281900

281938

281970

281983

282101

282108

282191

AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES

79.62

102.87

65.24

18.92

4.05

2.35

15.47

45.24

0.42

46.85

39.86
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139986

12/29/2011 60450 NAPA AUTO PARTS

(Continued)

282231

282391

282441

283146

283359

283367

283489

283499

283620

283640

283655

283656

684-4550-2850
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
254-4600-2450
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
685-4560-2450
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES

192.87

5.38

47.39

-512.14

29.72

76.24

175.46

44.13

94.23

7.21

8.61

553.63
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139986

12/29/2011 60450 NAPA AUTO PARTS

(Continued)

283680

283702

283704

283780

283813

283897

284045

284235

284348

284690

284693

AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350

25.76

180.98

101.26

101.26

57.18

12.67

4.14

-450.24

16.37

84.45

103.52

143.05
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139986

12/29/2011 60450 NAPA AUTO PARTS

(Continued)
284748

284768

285016

285030

285196

285219

285220

285261

285265

285267

285274

285296

AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES

183.45

143.05

89.00

216.48

108.75

120.05

10.33

10.26

63.67

31.28

16.65
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139986 12/29/2011 60450 NAPA AUTO PARTS (Continued)
684-4550-2350 21.22
285306 AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 62.83
285315 AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 16.85
285362 AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 17.33
285364 AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 7.40
285394 AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 -421.73
285447 AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 28.98
285497 AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 99.99
285513 AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 52.37
285680 AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTO PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 39.06
Total : 3,475.06
139987 12/29/2011 86809 NAT GENIS TEAM INC 98558 REFUND 999 HILLCREST
REFUND 999 HILLCREST
571-0835 117.27
Total : 117.27
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139988 12/29/2011 71641 NATIONWIDE RETIREMENT SOLUTION Ben304328 DEFERRED COMPENSATION: Payment
DEFERRED COMPENSATION: Payment
750-2130 829.00
Total : 829.00
139989 12/29/2011 90518 NAZARIYAN, ANOUSHIRAVAN 96301 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 271.79
Total : 271.79
139990 12/29/2011 90480 NEGRON, WILLIAM E/DEBRA 8087 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 57.35
Total : 57.35
139991 12/29/2011 81491 NORTON IRON INC 95460 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 86.31
Total : 86.31
139992 12/29/2011 72291 OFFICE DEPOT 589604816001 OFFICE SUPPLIES
OFFICE SUPPLIES
110-3100-2253 172.38
589607486001 OFFICE SUPPLIES
OFFICE SUPPLIES
110-3100-2253 256.64
589778093001 OFFICE SUPPLIES
OFFICE SUPPLIES
236-3163-5400 10.66
Total : 439.68
139993 12/29/2011 86299 P C G PEPPERTREE LP 95461 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 124.94
Total : 124.94
139994 12/29/2011 90140 P H & S PRODUCTS LLC 614 SUPPLIES
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139994 12/29/2011 90140 P H & S PRODUCTS LLC (Continued)
SUPPLIES
110-3200-2452 420.00
SALES TAX DUE
100-2033 -32.55
Riverside County Sales Tax 02
110-3200-2452 32.55
Total : 420.00
139995 12/29/2011 82115 PACKHAM & TOOMEY INC 0120611 UST INSPECTION/REPAIRS
UST INSPECTION/REPAIRS
685-4560-2400 250.00
Total : 250.00
139996 12/29/2011 90481 PARSONS, MARSHALL 98580 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 267.26
Total : 267.26
139997 12/29/2011 90520 PARTNERS PEST CONTROL INC 15916 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 125.68
Total : 125.68
139998 12/29/2011 90521 PEDIATRIC PARTNERS 94999 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 86.61
Total : 86.61
139999 12/29/2011 90522 PETCO 01140 50832 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 1,006.87
Total : 1,006.87
140000 12/29/2011 77237 PINS & NEEDLES EMBROIDERY 8187 SHIRTS/HATS/PATCHES EMBROIDERY
SHIRTS/HATS/PATCHES EMBROIDERY
110-4250-2450 59.26
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140000 12/29/2011 77237 PINS & NEEDLES EMBROIDERY (Continued)
SHIRTS/HATS/PATCHES EMBROIDERY
228-8265-2450 59.26
SHIRTS/HATS/PATCHES EMBROIDERY
225-8250-2450 59.27
Total : 177.79
140001 12/29/2011 51796 PIP PRINTING #875 120516 COPYING & PRINTING SERVICE
COPYING & PRINTING SERVICE
110-3100-2717 333.42
120565 COPYING & PRINTING SERVICE
COPYING & PRINTING SERVICE
100-1300-2710 58.61
120569 COPYING & PRINTING SERVICE
COPYING & PRINTING SERVICE
100-1400-2250 33.80
120575 COPYING & PRINTING SERVICE
COPYING & PRINTING SERVICE
100-1200-2250 16.50
120587 COPYING & PRINTING SERVICE
COPYING & PRINTING SERVICE
686-4100-2250 96.32
120608 COPYING & PRINTING SERVICE
COPYING & PRINTING SERVICE
110-3100-2717 139.76
120645 COPYING & PRINTING SERVICE
COPYING & PRINTING SERVICE
571-9000-2220 109.60
Total : 788.01
140002 12/29/2011 90523 POP'S COUNTRY CAFE 94669 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 86.90
Total : 86.90
140003 12/29/2011 70826 POST AND PARCEL PLUS 77408 PACKAGING/MAILING SERVICE
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140003 12/29/2011 70826 POST AND PARCEL PLUS (Continued)
PACKAGING/MAILING SERVICE
254-4650-2250 15.22
77410 PACKAGING/MAILING SERVICE
PACKAGING/MAILING SERVICE
254-4650-2250 15.22
79631 PACKAGING/MAILING SERVICE
PACKAGING/MAILING SERVICE
110-3225-2250 30.98
79632 PACKAGING/MAILING SERVICE
PACKAGING/MAILING SERVICE
110-3200-2250 15.98
80113 PACKAGING/MAILING SERVICE
PACKAGING/MAILING SERVICE
254-4600-2255 19.31
Total : 96.71
140004 12/29/2011 67650 POWER PLAN OIB P32773 PARTS & SUPPLIES
PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 124.75
Total : 124.75
140005 12/29/2011 76528 POWERHOUSE GYM OF SAN JACINTO NOV 2011 ANNUAL EMPLOYEE GYM MEMBERHIF
2012-000319 ANNUAL EMPLOYEE GYM MEMBERHIF
681-2350-2710 310.00
Total : 310.00
140006 12/29/2011 86760 PRIORITY MAILING SYSTEMS INC 207215 POSTAGE MACHINE SUPPLIES
POSTAGE MACHINE SUPPLIES
254-4600-2250 48.72
POSTAGE MACHINE SUPPLIES
254-4650-2250 54.81
POSTAGE MACHINE SUPPLIES
553-4500-2250 121.80
POSTAGE MACHINE SUPPLIES
571-9000-2250 106.58
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140006 12/29/2011 86760 86760 PRIORITY MAILING SYSTEMS INC (Continued) Total : 331.91
140007 12/29/2011 79081 PRO INET 3867 CELLULAR PHONE ACCESSORIES
CELLULAR PHONE ACCESSORIES
225-8250-2200 24.76
3878 CELLULAR PHONE ACCESSORIES
CELLULAR PHONE ACCESSORIES
221-4200-2450 32.30
3901 CELLULAR PHONE ACCESSORIES
CELLULAR PHONE ACCESSORIES
221-4200-2450 26.93
Total : 83.99
140008 12/29/2011 82697 PROGRESSIVE SOLUTIONS INC 36356 CASH REGISTER SUPPLIES
2011-000483 INTERNET UTILITY PAYMENT SERVICE
254-4600-2400 382.50
2011-000483 INTERNET UTILITY PAYMENT SERVICE
254-4650-2400 382.50
2011-000483 INTERNET UTILITY PAYMENT SERVICE
553-4500-2400 697.50
2011-000483 INTERNET UTILITY PAYMENT SERVICE
571-9000-3613 787.50
Total : 2,250.00
140009 12/29/2011 53359 PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SY Ben304324 PERS SERV CRDT-TAX DEF: Payment
PERS SERV CRDT-TAX DEF: Payment
750-2120 7,856.41
EPMC: Payment
750-2120 789.64
PENSION: Payment
750-2120 248,622.09
SURVIVOR BENEFITS-PERS MISC: Pay
750-2120 150.66
SURVIVOR BENEFITS-PERS SAFETY: F
750-2120 100.44

P.E.R.S. PENSION
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140009 12/29/2011 53359 PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SY (Continued)
100-1400-1400 -1.09
Total : 257,518.15
140010 12/29/2011 85382 PULTE HOMES 53942 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 10,529.66
Total : 10,529.66
140011 12/29/2011 87188 PURCELL, DAVID REQ 12/14 REIMB MEALS,RADICAL,SB,11/21-23
REIMB MEALS,RADICAL,SB,11/21-23
110-3100-2563 89.49
Total : 89.49
140012 12/29/2011 53916 QUINN, DAVID TRAVEL ADVANCE,SLI,SACRAMENTO,1/19-21
ADVANCE,SLI,SACRAMENTO,1/19-21
236-3163-2560 150.00
Total : 150.00
140013 12/29/2011 90524 RAMKO MFG INC 90585 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 454.18
Total : 454.18
140014 12/29/2011 90017 RAMONA AUTO BODY 95007 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 372.37
Total : 372.37
140015 12/29/2011 90482 RAMOS, RICHARD/SONG 10112 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 164.14
Total : 164.14
140016 12/29/2011 90525 RANCHO VET FEED SUPPLY 53850 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 376.69
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140016 12/29/2011 90525 90525 RANCHO VET FEED SUPPLY (Continued) Total : 376.69
140017 12/29/2011 76779 RANDOM HOUSE, INC 1082846520 AUDIO BOOKS
AUDIO BOOKS
363-6100-2226 34.44
Total : 34.44
140018 12/29/2011 70740 RECORDED BOOKS, LLC 74449220 BOOKS
BOOKS
363-6100-2226 87.54
74460958 BOOKS
BOOKS
363-6100-2226 149.52
Total : 237.06
140019 12/29/2011 90323 RESCUE RESPONSE GEAR INC 26542B-103 NEW ENGLAND 1/2: 12.5MM KM-III STA
2012-000369 NEW ENGLAND 1/2: 12.5MM KM-III STA
110-3200-2850 1,152.80
Riverside County Sales Tax 02
110-3200-2850 89.34
Total : 1,242.14
140020 12/29/2011 90483 RESTORICK, DALE/MARCELLA 684 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 223.75
Total : 223.75
140021 12/29/2011 86575 RIVER SPRINGS CHARTER SCHOOL 52675 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 121.96
Total : 121.96
140022 12/29/2011 77562 RIVERSIDE TRANSIT AGENCY 10845 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 159.93
Total : 159.93
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140023 12/29/2011 90526 ROD'S AUTOMOTIVE REPAIR 10909 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 68.61
Total : 68.61
140024 12/29/2011 69252 ROSENOW SPEVACEK GROUP, INC 0027376 CONSULTANT SHALL ASSIST WITH: ~
2011-000553 CONSULTANT SHALL ASSIST WITH: ~
391-8905-2710 520.00
0027495 CONSULTANT SHALL ASSIST WITH: ~
2011-000553 CONSULTANT SHALL ASSIST WITH: ~
391-8905-2710 160.00
Total : 680.00
140025 12/29/2011 84657 ROSS STORES INC #485 52444 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 257.42
Total : 257.42
140026 12/29/2011 88322 SP S S MINVESTMENTS 98726 REFUND 368 GARDENIA CIR
REFUND 368 GARDENIA CIR
571-0835 112.60
Total : 112.60
140027 12/29/2011 76472 SALVATION ARMY, THE 10679 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 321.66
Total : 321.66
140028 12/29/2011 80043 SARKIS, NADER 53851 FEE REFUND
FEE REFUND
571-0835 136.40
Total : 136.40
140029 12/29/2011 73779 SEARL PRINTING AND PROMOTIONS 6411 PRINTING SERVICES
PRINTING SERVICES
110-3100-2717 293.63
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140029 12/29/2011 73779 73779 SEARL PRINTING AND PROMOTIONS (Continued) Total : 293.63
140030 12/29/2011 90527 SEARS HOLDINGS SPEC OPS 55432 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 821.27
Total : 821.27
140031 12/29/2011 86224 SEHI COMPUTER PRODUCTS INC 34487 PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
100-1800-2250 724.08
76533 E2510-24 SWITCH ~
2012-000399 E2510-24 SWITCH ~
237-3164-5400 590.00
2012-000399 HP LASERJET P4014N PRINTER~
237-3164-5400 3,280.00
Riverside County Sales Tax 02
237-3164-5400 299.93
76745 PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
100-1200-2250 342.73
76746 PARTS/SUPPLIES
PARTS/SUPPLIES
100-1200-2250 327.10
Total : 5,563.84
140032 12/29/2011 87680 SENIOR HOME REPAIR INC 1580 CDBG REIMBURSEMENT
CDBG REIMBURSEMENT
240-3947-2400 540.70
1581 CDBG REIMBURSEMENT
CDBG REIMBURSEMENT
240-3947-2400 781.16
Total : 1,321.86
140033 12/29/2011 70507 SERNA, FRANK JAN 2012 PYMT IN LIEU OF MEDICAL INSURANC
PYMT IN LIEU OF MEDICAL INSURANC
689-2150-2400 282.00
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140033 12/29/2011 70507 70507 SERNA, FRANK (Continued) Total : 282.00
140034 12/29/2011 90484 SETTERSTROM, CAROL/RANDY 7089 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 9.52
Total : 9.52
140035 12/29/2011 90485 SLAUGHTER, DIANE 95451 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 114.26
Total : 114.26
140036 12/29/2011 90528 SLEEP PROZZZ LLC 82614 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 23.91
Total : 23.91
140037 12/29/2011 58450 SMART & FINAL 143716 FOOD & JANITORIAL SUPPLIES
FOOD & JANITORIAL SUPPLIES
100-1400-2250 103.58
143789 FOOD & JANITORIAL SUPPLIES
FOOD & JANITORIAL SUPPLIES
110-3100-2801 66.71
145188 FOOD & JANITORIAL SUPPLIES
FOOD & JANITORIAL SUPPLIES
110-3100-2801 120.86
Total : 291.15
140038 12/29/2011 59300 SOCO GROUP, INC, THE 630978 FUEL & OIL
FUEL & OIL
110-3200-2623 1,211.69
Total : 1,211.69
140039 12/29/2011 90529 SOLERA DIAMOND VALLEY COMM 81507 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 168.33
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140039 12/29/2011 90529 90529 SOLERA DIAMOND VALLEY COMM (Continued) Total : 168.33
140040 12/29/2011 90530 SONIC DRIVE-IN 5880 83382 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 634.81
Total : 634.81
140041 12/29/2011 87683 SOUTH WEST PUMP & DRILLING INC 48976 WATER WELL REHABILITATION
WATER WELL REHABILITATION
571-0835 40.89
Total : 40.89
140045 12/29/2011 59145 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON 2199065228 ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
254-4650-2100 292.79
2231716911 ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100 120.53
2232323113 ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
110-3100-2805 113.53
2232323139 ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
685-4560-2100 14,134.76
ELECTRIC BILLS
221-4200-2100 62.33
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100 152.08
2235084910 ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
221-4200-2100 183.05
2235086006 ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100 26.92
2240096164 ELECTRIC BILLS

ELECTRIC BILLS
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001

Date Vendor

Invoice

PO #
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Amount

140045

12/29/2011 59145 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON

(Continued)

2242079879

2243303104

2243333796

2244447082

2245098009

2247597602

2248014235

2248025389

2248156309

2252086566

2253747133

2253913719

571-9000-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
221-4200-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
680-3500-2450
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
221-4200-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2400
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
391-8900-2400
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
110-4250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS

2,120.15

45.63

1.32

62.25

54.13

48.85

21.99

18.78

113.88

53.25

82.26

415.24
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001

Date Vendor

Invoice

PO #

Description/Account

Amount

140045

12/29/2011 59145 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON

(Continued)

2257276675

2257302521

2257685701

2259119022

2260026125

2265812206

2266176320

2270491533

2273586594

2275372696

2275726461

ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
227-8264-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
685-4560-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
685-4560-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
221-4200-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
685-4560-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
228-8265-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS

39.18

164.13

24.72

25.81

121.41

969.89

31.10

14.54

35.50

58.58

2413

287.16
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Bank code :

Voucher

001

Date Vendor

Invoice

PO #

Description/Account

Amount

140045

12/29/2011 59145 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON

(Continued)

2277162525

2277863965

2278300660

2278300777

2278648761

2278648845

2278648936

2279079552

2279880348

2280588955

ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
221-4200-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
221-4200-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
227-8265-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
228-8265-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
221-4200-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS

107.43

81.79

18.97

28.88

91.29

41.43

157.25

24.19

49.55

66.03

21.99

45.31
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Bank code :

Voucher

001

Date Vendor

Invoice

PO #

Description/Account

Amount

140045

12/29/2011 59145 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON

(Continued)

2281016899

2286669254

2288075039

2290866136

2291251585

2291251817

2292708153

2296238678

2299137406

2304560741

221-4200-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
571-9000-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
685-4560-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
228-8273-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
227-8273-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
227-8270-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
228-8270-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
228-8276-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS

34.24

5,703.68

18.52

567.78

69.69

46.09

43.48

2419

38.40

35.80

409.72

25.23

127.24
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Bank code :
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001

Date Vendor

Invoice

PO #

Description/Account

Amount

140045

12/29/2011 59145 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON

(Continued)

2304888399

2304888894

2304889058

2304889140

2305076069

2306028077

2308760859

2308781749

2312418106

2316493188

2316667070

ELECTRIC BILLS
228-8277-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
227-8277-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
221-4200-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
221-4200-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
227-8280-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS

69.10

127.84

18.78

41.85

28.43

56.59

232.74

108.90

41.68

32.08

41.46

22.36
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Bank code :

Voucher

001

Date Vendor

Invoice

PO #

Description/Account

Amount

140045

12/29/2011 59145 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON

(Continued)

2321393449

2325365161

2326413903

2330239757

2332838028

2333326700

2333964872

ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
227-8280-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
227-8284-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
227-8280-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
227-8292-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
221-4200-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
228-8292-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
227-8283-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
228-8283-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
221-4200-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
227-8276-2100
ELECTRIC BILLS

42.44

116.91

214.90

2542

282.24

55.74

65.06

93.30

57.28

22.40

41.49

237.39

44.25
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140045 12/29/2011 59145 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON (Continued)
221-4200-2100 44 .59
2334519717 ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
227-8271-2100 161.18
ELECTRIC BILLS
228-8271-2100 81.62
2337297485 ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
225-8250-2100 18.97
2341527042 ELECTRIC BILLS
ELECTRIC BILLS
227-8289-2100 24.72
Total : 30,249.75
140046 12/29/2011 59150 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS CO 16265395737 MONTHLY GAS BILLS
MONTHLY GAS BILLS
685-4560-2100 33.63
Total : 33.63
140047 12/29/2011 87418 STARLITE MANAGEMENT 95138 REFUND 1380 W WHITTIER
REFUND 1380 W WHITTIER
571-0835 287.93
Total : 287.93
140048 12/29/2011 90486 STEPHENSON, TANYA/ELDON 98671 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 78.70
Total : 78.70
140049 12/29/2011 61002 SWAIN'S ELECTRIC MOTOR SERVICE 6233 ELECTRIC MOTOR SERVICE
ELECTRIC MOTOR SERVICE
228-8268-2450 1,719.35
6234 ELECTRIC MOTOR SERVICE
ELECTRIC MOTOR SERVICE
685-4560-2460 1,340.60
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140049 12/29/2011 61002 61002 SWAIN'S ELECTRIC MOTOR SERVICE (Continued) Total : 3,059.95
140050 12/29/2011 88075 T SPATES ASSOCIATED 1211 CONTRACT SERVICES
CONTRACT SERVICES
110-3100-2712 720.00
Total : 720.00
140051 12/29/2011 87764 T W TELECOM 308754 PHONE/INTERNET SERVICES
PHONE/INTERNET SERVICES
680-1930-2200 2,672.04
310761 PHONE/INTERNET SERVICES
PHONE/INTERNET SERVICES
110-2080 2,941.02
Total : 5,613.06
140052 12/29/2011 90531 TERRA LINDA RV STORAGE 10733 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 164.55
Total : 164.55
140053 12/29/2011 61800 TIERRA WEST COMMERCIAL 98063 APPRAISAL SERVICES
APPRAISAL SERVICES
571-0835 952.69
Total : 952.69
140054 12/29/2011 79809 TIME WARNER CABLE 53853 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 511.96
53854 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 1,024.69
Total : 1,536.65
140055 12/29/2011 79809 TIME WARNER CABLE 0480104956 POWER LINK SERVICE
POWER LINK SERVICE
110-3100-2403 194.55
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140055 12/29/2011 79809 79809 TIME WARNER CABLE (Continued) Total : 194.55
140056 12/29/2011 69590 TIRES WAREHOUSE OF HEMET 10775 ~
2012-000360 ~
684-4550-2350 1,495.99
10782 FOR TIRES, TUBES & SERVICE ~
2012-000360 FOR TIRES, TUBES & SERVICE ~
684-4550-2350 287.25
Total : 1,783.24
140057 12/29/2011 69589 TOP-LINE INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS 317935 AUTOMOTIVE PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTOMOTIVE PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 122.00
318248 AUTOMOTIVE PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTOMOTIVE PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 98.31
318482 AUTOMOTIVE PARTS & SUPPLIES
AUTOMOTIVE PARTS & SUPPLIES
684-4550-2350 33.40
Total : 253.71
140058 12/29/2011 76386 U S A BLUE BOOK 547713 PARTS & SUPPLIES
PARTS & SUPPLIES
571-9000-2720 137.01
549114 PARTS & SUPPLIES
PARTS & SUPPLIES
254-4600-2450 1,131.32
554236 PARTS & SUPPLIES
PARTS & SUPPLIES
254-4600-2450 715.84
555055 PARTS & SUPPLIES
PARTS & SUPPLIES
571-9000-2450 963.96
Total : 2,948.13
140059 12/29/2011 71525 U S A MOBILITY WIRELESS INC 0184550-2 PAGING RENTAL/SERVICES
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140059 12/29/2011 71525 U S A MOBILITY WIRELESS INC (Continued)
PAGING RENTAL/SERVICES
553-4500-2400 292.83
Total : 292.83
140060 12/29/2011 90532 U S A SMOG & AUTOMOTIVE 86504 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 24.39
Total : 24.39
140061 12/29/2011 90533 ULTRALIGHT STORE, THE 10319 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 165.19
Total : 165.19
140062 12/29/2011 89813 UNITED STUDENT AID FUNDS Ben304334 WAGE ASSIGNMENT: Payment
WAGE ASSIGNMENT: Payment
750-2174 12.16
Total : 12.16
140063 12/29/2011 79159 VALLEY CHRONICLE, THE 1328 SUBSCRIPTIONS/ADVERTISEMENTS
SUBSCRIPTIONS/ADVERTISEMENTS
110-3225-2220 138.60
Total : 138.60
140064 12/29/2011 84901 VALLEY GOLF 79834 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 29.72
Total : 29.72
140065 12/29/2011 65266 VALLEY STEEL & WELDING 11478 PARTS & SUPPLIES
PARTS & SUPPLIES
221-4200-2450 85.12
Total : 85.12
140066 12/29/2011 70903 VALLEY WIDE RECREATION & PARK JUL-SEP 2011 CDBG REIMBURSEMENT
CDBG REIMBURSEMENT
Page: 65



vchlist Voucher List Page: 66
12/29/2011 12:31:00PM City of Hemet
Bank code : 001
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
140066 12/29/2011 70903 VALLEY WIDE RECREATION & PARK (Continued)
240-3972-2400 7,216.33
Total : 7,216.33
140067 12/29/2011 88468 VANGUARD FINANCIAL GROUP INC 90012 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 204.31
Total : 204.31
140068 12/29/2011 70240 VERIZON BUSINESS 05567065 LONG DISTANCE PHONE SERVICE
LONG DISTANCE PHONE SERVICE
680-1930-2200 21.13
05567066 LONG DISTANCE PHONE SERVICE
LONG DISTANCE PHONE SERVICE
680-1930-2200 27.37
Total : 48.50
140069 12/29/2011 26850 VERIZON CALIFORNIA 7651564 PHONE BILLS
PHONE BILLS
680-1930-2200 43.45
9270573 PHONE BILLS
PHONE BILLS
680-1930-2200 96.12
9298076 PHONE BILLS
PHONE BILLS
680-1930-2200 170.15
9299725 PHONE BILLS
PHONE BILLS
680-1930-2200 159.30
DWO00093 PHONE BILLS
PHONE BILLS
680-1930-2200 219.13
PL28636 PHONE BILLS
PHONE BILLS
680-1930-2200 43.60
QE05475 PHONE BILLS
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140069 12/29/2011 26850 VERIZON CALIFORNIA (Continued)
PHONE BILLS
110-3100-2201 209.65
RT01594 PHONE BILLS
PHONE BILLS
680-1930-2200 39.69
UHO01507 PHONE BILLS
PHONE BILLS
110-3100-2201 203.16
Total : 1,184.25
140070 12/29/2011 80404 VERIZON WIRELESS 371868188 CELL PHONES/AIR CARDS
CELL PHONES/AIR CARDS
110-3100-2203 2,266.48
371888385 CELL PHONES/AIR CARDS
CELL PHONES/AIR CARDS
110-3200-2200 39.32
Total : 2,305.80
140071 12/29/2011 90487 VERNON, ANDRE/FRANCES 88287 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCT
571-0835 46.68
Total : 46.68
140072 12/29/2011 90534 VILLA DE MADRID 93297 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 20.90
Total : 20.90
140073 12/29/2011 80956 VOYAGER 86912-3901 CNG FUEL
CNG FUEL
221-4200-2623 225.13
CNG FUEL
254-4400-2623 177.84
CNG FUEL
553-4500-2623 16,185.84

Page: 67



vchlist Voucher List Page: 68
12/29/2011 12:31:00PM City of Hemet
Bank code : 001
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140073 12/29/2011 80956 VOYAGER (Continued)
CNG FUEL
684-4550-2623 122.77
CNG FUEL
110-3100-2623 165.05
Total : 16,876.63
140074 12/29/2011 79088 WENTWORTH SELF STORAGE 10851 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 117.44
Total : 117.44
140075 12/29/2011 90257 WESLEY GP 98741 REFUND 633 S HARVARD
REFUND 633 S HARVARD
571-0835 235.08
Total : 235.08
140076 12/29/2011 89895 WESOLOSKI, THOMAS/MARLENE 98753 REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCOUNT
REFUND CLOSED UTILITY ACCOUNT
571-0835 223.00
Total : 223.00
140077 12/29/2011 86381 WEST COAST LIGHTS & SIRENS INC 5557 CUSTOM FABRICATED PARTS
CUSTOM FABRICATED PARTS
684-4550-2350 62.45
Total : 62.45
140078 12/29/2011 79158 WEST PAYMENT CENTER 824006886 PUBLICATIONS
PUBLICATIONS
110-3100-2402 577.50
Total : 577.50
140079 12/29/2011 76234 WESTERN FIRE CO 120611CHSCA FIRE SPRINKLER/EXTINGUSHER SVC
FIRE SPRINKLER/EXTINGUSHER SVC
685-4560-2400 398.47
Total : 398.47
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140080 12/29/2011 90535 WESTLAND MEDICAL CORP 97442 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 50.82
Total : 50.82
140081 12/29/2011 78103 WHITE HOUSE SANITATION 130082 PORTABLE SANITATION SERVICE
PORTABLE SANITATION SERVICE
110-4250-2400 225.00
144158 PORTABLE SANITATION SERVICE
PORTABLE SANITATION SERVICE
228-8265-2400 61.16
Total : 286.16
140082 12/29/2011 89017 WINSTON PLAZA 92598 REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
REFUND CLOSED REFUSE ACCT
571-0835 834.73
Total : 834.73
140083 12/29/2011 89777 Y M C A OF RIVERSIDE CITY JAN 2012 FACILITY OPERATION MANAGEMENT ¢
2012-000019 FACILITY OPERATION MANAGEMENT ¢
110-7400-2710 20,833.00
Total : 20,833.00
261 Vouchers for bank code : 001 Bank total : 1,254,069.38
261 Vouchers in this report Total vouchers : 1,254,069.38
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Bank code : 001

Voucher Date Vendor

Invoice

PO #

Description/Account

Amount

I, Rita Conrad, do hereby certify under penalty

of perjury, that the materials have been furnished, the
services rendered, or the labor performed as described
herein, and that the claim is a just, due and unpaid
obligation against the City of Hemet, and that | am
authorized to authenticate and certify to said claim.
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Bank code : 001
Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
2826 12/5/2011 18623 HEMET, CITY OF EMPLOYEE 2826 EMPLOYEE BENEFIT PLAN
EMPLOYEE BENEFIT PLAN
682-2150-2500 33,242.36
EMPLOYEE BENEFIT PLAN
689-2150-2500 17,536.22
EMPLOYEE BENEFIT PLAN
689-2150-2400 1,827.91
Total : 52,606.49
2827 12/9/2011 23010 EASTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DIST, CITY WAT 2827 CITY OF HEMET WATER ACCOUNTS
CITY OF HEMET WATER ACCOUNTS
254-2022 250,904.91
CITY OF HEMET WATER ACCOUNTS
254-0658 -48,765.64
CITY OF HEMET WATER ACCOUNTS
254-0657 -31,006.80
CITY OF HEMET WATER ACCOUNTS
553-0658 -150,660.32
CITY OF HEMET WATER ACCOUNTS
254-0658 -348.00
Total : 20,124.15
2828 12/14/2011 79372 PAYROLL WIRE TRANSFER WE 12/11/11 ELECTRONIC FUNDS TRANSFER
ELECTRONIC FUNDS TRANSFER
750-1100 666,028.33
Total : 666,028.33
2829 12/14/2011 24274 ELECTRONIC FDRL TAX PYMNT SYS WE 12/11/11 FEDERAL TAX DEDUCTIONS
FEDERAL TAX DEDUCTIONS
750-2110 112,051.98
Total : 112,051.98
2830 12/14/2011 69112 EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT DEPT WE 12/11/11 STATE TAXES
STATE TAXES
750-2115 28,695.33
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Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
2830 12/14/2011 69112 69112 EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT DEPT (Continued) Total : 28,695.33
2831 12/14/2011 87047 TOTAL ADMINISTRATIVE SERV CORP WE 12/11/11 FLEX SPENDING ACCOUNTS-CONTRIE
FLEX SPENDING ACCOUNTS-CONTRIE
750-2185 2,312.74
Total : 2,312.74
2832 12/14/2011 84857 CA STATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT, ELECTRONI( WE 12/11/11 CHILD SUPPORT GARNISHMENTS
CHILD SUPPORT GARNISHMENTS
750-2174 3,644.10
Total : 3,644.10
2833 12/21/2011 90538 WESTERN RESOURCES TITLE CO 2833 DAP M CULVERSON 856 ZEPHYR CIR
DAP M CULVERSON 856 ZEPHYR CIR
247-1908-2710 5,000.00
Total : 5,000.00
2834 12/22/2011 88557 FIRST AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY 2834 DAP FOR NSP FAGALY 415 S GILBERT
DAP FOR NSP FAGALY 415 S GILBERT
247-1908-2710 5,000.00
Total : 5,000.00
2835 12/22/2011 88557 FIRST AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY 2835 NSP PROP 576 E WRIGHT ST
NSP PROP 576 E WRIGHT ST
247-1905-2710 57,375.00
Total : 57,375.00
2836 12/28/2011 79372 PAYROLL WIRE TRANSFER WE 12/25/11 ELECTRONIC FUNDS TRANSFER
ELECTRONIC FUNDS TRANSFER
750-1100 605,587.40
Total : 605,587.40
2837 12/28/2011 24274 ELECTRONIC FDRL TAX PYMNT SYS WE 12/25/11 FEDERAL TAX DEDUCTIONS
FEDERAL TAX DEDUCTIONS
750-2110 106,284.70
Total : 106,284.70
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Voucher Date Vendor Invoice PO # Description/Account Amount
2838 12/28/2011 69112 EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT DEPT WE 12/25/11 STATE TAXES
STATE TAXES
750-2115 27,239.69
Total : 27,239.69
2839 12/28/2011 84857 CA STATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT, ELECTRONI( WE 12/25/11 CHILD SUPPORT GARNISHMENTS
CHILD SUPPORT GARNISHMENTS
750-2174 1,594.23
Total : 1,594.23
57461 12/19/2011 90536 DICKENSON, JOY REQ 121911 GTF REWARD
GTF REWARD
231-3150-1100 10,000.00
Total : 10,000.00
15 Vouchers for bank code : 001 Bank total : 1,703,544.14
15 Vouchers in this report Total vouchers : 1,703,544.14

I, Rita Conrad, do hereby certify under penalty

of perjury, that the materials have been furnished, the
services rendered, or the labor performed as described
herein, and that the claim is a just, due and unpaid
obligation against the City of Hemet, and that | am
authorized to authenticate and certify to said claim.
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AGENDAE 1]

Staff Report

TO: Honorable Mayor and members of the City Council
FROM: Judith L. Oltman, City Treasurer

DATE: January 24, 2012

RE: Investment Portfolio as of October 2011

Recommendation:

Receive and file.

Analysis:
The summary statement of activity and balances of the Treasurer’s Investment Portfolio for

the month of October 2011, is forwarded herewith for your review. On 10/12/11 we
purchased two Bank of the West 5 year negotiable CDs #s3144 & 3145 for $249,000 at
1.75% each. On 10/20/11 we purchased a 5 year/3 month call FHLB # 2233 step up for
$500,000 at 1.125% and on 10/26/11 we purchased a 5 year/1year call FNMA #2234 step
up for $500,000 at 1.0%. On 10/28/11 our FHLB #2232 was called and on 10/29/11 our
FNMA #2215 was called.

| hereby certify that this report accurately reflects all City of Hemet and Hemet
Redevelopment Agency pooled investments and is in conformity with the investment policy
of the City of Hemet and that a copy hereof is on file in the office of the City Clerk. Our third
party custodial bank, Union Bank, has provided us with the monthly market values.

It is further certified that there is sufficient liquidity to meet the next six months’ estimated
day-to-day operational expenses.

Respectfully Submitied,

et elA Y e
Judith L. Oltman
City Treasurer

attachmeni



CITY OF HEMET, CALIFORNIA
Monthly Report of Investment Activities

OCTOBER 2011
INVESTMENT MONTHLY CONSOLIDATED
CLASSIFICATIONS ACTIVITY BALANCE
PORTFOLIO AS OF September 2011 58,534,647.28
CERTIFICATES OF DEPOSIT
Placed this month 498,000,00
Matured this month
Balance 5,848,000.0¢
LOCAL AGENCY INVESTMENT FUND: City of Hemet
Deposits 27,700,186
Withdrawals
Balance £8,918,083.41
[COCAL AGENCY INVESTMENT #FUND: City of Hemet RDA
Deposits 5,449,82
Withdrawalg
Balance 5,037,822.02
UNION BANK: Money Market Account
Deposits 1,00%,484.88
Wilhdrawals -1,507,474.35
Balance 2,919,782.78
CiTIBANK: Money Market Account
Deposits 4,042,482.68
Withdrawais =700,000.00
Balance 6,253,315.69
CITIBANK: Meney Market Account 3
Deposits 4,403,815.69
Withdrawals -500.000.00
Balance 8,608,132.27
HUSD CONSTRUCGTION BONDS
Deposits
Withdrawals
Balance 2,000,000.00
LAKE HEMET MUNICIPAL WATER BONDS
Deposits
Withdrawais
Balance 140,000.00
GOVERNMENT AGENCIES
2184 4.00% FHLE 12/2/13 500,600.00
2196 2.375% FHLB 1/27/14 500,600.00
2197 2.27% FHLB 2/24M4 500,000.00
2209 2.00% FNMA 5/28/15 500,000.00
2215 1.25% FNMA 10/29/15 -500,0600.00
2247 1.30% FHLB 9/23/14 500,000.00]
2222 2,0% FHLMC 5/25/16 500,000.00
2223 2.0% FHLMD 6/29/16 500,000.00
2224 2.0% FHLMC 6129116 500,000.00
2225 1.25% FHLB 6/30/16 560,000.00
2228 2.3% FHLMC 7/20/16 560,000.00
2229 2.125% FNMA 7/221M6 560,000.00
2231 2.375% FNMA 712716 500,800.00
2232 2.0% FHLB 7/28M16 +500,000.00
2233 1.125% FHLB 10/20/16 500,000.00 500,500.00
2234 1.0% FNMA 10/26/16 500,000.00 500,000.00

PORTFOLIO BALANCE AS OF OCTOBER 2011

6,814,108.17

66,814,106.17

INTEREST EARNINGS

11-12 FISCGAL YEAR-TO-DATE

EARNINGS BALANCE AS OF October 1, 2011

CERTIFICATES OF DEPCSIT INT.
QOTHER GOVERNMENT SECURITIES
CITIBANK MONEY MARKET ACCOUNT
CITIBANK MONEY MARKET ACCOUNT 3
UNION BANK: MONEY MARKET ACCT,

LOCAL AGENCY INVESTMENT FUNDS
City of Hemet Interest
City of Hemet RDA Interest

MGNTHLY EARNINGS TOTAL
MEMO ONLY:

CITI BNKG CH@GS.
MERCHANT BANK CHG.
LIBRARY CREDIT CARD FEES
ARMORED CAR

ASSET SEIZURE FUNDS
Charges as of: Sep. 30, 2011
YD CHARGES

11-12 YEAR-TO-DATE INTEREST EARNINGS

5,648.40
12,750.60
733.67
1,315.69
535

27,700,168
5,448.82

53,503.09

-2,600.84
-87.28
-351.05

-7.262,40

-10,301.57

23,154.09

§3,503.00

76,657.18




CITY OF HEMET
Portfolio Management
Portfolio Summary

October 31, 2011

Par Market Book % of Days to YTM YTM

Investments Value Value Value  Portfolio Term Maturity 360 Equiv. 365 Equiv.
Cestificates of Deposit - Bank 5,848,000.00 5,863,986.28 5.846,000.00 8.75 1,408 1,187 1.613 1.635
Managed Pool Accounis 33,955,875.42 33,955,875.43 33,955,875.43 50,83 i K 3.375 0.380
Passbook/Checking Accounts 17,872,230.74 17.872,230.74 17.872,230.74 26.75 1 1 0.373 0.378
Local Government Bonds 2,140,000.00 2,220,370.60 2,127,286.01 3.18 1,756 1,294 5.304 5.378
Federal Agency issues - Coupon 7,000,006.00 7.036,225.00 7,000,000.00 10.48 1,742 1,455 1.981 2.009

66,814,106.17 £$6,948,688.05 66,801,392.18 100.00% 362 298 0.808 0.819
investments
Cash and Accrued interest
Accrued Interest at Purchase 6,270.83 6,270.83
Subtotal 6,270.83 6,270.83
Total Cash and Investments 66,814,106.17 66,954,058.58 66,307,663.01 362 298 0.808 0.819

Total Earnings

October 31 Month Ending

Fiscal Year To Date

Current Year

Average Daily Baiance
Effective Rate of Return

45,503.71
60,538,492.29
0.89%

JUDITH L. OLTMAN, TREASURER

Reporting period 10/01/2011-10/31/2011

Run Date: 0111672012 - 15:20

Portfolio COFH
AP

PM (PRF_PM1) SymRept 6.41.202b

Report Ver. 5,00



CITY OF HEMET
Portfolio Management

Page 2
Portfolio Details - investmentis
October 31, 2011
Average Purchase Stated YTM Daysto Maturity
cusip Investment # Issuer Balance Date Par Value Market Value Book Value Rate WMoody's 365 Maturity Date
Certificates of Deposit - Bank
S5YS3124 3124 Ally Bank 07/306/201¢ 247,600.00 252,117.84 247,000.00 2450 245G 1,367 07/30/2015
5YS$3125 3125 Ally Bank RDA OTI30/2010 247,G00.00 252.117.84 24700000 2450 2450 1,367 07/30/2015
SYS3138 3138 AMERICAN EXPRESS CENTURIAN 0872512011 248,006.00 247,325.44 248,006.00 5.150 1150 1,028 08/25/2014
SYS3139 3138 AMERICAN EXPRESS CENTURIAN RDA 08/2572011 248,000.00 247,325.44 248,000.0¢  1.150 1150 1,028 08/25/2014
S5YS53130 3130 BMW BANK OF NORTH AMERICA, UT 10/22/2010 248,000.00 250,611.44 248,000.00 1.550 1550 1,086 10/22/2014
SYS3131 3131 BMYW BANK OF NORTH AMERICA UT 1012212010 248,000.0¢ 250,611.44 248,000.00  1.550 1.550 1,086 1072212014
S5Ys3128 3128 BANK OF HEMET 09/06/2010 247,000.00 247,000.00 247,000.00 1.600 1.800 675 (9/06/2013
SYS3144 3144 BANK OF THE WEST 10/12/2011 2458,000.00 247.366.48 249,000.00 1.750 1750 1,807 10/12/2016
SYS3145 3145 BANK OF THE WEST RDA 10/12/2011 249,000.00 247,386.48 248,000.00 1.750 1.75¢ 1,807 101212016
SYS3129 3128 BANK OF HEMET RDA 09/G6/2010 247,000.60 247,060.00 247 .006.C0 1.60C 1.600 675 (9/06/2013
SYS3136 3136 CIT BANK 08/24/2014 247,006.060 246,953.07 247,000.00 1.800 1.800 1,758 08/24/2018
SYS33137 3137 CIT BANK RDA 08/24/2011 247,0600.00 246,953.67 24700006  1.800 1.800 1,758 08/24/2016
SYS3122 3122 COMMUNITY COMMERCE BANK 0620/2016 98,0600.00 $9,006.G0 §9,000.06  2.200 2.231 597 06720/2013
SYS3123 3123 COMMUNITY COMMERCE BANK RDA 06/20/12010 98,0600.00 95,000.00 §9,0600.00 2.200 2.231 597 0612012013
8Y$3142 3142 COMPASS BANK 08/14/201 248,000.00 247 474.24 248,000.00 0.850 0.850 685 09/16/2013
SYS3143 3143 COMPASS BANK RDA 081412011 248,000,600 247,474.24 248,000.00 0.850 0.850 685 (9/16/2013
SYS3134 3134 DISCOVER BANK 08/24/2011 248,000.00 247,382.40 248,000.00 1.050 105G 1,028 08/25/2014
5YS83135 3135 DISCOVER BANK RDA 08/24/2011 248,000.00 247.392.40 24800660  1.05G 1.05¢ 1,028 08/25/2014
8YS3126 3126 GE Money Bank Q73062010 247.,000.00 252,483.40 247000.60 2400 2400 1,367 07/30/2015
36160WVRY 3132 G.E. Capital Financiad, Inc. 81212011 247,000.00 246,933.31 247,000.00  1.85C 1.850 1,746 08/12/2016
: 3133 G.E. CAPITAL FINANCIAL, INC RD 08127201 247,000.00 246,933.31 24700000 1.850 1.850 1,746 08/12/2016
SYS3127 3127 GE Money Bank RDA 07/30/2010 247,000,00 252.483.40 24700006 2.400 2400 1,367 07/20/2015
SYS3140 3146 GOLDMAN SACHS : 08/34/2011 248,006.00 247,315.52 248,000.00 1.200 1.200 1,036 09/02/2014
SYS3i41 3141 GOLDMAN SACHS RDA 08/31/2011% 248,000.60 247,315.52 248,000.00 1.200 1.200 1,036 09/02/2014
SYS3120 3120 RABOBANK 02/26/2010 100,000.00 100,000.00 160,000.00  1.800 1.800 483 02/26/2013
3YS3121 3121 RABCBANK RDA 021282010 160,000.60 190,060.00 1G0,000.60 1.800 1.900 483 (2/26/2013
Subtotal and Average 5,653,225.81 .5,846,000.00 5,863,986.28 5,846,000.00 ) 1635 1,187
Managed Pool Accounis
3YS51001 1001 LOCAL AGENCY INVESTMENT FUND 28,918,053.41 28,918.053.41 28,918,653.41 C.380 0.380 1
8YS1002 1402 LOCAL AGENCY INVEST, FUND RBA 5,037,822.02 5,037,822.02 5,037,822.02 0.380 0.380 1
Subtotal and Average 33,941,973.83 33,955,875.43 33,955,875.43 33,955,875.43 0.380 1
Passbool/Checking Accounts
BYS50061 50014 Citibank 6,253,315.69 6,253,315.69 6,253,315.69  0.450 0.450 1
SYS5063 5003 CITIBANK 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.050 3.050 1
Portfotic COFH
AP
Run Date: $1/16/2012 - 15:20 PM {(PRF_PM2) SymRept 6.41.202b

Report Ver. 5.00



CITY OF HEMET

Portfolio Management
Portfolio Details - Investments

Page 3

Octcber 31, 2011
Average Pyrchase Stated YTM Daysto Maturity
CUSIP Investment # lssuer Balance Date Par Value Market Value Book Value Rate Moody's 365 Maturity Date
Passbook/Checking Accounts
5YS5004 5004 CITIBANKS 8,699,132.27 8,699,132.27 8,699,132.27 0450 0.450 1
SYS5002 5002 UNION BANK OF CALIFORNIA 2,919,782.78 2,919,782.78 2,919,782.78  0.012 0.012 1
Subtotal and Average 11,638,700.46 17,872,230.74 17,872,230.74 17,872,230.74 0.378 1
Local Government Bonds
423542KL2 5006 HEMET UNIFIED SCHOOI, DISTRICT 07/22/2010 2,000,000.00 2,078,860.00 1,985,160.26  5.375 5609 1,338 G7/01/2015
S08896AC0 50067 Lake Hemet Municipal Water Dis 10107/2010 14G,600.00 141,510.60 142,125.81  3.000 2153 679 09M10/2013
Subtotal and Average 2,127,172.84 2,140,000.00 2,220,370.60 2,127,286.01 5378 1,294
Federal Agency issues - Coupon
3133XSMM7 2184 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 12/G2/2008 500,000.00 501,565.00 500,080.00  4.0060 4.000 762 12/02/2013
3133XWMWE2 2186 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 01/27/2010 506,000.60 502,510.00 500,000.60 2.375 2378 818 01/27/2014
3133XWTFS 2197 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 02/24/2010 500,000.00 502,770.00 500,000.00 2.270 2.27¢ 846 02/24/2014
313371Y8H6 2217 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 1212312010 500,060.60 500,645.00 500,000.00 1.300 130G 1,057 0QS/23/2014
313374432 2225 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 06/30/2011 500,000.00 489,620.60 500,000.00  1.250 1.250 1,703 0B/30/2016
313375UT2 2233 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 10/20/2011 500,000.00 488,320.00 500,000.00 1.125 1125 1,815 10/20/2016
3134G2HQ3 2222 FEDERAL HOME LOAN MTG ASSO0C. 05/25/2011 500,060.00 500,620.00 500,000.00  2.600 2000 1,667 05/25/2016
3134G2LW0 2223 FEDERAL HOME LOAN MTG ASSOC. 06/29/2011 500,000.00 503,320.00 500,000.00 2.000 2000 1,702 06/29/2016
3134G2LY6 2224 FEDERAL HOME LOAN MTG ASSOC. 06/28/2011 500,009.00 505,180.00 500,000.00 2000 2.000 1,702 06/29/2016
3134G2QV7 2228 FEDERAL HOME LOAN MTG ASSOC. 0712672014 500,000.00 502,055.00 500,000.00  2.300 2360 1,723 07/20/2016
3136FMTYD 2209 FEDERAL NTL MORTGAGE ASS0C, 05/28/2610 5008,000.60 508,730.00 500,000.00 2.000 2000 1,304 05/28/2015
3136FRB44 2229 FEDERAL NTL MORTGAGE ASSOC. 072212011 £00,000.00 509,765.00 500000660 2125 2,125 1,725 07/22/2016
3136FRE51 2231 FEDERAL NTL MORTGAGE ASSOC, Q7/27/2011 500,000.00 501%,765.00 500,000.00 2375 2375 1,730 07/27/2016
3136FTCLY 2234 FEDERAL NTL MORTGAGE ASSOC. 10/26/2011 500,000.00 498,350.00 500,000.00  1.000 1.006 1,821 10/26/2018
Subtotal and Average 7,177,419.35 7,800,000.60 7,036,225.00 7,000,000.00 2009 1,455
Total and Average 60,538,492.29 66,814,196.17 66,948,688.05 66,801,392.18 0.819 298

Run Date: 01/16/2812 - 15:20

Portfolic COFH
AP

PM (PRF_PM2) SymRepl 6.41.202h



CITY OF HEMET

Portfolio Management Page 4
Portfolio Details ~- Cash
October 31, 2011
Average Purchase Stated YTM Days to
cusip Investment # Issuer Balance Date Par Value Market Value Book Value  Rate Moody's 265 Maturity
Average Balance 0.00  Accrued Inferest at Purchase '6,270.83 5,270.83 0
Subtotal 6,270.83 5,270.83

Totat Cash and Investmentss 60,535,492.29 66,814,106.17 66,954,958,88 66,807,663.01 4.819 298
Portfolio COFH
AP

Run Date: 01/16/2012 - 15:20

P (PRF_PMZ} SymRept 6.41.2020



CITY OF HEMET
Received Interest
Sorted by Issuer - Grouped by Fund
Received October 1, 2011 - October 31, 2011

. Interest
Security Par Current .o . -
Issuer CUsIP Investment # Type Value Rate Date Due Date Received Amount Due Amount Received Vartance
Fund: General Fund
BMW BANK OF NORTH AMERICA, UT  3YS3130 3130 BCD 248,000.00 1.550 1072212611 102612011 1,922,060 1,822.00 -
Subtotal 1,922.00 " 4,922.00
BMW BANK OF NORTH AMERICA UT  35YS3131 3131 BCD 248,000,00 1650  10/22/2011 10/24/2014 1,822.00 1,922.06 -
Subtotat 1,922.00 1,922.00
BANK OF HEMET 8YS3128 3128 BCD 247,000.06 1600 10/08/2011 10/49/201 324.82 324.82 -
Subtotal 324.82 324.82
BANK OF HEMET RDA 3YS83129 3128 BCD 247,000.00 1.600  10/06/2011 1001172011 324.82 324.82 -
Subtotal 324.82 324.82
COMMUNITY COMMERCE BANK $Ys3122 3122 BCD 99,600.00 2200 10/20/2011 10032011 181.50 181.50 -
3Y§3122 322 BCD 99,000.00 2.200 112072011 1013112011 187.55 187.55 -
Subtotal 369.05 369.05
COMMUNITY COMMERCE BANK RDA  SYS$3123 3123 BCD $9,000.00 2200 10/20/2011 10/03/20114 181.50 181.50 -
8Ys3123 3123 BCO 99,600.06 22006 112002011 103172011 187.55 187.55 -
Subtotal 369.05 369.05
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 313374AH3 2226 FAC G.00 2.200  09/30/2011 10/03/2011 2,750.00 2,756.00 -
313374PF1 2232 FAC 0.00 2.060  10/28/2011 1072812011 2,560.00 2,500.00 -
Subtotal 5,250.00 5,250.00
FEDERAL NTL. MORTGAGE ASSOC.  31398AZGO 2194 FAC 0.00 3.000 09/29/2011 16/03/20114 7,500.00 7,500.00 -
Subtotal 7,500,860 7,500.00
RABOBANK 5Y83120 3120 BCG 160,006.00 1960  10/26/201% 1043172011 156,16 158.33 247
Subtotal 156.16 158.33
Portfolic COFH
] AP
Run Date: 01/18/2012 - 15:03 RL(PRF_RY) SymRepl 6.41.202b

Report Ver. 5.00



CITY OF HEMET
Received interest

Received October 1, 2011 - October 31, 2011 Page 2
Security Par Current Interest
issuer cusip Ivestment # Type Value Rate Date Due Date Received Amount Due Amount Received Variance
Fund: General Fund

RABOBANK RDA SY33121 3121 BCD 100,600.00 1.800  10/26/2011 107342011 156.16 158,33 217
Subtotal 156.16 158.33
General Fund Subtotal 15,294.08 18,298.40
Total 18,294.06 18,298.40

Totat Cash Overpayment 4.34
Total Cash Shortfall 0.08
CITY OF HEMET
Received Interest
Received October 1, 2011 - Octoher 31, 2011 Page 3
Security Par  Current interest
Issuer CUsiP investment # Type Value Rate Date Received Amount Received
Cash Accounts
Fund: General Fund

Citibank SYS5001 5001 PA1 6,249,457.02 0.450 10/31/2611 733.67
Subtotal 733.67
CITIBANKI SYSE004 5004 PA1 8,607.816.58 0.450 10/31/2011 1,315.69
Subtotal 1,315.69
LOCAL AGENCY INVESTMENT FUND  SYS1001 1001 LA 28,918,053.41 0.380 101472911 27,700.16
Subtotal 27,700.16
LOCAL AGENCY INVEST. FUND RDA  SYSH002 1002 LA 5,037,822.062 0.380 10M14/2011 5,449.82
Sublotal 5,449.82
UNION BANK OF CALIFORNIA 8Y85002 5002 PAT 2,925,407.78 0.019 10/03/2011 5.35
Subfotal 5.35
General Fund Subtotal 35,204.69

Total

35,204.69



LATF Regular Monthly Statement

Eocal Agency Envestment Fund
.0, Box 942809

Sacraments, CA $4209-0001
(916} 6533001

CITY OF HEMET
CITY TREASURER

445 EAST FLORIDA AVENUE
HEMET, CA 92543-4209

Transactions
Tran Type Definitions

Effective  Transaction Tran Confirm
Date Date YP¢  Number

10/14/2011 10/13/2011 QRD 1335570  SYSTEM

Account Summary

Total Deposit: 27,700.16

Total Withdrawal:

https://laifms.treasurer.ca.gov/RegularStatement.aspx

Page 1 of 1

WL AT SRS UIer.Cn. 2oV e
laif
January 16, 2012

PRMIA Average Monthly YVields

Account Number: 98-33-362

Qctober 2011 Statement

Authorized Caller Amount

27,700.16
Beginning Balance: 28.,890,353.25
0.00  Ending Balance: 28,918,053.41

1/16/2012



LAIF Regular Monthly Statement Page 1 of 1

Local Agency Investment Fund

P.O. Box 942809 v Lreasnrer.cn. ooy nmia
Sacramento, CA 94209-0001 ~haif
(B16) 653-3001 January 16, 2012
HEMET REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

TREASURER

445 EAST FLORIDA AVENUE

HEMET, CA 92543-4209 PRIA Averase Mopthiv Yields

Account Number: 65-33-006

Xransactions October 2011 Statement

Tran Type Definitions

Tran

Effective  Transaction Confirm
Date Date Type Number Aunthorized Caller Amount
10/14/2011 10/13/2011 QRD 1334408 SYSTEM 5,449 .82
Account Summary
Total Deposit: 544982  Beginning Balance: 5,032,372.20
Total Withdrawal: (.00 Ending Balance: 5,037,822.02

hetps:/flaifms. treasurer.ca.gov/RegularStatement.aspx 1/16/2012



Datle
07111

0811

091t

10714

Activity
Interest
Transfer funds
Lty of Hemet
Debt Service
TFrust fees

BALANCE

Interest
Transfer funds
City of Hemet
Debt Service
Trust fees

BALANCE

Interest
Transfer funds
City of Hemet
Debl Service
Trust fees

BALANCE

interest

Transfer funds

Ciiy of Hamet

Debl Senvice

Khov prapay (31 iots)
Trust fees

BALANCE

First American Treasury Oblig
US Treasury Notes, various

Misc Assets

CITY OF HEMET

Cash WiFiscal Agent: US BANK
2008 Refunding Bonds Series Meartland Project

103852000
788-1508
Bond

103852001
788-1508
Prepayment

103852002

Speciat

103852004

786-1502
Cost of

103852005
788-1506
Ressive

TOTAL
0.00
0.00
280
000
.00

C.00

1.281,546.93

2,820,099 41

{1,291,349.93)
38,891.58

10,736.85

0.00

466,136,256

8,672,066.92

0.00
0.00
38,991 59
0.00
0.00

0.00

1,291,349.93

{B853,878.75)

1,667,741.07

10,736.85 |

0.00

637,471,418

1,667,741.07

280,016.158

10,736.85

5,629,377.47

0.00

0.00

837,471,118

1,847,757.22

5,491,478.97 not carried on COH bouks

1.00
6.401,479.67

10,738.85 |

0.00

455,136.26

9,018,058.561

i47,732.44
0.00

0,00
(954,328.13)
0.00

.00

468,136.25

8,211,462.82

0.00
0,00
.00
0.00
28001615
0.00

466,136.25

B8.451.478.97




MEMET REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

Cash WiFiscal Agent: US BANK and LAIF

2002 TAX ALLOCATION BONDS/RDA

98510818 98510819 98610818 98510815 98510817 RIDA
491-16064 491-1506 389-1502 389-1503
Date Activity Interest Principal Sinking Reserve Redemption  Costof Acquisition TOTAL
Fund Fund Fungd Fund Fung lgsuance Fund Al Accounts

G711 interest 0.00

Interfund transfer 0.60

Debt Service from City of Hemet 0.00

Debt Service Pmt 0,00

BALANCE 0.00 0.00 0.00 477,068,90 400 0.00 0.00 477068.80

08/11 Inferest 0.00

interfund transfer 0.00

Debt Service from City of Memet 0.00

Debi Service Pmt 0.60

BALANCE 0.00 0.00 0.00 477,068,890 0.00 0.00 0.00 A477,068.80

08/11 interest .00

Interfund transfer 0.00

Debt Service from City of Hemet 0.00

Debt Service Pmil .00

BALANCE 0.00 0.00 0.00 477,068,580 0.00 0.00 0,00 477,088,90

1011 Interest 0.00

inferfund transfer .00

Debt Service from City of Hemet 0.00

Debt Service Pmt 0.00

BALANCE 0.00 0.00 0.00 477,068.80 0.00 e2a1] 0.00 477,068.90
First American Treas Oblig CL. D Corp Tr 477,088.9¢
LAIFIRDA 0,00
477.068.80

P L e ad e




HEMET REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
Cash W/Fiscal Agent: US BANK and LAIF
1998 TAX ALLOCATION BONDS/RDA

98510810 98510811 98510812 98510813 98570814 98510815 RDA
491-1502 491-1603 3901562 390-1503
Bate Activity Interest Principal Sinking Reserve  Redemption  Costof Acquisition TOTAL
Fund Fund Fund Fund Fund Issuance Fund Afl Accounts
07/t Interest 0.00
Interfund transfer 600
Debt Service from Gity of Hemst 0.00
Debt Service Payment C.00
BALANGCE 0.00 0.00 0.00] 607,178.60 ' D00 Q.00 -0.08 607,178.60
08141 Inlerest .00
Interfund transfer 0.00
Debi Service from City of Flemst C.00
Debt Senvice Payment .00
BALANCE 0.00 0.00 0.0G| 607,178.60 0.00 000 -0.00 607,178.60
09/41 Interest 0.00
Interfundg transfer 0.00
Debt Service from City of Hemet G.00
Cebt Service Payment 0.00
BALANCE 0,00 0.00 0.00f 607,178.60 0.00 ¢.00 -0.00 807,178.60
10711 Inferest 0.00
Interfund transfer 0.00
Dabt Service from City of Hemet 000
Debt Service Payment 0.00
BALANGE 0.00 0.00 0.00| 807,178.60 0.06] 0.00 -0,00 807,178.60
First American Treas Ohblig CL £ Corp Tr 607,178.60

Money Market/RDA

607,178.60

COMMOMFNCEVSPREADSIGAUVFARDABSWBZ, 11/23/11, 10:38:36 AM




Staff Report

TO: Honorable Mayor and Members of the Hemet City Council
B -
FROM: Brian Nakamura, City Managef; Mark Orme, Deputy City Manager
DATE: January 24, 2012
RE: Ordinance Bill No. 12-001, to Approve an Amendment to Contract Between the

Board of Administration California Public Employees’ Retirement System and the
City Council of the City of Hemet to Lower Benefit Levels for all New Employees

RECOMMENDATION:

That the City Council adopt Ordinance Bill No. 12-001, creating a lower tier benefit for all newly
hired City of Hemet employees.

ANALYSIS & BACKGROUND:

The City Council, at their meeting of January 10, 2012 introduced and conducted the first reading
of this Ordinance. Prior to that, on December 13, 2011, Council approved a CalPERS Resolution
of Intention, which was required to proceed with the introduction of the attached Ordinance, which
creates a second tier of retirement benefits for all newly hired City employees. Typically,
agencies go thorough this process to increase benefit ratios for employees — in this instance the
City of Hemet is lessening the amount of retirement benefits for our City’s future employees.

In accordance with applicable labor laws, City staff has completed the meet and confer process
with all represented employee organizations. Those groups the City of Hemet’s labor negotiation
team has completed bargaining with include the Hemet Police Officers Association (HPOA),
Hemet Police Management Association (HPMA), Hemet Fire Fighters Association (HFA),
Service Employees International Union (SEIU), Communications Workers of America (CWA),
Hemet Mid-Managers Association (HMMA), and the Hemet Professional, Administrative &
Supervisory (HPAS) unit. Additionally, the City met with our At-Will employees and
Confidential Employees to make the proper modifications to their operative agreements to ensure
all units are properly notified and the changes needed were made.

Pursuing this effort is two-fold, with the primary focus being on stabilizing the financial liability
the City of Hemet has the responsibility and burden of carrying for years to come. Additionally,
the City needed to ensure it did not force itself out of the “new hire market” by lowering the new
retirement tier to a level that would only attract those employees that simply could not find work
elsewhere. Council’s desire to maintain a professional and effective staff is essential in today’s
competitive job market. However, the prolonged recession which all entities -- both public and
private -- have been enduring has only reemphasized the fact that pensions can not be maintained
at their current levels. The dramatic hit the markets took in 2008 reminded the City that good



economic times come and go — and in order to maintain any fiscally viable benefits for their
employees, the City needs to be reasonable and establish a foundation that is maintainable, in both
good and bad economic times.

This resolution of intention will move forward the City Council’s desire to right the ship and bring
some stability back to the City’s ability to secure quality employees under a more reasonable
benefits structure. The new tiers for miscellaneous employees will be reduced from 2.7% @ 55
to 2.5% @ 55 and public safety employees will be reduced from 3% @ 50 to 3% @ 55.

With adoption of this Ordinance, a new tier of benefits will be in effect commencing February 23,
2012 for all new hires.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Pursuant to the PERS Actuarial Office, the anticipated cost savings is expected to be as follows:

L.ocal Miscellaneous Members

There will be no immediate employer contribution rate impact from this amendment. Ultimately, however,
the City’s employer normal cost will decrease. If the mix of active member entry ages were the same for
both the current continuing first tier employees and the new second tier employees, the ultimate decrease
would be 1.2%. This rate reduction will occur gradually, beginning on July 1, 2013, if there are second tier
employees hired on or before June 30, 2011. For fiscal years 2013/2014 and beyond, the projected
cumulative amount of rate reduction expected from introducing a second tier is equal to the ratio of the
City’s second tier payroll to its total plan payroll two and a half years earlier. For example, if 1/10 of the
miscellaneous members were in second tier on June 30, 2011 and the ultimate expected normal cost
decrease was 1.2%, the cumulative rate reduction expected by the 2013/2014 fiscal year would be 1/10 x
1.2% = 0.12%.

Local Safety Members

There will be no immediate employer contribution rate impact from this amendment. Ultimately, however,
the City’s employer normal cost will decrease. If the mix of active member entry ages were the same for
both the current continuing first tier employees and the new second tier employees, the ultimate decrease
would be 2.2%, This rate reduction will occur gradually, beginning on July 1, 2013, if there are second tier
employees hired on or before June 30, 2011. For fiscal years 2013/2014 and beyond, the projected
cumulative amount of rate reduction expected from introducing a second tier is equal to the ratio of the
City’s second tier payroll to its total plan payroll two and a half years earlier. For example, if 1/10 of the
safety members were in second tier on June 30, 2011 and the ultimate expected normal cost decrease was
2.2%, the cumulative rate reduction expected by the 2013/2014 fiscal year would be 1/10 x 2.2% = 0.22%.

Respectfully submitted, Fiscal review:

| Mﬁ»&a O“n’w_ e ids j/@{?‘f L ;mwe//
Mark Orme Eric S. Vail Rita Conrad
Deputy City Manager City Attorney Finance Director

Attachment: City Ordinance Bill No. 12-001 —- PERS 2 Tier
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CITY OF HEMET
Hemet, California
- ORDINANCE BILL NO. 12-001

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
HEMET, CALIFORNIA, AUTHORIZING AN AMENDMENT
TO THE CONTRACT BETWEEN THE CITY COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF HEMET AND THE BOARD OF
ADMINISTRATION OF THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC
EMPLOYEES’ RETIREMENT SYSTEM.

The City Council of the City of Hemet does ordain as follows:
SECTION 1.

That an amendment to the contract between the City Council of the City of Hemet
and the Board of Administration, California Public Employees’ Retirement System is
hereby authorized, a copy of said amendment being attached hereto, marked Exhibit A,
and by such reference made a part hereof as though herein set out in full.

SECTION 2.

The Mayor of the City Council is hereby authorized, empowered, and directed to
execute said amendment for and on behalf of said Agency.

SECTION 3: EFFECTIVE DATE.
This Ordinance shali take effect thirty (30) days from ifs passage by the City
Councit of the City of Hemet.

City of Hemet Ordinance No.

- -
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SECTION 4: PUBLICATION.

The City Clerk is authorized and directed to cause this Ordinance to be published
within fifteen (15) days after its passage in a newspaper of general circulation and
circulated within the City in accordance with Government Code Section 36933(a) or, to
cause this Ordinance to be published in the manner required by law using the alternative

summary and pasting procedure authorized under Government Code Section 38633(c).

INTRODUCED at the regular meeting of Hemet City Council on January 10, 2012.
APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 24" day of January, 2012.

Robert Youssef, Mayor

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Sarah McComas, City Clerk  Eric 8. Vail, City Attorney

City of Hemet Ordinance No.
<2
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State of California )
County of Riverside )

City of Hemet )

i, Sarah McComas, City Clerk of the City of Hemet, do hereby certify that the
foregoing Ordinance was introduced and first read on the 10" day of January, 2012, and
had its second reading at the regular meeting of the Hemet City Council on the 24" day

of January, 2012, and was passed by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

Sarah McComas, City Clerk

City of Hemet Ordinance No.
-3-




California
Public Employees’ Retirement System

Between the
Board of Administration
California Public Employees’ Retirement System
and the
City Council
City of Hemet

The Board of Administration, California Public Employees' Retirement System,
hereinafter referred fo as Board, and the governing body of the above pubiic agency,
hereinafter referred to as Public Agency, having entered into a contract effective July 1,
1969, and withessed May 23, 1969, and as amended effective May 1, 1977, July 1,
1980, December 31, 1884, June 17, 1985, March 10, 1986, October 14, 1993,
December 9, 1994, December 26, 1997, April 27, 2002, January 17, 2005 and June 19,
2006 which provides for participation of Public Agency in said System, Board and Public
Agency hereby agree as follows:

A. Paragraphs 1 through 13 are hereby stricken from said confract as executed
effective June 19, 2006, and hereby replaced by the following paragraphs
numbered 1 through 16 inclusive:

1. All words and terms used herein which are defined in the Public
Employees' Retirement Law shall have the meaning as defined therein
unless otherwise specifically provided. "Normal retirement age” shall
mean age 55 for local miscellaneous members, age 50 for local safety
members entering membership in the safety classification on or prior to
the effective date of this amendment to contract and age 55 for local
safety members entering membership for the first time in the safety
classification after the effective date of this amendment fo contract.



Public Agency shall participate in the Public Employees' Retirement
System from and after July 1, 1969 making its employees as hereinafier
provided, members of said System subject o all provisions of the Public
Employees' Retirement Law except such as apply only on election of a
contracting agency and are not provided for herein and to ali amendments
to said Law hereafter enacted except those, which by express provisions
thereof, apply only on the election of a contracting agency.

Public Agency agrees to indemnify, defend and hold harmless the
California Public Employees’ Retirement System (CalPERS) and its
trustees, agents and employees, the CalPERS Board of Administration,
and the California Public Employees’ Retirement Fund from any claims,
demands, actions, losses, liabilities, damages, judgments, expenses and
costs, including but not limited o interest, penalties and attorneys fees
that may arise as a result of any of the following:.

(a) Public Agency's election to provide retirement benefits,
provisions or formulas under this Contract that are different than
the retirement benefits, provisions or formulas provided under
the Public Agency’s prior non-CalPERS retirement program.

(b) Public Agency’s election to amend this Contract to provide
retirement benefits, provisions or formulas that are different than
existing retirement benefits, provisions or formulas.

(c) Public Agency’'s agreement with a third party other than
CalPERS 1o provide retirement benefits, provisions, or formulas
that are different than the retirement benefits, provisions or
formulas provided under this Contract and provided for under
the California Public Employees’ Retirement Law.

(d) Public Agency's election to file for bankruptcy under Chapter 9
(commencing with section 901) of Title 11 of the United States
Bankruptcy Code and/or Public Agency’s election to reject this
Contract with the CalPERS Board of Administration pursuant to
section 365, of Title 11, of the United States Bankrupicy Code
or any similar provision of law.

(e) Public Agency’s election o assign this Contract without the prior
written consent of the CalPERS’ Board of Administration.



(f) The termination of this Contract either voluntarily by request of
Public Agency or involuntarily pursuant to the Public Employees’
Retirement Law.

(g) Changes sponsored by Public Agency in existing retirement
benefits, provisions or formulas made as a result of
amendments, additions or deletions fo California statute or to
the California Constitution.

Employees of Public Agency in the following classes shall become
members of said Retirement System except such in each such class as
are exciuded by law or this agreement:

a. Local Fire Fighters (herein referred to as local safety members);
b. Local Police Officers (herein referred to as local safety members);
c. Employees other than local éafety members (herein referred to as

local miscellaneous members).

in addition to the classes of employees excluded from membership by
said Retirement Law, the following classes of employees shall not become
members of said Retirement System:

NO ADDITIONAL EXCLUSIONS

The percentage of final compensation to be provided for each year of
credited prior and current service for local miscellaneous members in
employment before and not on or after January 17, 2005 shall be
determined in accordance with Section 21354 of said Retirement Law,
subject to the reduction provided therein for service prior to March 31,
1977, termination of Social Security, for members whose service has been
included in Federal Social Security (2% at age 55 Full and Modified).

The percentage of final compensation to be provided for each year of
credited prior and current service for local miscellaneous members in
employment on or after January 17, 2005 and not entering membership
for the first time in the miscellaneous classification after the effective date
of this amendment to contract shall be determined in accordance with
Section 21354.5 of said Retirement Law, subject to the reduction provided
therein for service prior to March 31, 1977, termination of Social Security,
for members whose service has been included in Federal Social Security
(2.7% at age 55 Full and Modified).



10.

11.

The percentage of final compensation to be provided for each year of
credited current service as a local miscellaneous member entering
membership for the first time in the miscellaneous classification after the
effective date of this amendment to contract shall be determined in
accordance with Section 21354.4 of said Retirement Law (2.5% at age 55
Full).

The percentage of final compensation to be provided for each year of
credited prior and current service as a local safety member entering
membership in the safety classification on or prior to the effective date of
this amendment to contract shall be determined in accordance with
Section 21362.2 of said Retirement Law (3% at age 50 Full).

The percentage of final compensation to be provided for each year of
credited current service as a local safety member entering membership for
the first time in the safely classification after the effective date of this
amendment fo contract shali be determined in accordance with Section
21363.1 of said Retirement Law (3% at age 55 Full).

Public Agency elected and elects to be subject to the following optional
provisions:

a. Section 21571 (Basic Level of 1959 Survivor Benefits) for local
police members only.

b. Sections 21624, 21626 and 21628 (Post-Retirement Survivor
Allowance).

C. Section 20042 (One-Year Final Compensation).
d. Section 20903 (Two Years Additional Service Credit).

e. Section 21573 (Third Level of 1959 Survivor Benefits) for local fire
members only.

f. Section 21574 (Fourth Level of 1959 Survivor Benefits) for local
miscellaneous members only.

g. Section 21024 (Military Service Credit as Public Service).

h. Section 20475 (Different Level of Benefits). Section 21354.4 (2.5%
@ 55 Full formula) is applicable to local miscellaneous members
entering membership for the first time in the miscellaneous
classification after the effective date of this amendment to contract.



12.

13.

14.

Section 21363.1 (3% @ 55 Fuil formula) is applicable to local
safety members entering membership for the first time in the safety
classification after the effective date of this amendment to contract.

Public Agency, in accordance with Government Code Section 20790,
ceased to be an "employer” for purposes of Section 20834 effective on
May 1, 1977. Accumulated contributions of Public Agency shall be fixed
and determined as provided in Government Code Section 20834, and
accumulated contributions thereafter shall be held by the Board as
provided in Government Code Section 20834,

Public Agency shall contribute to said Retirement System the contributions
determined by actuarial valuations of prior and future service liability with
respect to local miscellaneous members and local safety members of said
Retirement System.

Public Agency shall also contribute to said Retirement System as follows:

a. Contributions required per covered member on account of the 1959
Survivor Benefits provided under Section 21573 of said Retirement
Law. (Subject to annual change.) In addition, all assets and
labilities of Public Agency and its employees shall be pooled in a
single account, based on term insurance rates, for survivors of all
local fire members.

b. Contributions required per covered member on account of the 1959
Survivor Benefits provided under Section 21574 of said Retirement
Law. (Subiect to annual change.) In addition, all assets and
liabilities of Public Agency and its employees shall be pooled in a
single account, based on term insurance rates, for survivors of all
local miscellaneous members.

C. A reasonable amount, as fixed by the Board, payable in one
installment within 60 days of date of contract to cover the costs of
administering said System as it affects the employees of Public
Agency, not including the costs of special valuations or of the
periodic investigation and valuations required by law,

d, A reasonable amount, as fixed by the Board, payable in one
instaliment as the occasions arise, to cover the costs of special
valuations on account of employees of Public Agency, and costs of
the periodic investigation and valuations required by law.



15.

16.

Contributions required of Public Agency and its employees shall be
subject fo adjustment by Board on account of amendments to the Public
Employees' Retirement Law, and on account of the experience under the
Retirement System as determined by the periodic investigation and
valuation required by said Retirement Law.

Contributions required of Public Agency and its employees shall be paid
by Public Agency to the Retirement System within fifieen days after the
end of the period to which said contributions refer or as may be prescribed
by Board regulation. If more or less than the correct amount of
contributions is paid for any period, proper adjustment shall be made in
connection with subsequent remittances. Adjustmenis on account of
errors in contributions required of any employee may be made by direct
paymenis between the employee and the Board.

B. This amendment shall be effective on the day of .

BOARD OF ADMINISTRATION CITY COUNCIL
PUBLIC EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM CITY OF HEMET

BY

BY

KAREN DE FRANK, CHIEF PRESIDING OFFICER
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT SERVICES DIVISION
PUBLIC EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM

Witness Dafe

Altest:

Clerk

AMENDMENT ER# 7650881726

PERS-CON-702A



AGENDA# \0

TO: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council

FROM: Jorge Biagioni, Director of Engineering/City Engineer;#%z.,
Brian Nakamura, City Manager; &5 (J
Dave Brown, Chief of Police

DATE: January 24, 2012

RE: Award of Bid; Modular Building at PD Shooting Range

CIP No. 5564 - Supplemental Appropriation

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the City Council:

1) Approve the confract award with RDependable Construction, Inc., Inc for furnishing and
installation of the Modular Building at PD Shooting Range Project No. 5564 in the amount of
$49,500 and reject all other bids;

2} Authorize the Director of Finance to amend the FY 2011-2012 budget and increase the
Liability Fund expenditure budget by $49,500; and, aiso increase the Liability revenue budget
in a like amount to reflect the reimbursement the City will receive from CSAC for this covered
property claim. In addition, an estimated $3,000 needs to be budgeted in the Liability Fund for
Building Department plancheck and review,

BACKGROUND: Replacement of the burned down Modular Building at the PD Shooting
Range. The scope of work includes site preparation and grading, electrical hook-up, sewer
hook-up and water connection to accommodate the instaliation of a “used” 24 ft x 60 ft modular
building for the office, restroom and classroom with security screened windows at the City's
facility off of Warren Road in the City of Hemet. The color scheme will be the body in Wild Rye
ECC-53-2 and the trim in Outer Space ECC53-3. The layout is shown on Exhibit “A”,

On December 20, 2011, the Purchasing Office received (4) sealed bids for the project including
a “used modular building”, as follows:

Bidder ' Amount
RDependable Construction , Inc. of San $49,500
Bernardino, CA
Global Modular, Inc. of Chowchilla, CA $68,795
Mod Space, Inc. of Fontana, CA $75,600

Design Space Modular Buildings of Fontana, CA $78,415



RDependable, Inc. meets all of the City’'s requirements and is available to begin work within 15
days. The project is categorically exempt under CEQA Section 15302 b (Replacement of a
commercial structure with a new structure of substantially the same size, purpose and
capacity).

FISCAL IMPACT: No General Fund impact at this time. Funds for this project are covered by
the City's property insurance with CSAC. The City has received $46,400 in advance for this
loss and is currently negotiating with CSAC for the remainder of the project including Building
Department plancheck and review (approximately $6,100).

Respectfully submitted, Certified As To Funds Availability,
Victor Monz Rita Conrad

Principal Engineer Finance Director



city limits

-~ No Scale

PARCEL A
Police Dep't Shooting Ronge

Exhibit 'A’

Moduiar Building at
PD - Shooting Range
CIP No, 5564
T Ty bes T T T T
ACCESS |
FASEMENT I
IS
NEW 24'x60" MODULAR BUILDING ’
OFFICE, CLASSROCM AND RESTROOM !

City of Hemet
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

ENGINEERING DIVISION

510 E. FLORIDA AVENUE
HEMET, CA 82543
(951) 765-2360




AGENDA #

FROM: Jorge Biagioni, City Engineer /&g
Brian 8. Nakamura, City Managir .

DATE: January 24, 2012

RE: Installation of Banners Across Florida Avenue

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the City Council approve the installation of the
following listed banners:

1. Valiey Quilters — Annual Quilt Show, February 10 & 11, 2012. The banner will go up on
Florida and Kirby on January 30, 2012 and down on February 13, 2012. The application and
banner legend are attached.

2. Assistance League of Hemacinto - Ongoing volunteer recruitment. The banner will go up on
Florida and Harvard on January 30, 2012 and down on February 13, 2012. The application and
banner legend are attached.

3. Ramona Carvers — Annual Woodcarving Show, March 10 & 11, 2012. The banner will go up
on Florida and Harvard on February 27, 2012 and down on March 12, 2012.The application
and banner legend are attached.

4. Friends of the Valley Wide Foundation- The Weekend, March 24, 2012. The banner will go up

on Florida and Kirby on March 12, 2012 and down on March 26, 2012. The application and
banner legend are attached.

FISCAL. IMPACT: No impact to General Fund.

Respectfully submitted,

Becky Joing&wjv\
Engineering Dept
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City of Hemet -
SPECIAL EVENT BANNER PERMIT APPLICATION W\ 7

ISSUANCE OF THIS PERMIT IS SUBJECT TO ALL CONDITIONS IMPOSED IN ARTICLE XXXVIi,
SECTIONS 90-1311 THROUGH 90-1317 INCLUSIVE, OF THE HEMET MUNICIPAL CODE.

 PERMISSION IS REQUESTED TO PLACE A BANNER, FLAG, EMBLEM, BUNTING OR SIMILAR

DEVICE UPON OR OVER A PUBLIC, STREET, SIDEWALK OR OTHER PUBLIC PLACE IN THE CITY
AS FOLLOWS:

RN ) )y Qi fers
contact person_BEY LVALLAC £ e, P54 S TEED

aooress. L34T0 CRoDKED Arkow pzéjﬂé"
CiTY. STATE. 21P copE: LI L TPOMNRA CA P25 75

EVENT: @X// L7 Show
EVENT DATE: fEHR s0 QL//B L O/R

BANNER LOCATEON:M&W@MJW
DESIRED START DATE: “aés-:z” HO /R REMOVA] DATE: ol — - XD /R

BANNER SIZE: 3’ X Lo’

DESCRIPTION OF BANNER DESIGN AND WORDING: PLEASE ATTACH PICTURE OR DRAWING

W) s
sIGNATUNZS 20 Mmi TETLE:_MMQW

PRINTED NAME: &Y LUALLACE  DpAtE: QM /{} F0//

THE FOLLOWING MUST BE ATTACHED:
DRAWING SHOWING BANNER SIZE, DESIGN, WORDING AND COLORS TO BE USED.
(SEE ATTACHED EXAMPLE)

SUBMIT COMPLETED FORM AND REQUARED ATTACHMENTS TO:
Laurie Knotek ~ Public Works Departiment
510 £, Florida Ave.
Hemet CA 82543
{851) 765-2328 Fax (B51) 765-3878

FOR CITY USE

DATE APPROVED
BY CiTY COUNCIL







City of Hemet
SPECIAL EVENT BANNER PERMIT APPLICATION

ISSUANCE OF THIS PERMIT IS SUBJECT TO ALL CONDITIONS IMPOSED IN ARTICLE XXXVIL,
SECTIONS 90-1311 THROUGH 90-1317 INCLUSIVE, OF THE HEMET MUNICIPAL CODE.

PERMISSION IS REQUESTED TO PLACE A BANNER, FLAG, EMBLEM, BUNTING OR SIMILAR
DEVICE UPOHW OR OVER A PUBLIC, STREET, SIDEWALK OR OTHER PUBLIC PLACE IN THE CITY

AS FOLLOWS:
g&fggﬁf mﬁ /4 ) ﬁéan (& Zé((dm ] [ /L@/?Y a (,//?7/@
CONTACT PERSON: ;Jé f;/“Li % [ﬂ’lj £ () PHONE Ngg yrrs ‘47/5509

aporess. /80 N / (LA A
 CITY, STATE, ZiP CODE: ,Zf/’m v &?4 Qy)

EVENT: S?é’kma \(O Ul’!‘)t*o@&fé

EVENT DATE: - {.5 NAGING

BANNER LOCATION: Flarida Ave amr Florida Ave at Kirby St

-an/ar Ave X :
DESIRED START DATE: /“50 - /c;}— REMOMAL DATE- = | 5" /c;)\
| BANNER sz 2 X A0

\{DESCRIPTiON OF BANNER DESIGN AND WORDING: FLEASE ATTACH PICTURE OR DRAWING
St ntonh mH\ 1166 tane e Lfi’@ ol Sevine e lal wZ: kids

SIGNATUREQ§4;£L§§&£aQn1@ TITLE: /f/>/£& CKE/U%MM sinte (476

PRINTED NAME; \fr/{\]; ?ﬁ imieri  DaTE: Q/,—) 7=/

THE FOLL OWING MUST BE ATTACHED:
DRAWING SHOWING BANNER SIZE, DESIGN, WORDING AND COLORS TO BE USED.
(SEE ATTACHED EXAMPLE)

SUBMIT COMPLETED FORM AND REQUIRED ATTACHMENTS TO:
Laurie Knotek ~ Public Works Department
' 510 E. Florida Ave.
Hemet CA 92543
{B51)7685-2328 Fax {851) 765-3878

FOR CITY USE

DATE APPROVED
BY CITY COUNCIL
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City of Hemet
SPECIAL EVENT BANNER PERMIT APPLICATION

ISSUANCE OF THIS PERMIT IS SUBJECT TO ALL CONDITIONS IMPOSED IN ARTICLE XXXV,
SECTIONS 80-1311 THROUGH 90-1317 INCLUSIVE, OF THE HEMET MUNICIPAL CODE.

PERMISSION 1S REQUESTED TO PLACE A BANNER, FLAG, EMBLEM, BUNTING OR SIMILAR
DEVICE UPON OR OVER A PUBLIC, STREET, SIDEWALK OR OTHER PUBLIC PLACE IN THE CITY

| AS FOLLOWS:
ORGANIZATION OR _ : 7
APPLICANT NAME: @7"/{ O & — Ca’éf ﬂj’j/? ‘/ Cj{ Ues L
CONTACT PERSON: th/‘g/ / @S"%g&’dﬁr’%‘ B BLUANE NS @3’ 5 /QAQ -2 Y2Y

ADDRESS:. 3 LA rlgrve/ ‘ S
GITY, STATE, ZiP CODE: f/ﬁ-’ﬂ/{ T 64 FF> S 3

EVENT: #ﬁf’té{a/ {Q)JWC{C‘@W#"/ q ng/)z a&J
EVENT DATE: /ﬁﬁ”‘ﬁfw + /T Doy

/ %\\
BANNER LOCATION: Elorida Ave at Haneard Ave Br Florida Ave af Kirhy St
DESIRED START DATE: =2 REMOVAI DATE: ?/ / &/ o
TN /
BANNER SiZE: rQ '<.2 X7 2

DESCRIPTION OF BANNER DESIGN AND WORDING: PLEASE ATTACH P}CTU RE OR DRAWING
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lgr Sty oate. 4 //cfi’// [ >

THE FOLLOWING MUST BE ATTACHED:
DRAWING SHOWING BANNER SIZE, DESIGN, WORDING AND COLORS TO BE USED.
(SEE ATTACHED EXAMPLE)

PRINTED NAME:

SUBMIT COMPLETED FORM AND REQUIRED ATTACHMENTS TO:
Laurie Knolek - Public Works Department
510 E. Florida Ave.
Hemet CA 92543
{551) 765-23268 Fax (B51) 765-3878

FOR CITY USE

"DATE APPROVED
BY CITY COUNCIL
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Clty of Hemet
SPECIAL EVENT BANNER PERMIT APPLICATION

ISBUANCE OF THIS PERMIT 1S BUBJECT TO ALL CONDITIONS IMPOSED IN ARTICLE XOMXVH,
SECTIONS 86-1311 THROUGH 80-1317 INCLUSIVE, OF THE HEMET MUNICIPAL CODE,

PERMISSION 1S REQUESTED TO PLACE A BANNER, FLAG, EMBLEM, BUNTING OR SIMILAR
DEVICE UPON OR OVER A PUBLIC, STREET, SIDEWALK OR OTHER PUBLIC PLACE IN THE CITY
ASB FOLLOWS:

ORGANIZATION OR _
APPLIGANT NAME: 3

'comc'r PERSON: AL
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eventoare Y0\ece b K, bl e
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. g
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BANNER SIZE: A2 ¥R
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(SEE ATTACHED EXAMPLE)

SUBMIT COMPLETED FORM AND REQUIRED ATTACHMENTS TO:
Lanrie Xnotek - Public Works Department
510 E. Flotida Ave,
Hemet CA 82543
{951) 765—2326 Fax (951} 765—35? B

FOR CfTY USE

DATE APPROVED
BY CITY COUNCHL
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AGENDA ITEM #21

Staff Report

TO: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council

FROM: Deanna Elliano, Community ch;rjwent Director%

Brian Nakamura, City Manager
DATE: January 24, 2012

RE: CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING: COMPREHENSIVE 2030 GENERAL PLAN UPDATE
(GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT _NO. 11-002) AND FINAL PROGRAM
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 11-002 -
SCH #2010061088)- Review and consideration of the proposed comprehensive update to
the City of Hemet General Plan which establishes citywide land uses, policies, and
programs within ten general plan elements and replaces the City's existing general plan
adoptedin 1992, and certification of the Final Program Environmental Impact Report, (SCH
No. 2010061088), adoption of the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, and
adoption of the Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations prepared for the
General Plan Update in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

That the City Council:
1. Open the continued public hearing and receive any comments on GPA 11-002 and the Final
Program EIR; and,

2. Adopt City Council Resolution Bill No. 12-007 Certifying the Final Program EIR for the
Comprehensive General Plan 2030 Update, and adopting the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program and the Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations and

3. Adopt City Council Resolution Bilf No. 12-006 adopting the Comprehensive City of Hemet General
Plan 2030 Update, and direct staff to file a Notice of Determination with the County Clerk.

BACKGROUND

At the City Council meeting of December 13, 2011, the Council held a noticed public hearing and received
a detailed overview of the proposed General Plan 2030 Update and the Draft Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). Public testimony was provided, as well as written comments received on the Draft General Plan
(included as Attachment No. 5) and public and agency comments on the Draft EIR (included as Chapter 7
in the Final EIR). All documents, materials, and staff reports presented to date on the Draft General Plan
and the Draft and Final EIR are posted on the city's website at www.cityofhemet.org and available for
review at the Planning Department at Hemet City Hall.

The hearing was continued to the Council meeting of January 24, 2012 to allow staff and the city's
consultant to complete the preparation of the Final EIR, and to incorporate changes to the Draft General

a City of Hemet - Community Development Department O
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 11-002 — 2030 GENERAL PLAN UPDATE
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO, 11-002 — FINAL PROGRAM EIR
City Council Meeting of January 24, 2012

INCOMMONPLAN\GENPLAN\STAFF REPORTS\City Council\01.24.12\01.24.12 CC Staff Report.docx



GPA 11-002 & EA 11-002 Staff Report
General Plan 2030 Comprehensive Update Page 2 of 6
& Final Environmental Impact Report

Plan text and figures in response to comments from the Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission
(ALUC). Pursuant to state law, the ALUC must review any amendments to a city or countygeneral plan
and render a determination of whether or not the proposed plan is consistent with the currently adopted
Airport Land Use Plan (ALUP). At a noticed public hearing on January 12, 2012 the Riverside County
ALUC adopted a Finding of Consistency for the City of Hemet Comprehensive General Plan 2030 Update,
based upon incorporation of the updated Errata text and figures included as Attachments 1B and 1C to this
report.

At the Planning Commission meeting of January 17, 2012, the Commission held a duly noticed public
hearing to review and consider the Supplemental Errata to the Draft General Plan text and figures,
including minor changes to the Land Use Plan; and considered the Final EIR and accompanying
documents. The Planning Commission adopted Resolution No. 12-001 (Attachment No. 4) recommending
that the City Council certify the Final EIR and adopt the Mitigation Monitoring Program and the Findings of
Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations. The Planning Commission had previously adopted
Resolution No. 11-016 (Attachment No. 3) recommending to the City Council adoption of the General Plan
2030 Update, and took further action by minute order at their meeting of January 17, 2012 to recommend
adoption of the updated Errata to the Draft General Plan, as contained within Attachments 1B and 1C.

The proposed Comprehensive General Plan 2030 Update, (including the Draft General Plan document and
the Updated Errata), and the Final Program EIR and related documents have incorporated all comments
and changes as requested to date by members of the public and responsible agencies and that have been
recommended for inclusion by the Planning Commission and City Council. As such, staff respectfully
submits that the documents are ready for the Council's final review and consideration for adoption.

UPDATED ERRATA TO THE GENERAL PLAN 2030 TEXT AND FIGURES

Subsequent to the City Council meeting of December 13, 2011,staff made additional modifications to the
Draft General Plan text and figures in response to comments received from the Airport Land Use
Commission (ALUC) and the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), as well as one additional
land use plan change as requested by the owners of Hemet West Mobile Home Park, located on West
Florida Avenue. These changes were reviewed and recommended for approval by the Planning
Commission as noted above, and have been incorporated into the Updated Errata pages included in this
report as Attachments 1B and 1C. These changes are summarized below and will be explained in greater
detail at the meeting.

Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC)

The ALUC is primarily concerned with ensuring that the General Plan 2030 complies with the Airport Land
Use Plan (ALUP) for the Hemet-Ryan Airport. Compliance is complicated by the fact that the current ALUP
was completed in 1992 and is generally considered to be out-of-date. An update to the Airport Land Use
Plan is currently funded and will start the update process shortly, and is expected to take approximately 18
months. In addition, Riverside County is currently in the process of updating the Airport Master Plan,
including an assessment of the runway configurations. Planning staff worked with ALUC staff to establish
General Plan policies and land use plan modifications that satisfies the ALUC while not overly hindering
growth and development in Hemet. The proposed policies and land use plan, as outlined below, was
presented to the ALUC on January 12, 2012 for a determination of compliance with the ALUP. The ALUC
did render a determination of Consistency with the ALUP, which allows the General Plan 2030 to be
considered for approval by the City Council on January 24, 2012.

O City of Hemet - Community Development Department O
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 11-002 — 2030 GENERAL PLAN UPDATE
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 11-002 — FINAL PROGRAM EIR
City Council Meeting of January 24, 2012
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GPA 11-002 & EA 11-002 Staff Report
General Plan 2030 Comprehensive Update Page 3 of 6
& Final Environmental Impact Report

Proposed text revisions to the General Plan 2030 to comply with the ALUP for Hemet-Ryan Airport (as
provided in Attachment 1B) include:

1.Establishment of an Interim Airport Overlay for undeveloped properties in Areas | and Il of the ALUP
that allows for uses not currently permitted under the 1992 ALUP. The Interim Airport Overlay
only stays in effect until the new ALUP is adopted

2.Expansion of Table 2.5 (ALUC Airport Land Use Compatibility Zones) covering permitted,
discretionary, and incompatible uses in the various Airport Land Use Compatibility Zones.

3.Modifications to Policies LU-10.1, LU-10.3, and LU-10.4 clarifying the relationship and authority of the
ALUC to the City, and defining the Interim Airport Overlay.

4. Addition of Policy LU-10.5 that limits High Density Residential (18-30 du/ac) development in the
Transition Area to 20 du/ac while the 1992 ALUP remains in effect.

5.Modification to Policy PS-4.8 that any proposed use in the City that is 200 feet or higher will be
reviewed by the AULC and the FAA; and to Policy PS-4.10 to coordinate with Riverside County to
ensure the updated Airport Master Plan will not create negative noise, safety, or circulation
system impacts in Hemet.

6. Modification to Implementation Program LU-P-35 establishing procedures for transmitting appropriate
projects to the ALUC for review and indicating that within 180 days of adoption of the updated
ALUP, the City will bring the General Plan into conformance.

Proposed map revisions to the General Plan 2030 to comply with the ALUP for Hemet-Ryan Airport are
listed below and shown on Figure 2.6a (Airport Land Use Compatibility Zones) in Attachment 1C, but are
also reflected on Figure 2.1 (Land Use Plan). Additionally, Figure 2.5 (West Hemet Plan) has been
modified to show the Interim Airport Overlay as well as the MSHCP Overlay. Staff will explain these
changes in greater detail at the meeting:

1.The Very High Density Residential (VHDR) parcels located on the north side of Acacia Avenue
between Lyon Avenue and Kirby Street in the ALUP Transition Area are reduced in density to
High Density Residential (HDR).

2.The two sites containing existing church facilities in the area north of Stetson Avenue, south of
Whittier Avenue, east of Sanderson Avenue, and west of Kirby Street in the ALUP Area Il (High
Risk) are changed from Low Density Residential to QuasiPublic (Q-P).

3.The Hillside Residential (0.0 — 0.5 du/ac) and Rural Residential (0.0 — 2.0 du/ac) parcels generally
located west of the airport in ALUP Areas | (Extreme Risk) and Il (High Risk)are restricted to 1
dwelling unit per 2.5 acres.

4.The area of PCD 79-83 within ALUP Area Il (High Risk) that does not have an approved tentative
tract map has been added to the Interim Airport Overlay.

5.The two Medium Density Residential parcels located north of Poplar Street, east of Warren Road
have been designated Mixed Use within the Interim Airport Overlay

Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB)

The RWQCB recommended adding data, outlining regulations, and presenting strategies to protect water
quality through storm drainage management, primarily as a comment on the Draft EIR. However, staff
believes it is beneficial to also include this information in the General Plan and modified Chapter 5

O City of Hemet - Community Development Department O
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 11-002 - 2030 GENERAL PLAN UPDATE
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 11-002 — FINAL PROGRAM EIR
City Council Meeting of January 24, 2012
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GPA 11-002 & EA 11-002 Staff Report
General Plan 2030 Comprehensive Update Page 4 of 6
& Final Environmental Impact Report

(Community Services and Infrastructure), Chapter 7 (Open Space and Conservation), and Chapter 12
(Implementation) of General Plan 2030 to incorporate the following:

° A discussion of the Riverside County Drainage Area Management Plan (DAMP).

° An explanation of the Riverside County municipal separate storm sewer system permit (MS4
permit) of which the City is a copermitee, and the City’'s compliance approach.

° An outline of National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permits and waste
discharge requirements.

° A review of the Nutrient Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) plan that requires Hemet, as well as
other municipalities located on the San Jacinto Watershed, to reduce the amount of nutrients in
its stormwater, which drains into Canyon Lake and Lake Elsinore. Both lakes have been placed
on the federal government’s impaired waters list.

® A presentation of Low Impact Development (LID) planning principles to ensure that new
development is designed in consideration of overall environmental conditions, including regional
water quality.

° A list of Ahwahnee Water Principles for Resource Efficient Land Use, which are recommended by
the RWQCB.

° The addition or modification of policies and implementation measures to protect water quality,
improve coordination with other government agencies, increase efficiency, promote best
management practices, and comply with all federal, state, and regional regulatiors.

Land Use Map Change for Hemet West Mobile Home Park

The owners of the Hemet West Mobile Home Park (located on West Florida Avenue and Myers Street),
requested that a strip of land they own and that is located in front of the park be changed from Community
Commercial (CC) to Low Density Residential (LDR). The remaining area within the mobile home park is
currently designated as LDR, and the owners wish to continue this use at some point in the future on the
vacant parcels. In addition, the vacant land area is long and narrow and would only be able to
accommodate a strip commercial type structure if developed as commercial. The park owners and
residents are concerned that this type of use would be incompatible with the existing residential mobile
home park, and generate noise, light, and activity that would impact the park. The staff and the Planning
Commission are recommending that the requested change from CC to LDR be granted for this property. As
the proposed change is a less-intensive use than that anticipated for the site under the Draft EIR analysis
for the General Plan, there is no need to reevaluate the change under the EIR.

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (FEIR)

The Final Program Environmental Impact Report is included as Attachment 2A to this report. The FEIR
essentially includes all of the information in the original Draft EIR in addition to updates to the text (in
underline) that are as a result of the comment letters received. All of the comment letters on the DEIR and
the City's Responses to the Comments are also included in the FEIR document as Chapter 7. As required
by state law, the City has sent a copy of the FEIR and the Responses to Comments to each of the
agencies and organization that provided comments, for a 10-day review period prior to certification of the
FEIR by the City Council.

O City of Hemet - Community Development Department O
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 11-002 — 2030 GENERAL PLAN UPDATE
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 11-002 — FINAL PROGRAM EIR
City Council Meeting of January 24, 2012

INCOMMON\PLAN\GENPLAN\STAFF REPORTS\City Council\01.24.12\01.24.12 CC Staff Report.docx



GPA 11-002 & EA 11-002 Staff Report
General Plan 2030 Comprehensive Update Page 5 of 6
& Final Environmental Impact Report

An associated component of the Final EIR is the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program included as
Attachment 2B to this staff report. This document outlines all of the mitigation meaures required of the
project, and the responsible department and timeframe in which they need to be implemented. Attachment
2C is the Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations which is a document that is also
required to be adopted by the City Council prior to approval of the General Plan and sets forth the results of
the FEIR analysis, identifies those impacts that cannot be completely mitigated (i.e. significant and
unavoidable impacts), and considers each Project Alternative, and whether or not they meet the stated
objectives of the project. Staff will provide an overviewof the contents and conclusions of the FEIR and
related documents in more detail at the meeting.

CONCLUSION

In conclusion, staff recommends that the City Council review the proposed modifications to the Draft
General Plan text and figures and the Final EIR and associated documents, and adopt Resolution Bill No.
12-007 Certifying the FEIR and associated documents, and adopt Resolution Bill No. 12-006 adopting the
City's new Comprehensive General Plan 2030. The adoption of the new General Plan will conclude a
major milestone for the City and sets the course for future development and the revitalization of existing
developed areas, establishes the framework for the provision of public services, healthy living,
environmental sustainability, needed infrastructure, and recreational and cultural opportunities, and
preserves the treasured aspects of the City's heritage and natural open spaces. While the adoption of the
General Plan 2030 concludes a major, multiyear effort on the part of the City and its citizens - it is really
only the beginning...

espectfully Submitted:

Aigy—

ann‘a Elliano
mu lty Development Director

ATTACHMENTS:
1. City Council Resolution Bill No. 12-006 adopting the Hemet General Plan 2030 Update (GPA-11-
002)

1A. Draft Hemet General Plan 2030 (distributed to the City Council and available on the City's
website at www.cityofhemet.org, and at the Planning Department and the Hemet Public Library.)

1B. Updated Errata Pages for modifications to the General Plan 2030 Text
1C. Updated Errata Pages for modifications to the General Plan 2030 Figures

2. City Council Resolution Bill No. 12-007 Certifying the Final Program EIR, adopting the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program, and adopting the Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding
Considerations for the City of Hemet General Plan Update 2030.

2A. Final Environmental Impact Report for the Hemet General Plan 2030 Update (distributed to
the City Council and available on the City's website atwww.cityofhemet.org, and at the Planning
Department and the Hemet Public Library.)

O City of Hemet - Community Development Department O
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 11-002 — 2030 GENERAL PLAN UPDATE
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 11-002 — FINAL PROGRAM EIR
City Council Meeting of January 24, 2012
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GPA 11-002 & EA 11-002 Staff Report
General Plan 2030 Comprehensive Update Page 6 of 6
& Final Environmental Impact Report

2B. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
2C. Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations

3. Planning Commission Resolution No. 11-016 recommending adoption of the General Plan 2030
Update

4. Planning Commission Resolution No. 12-001 recommending certification of the Final EIR and
adoption of the Mitigation Monitoring Program, Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding
Considerations.

5. Public Correspondence received on the Draft General Plan 2030 (Note: Correspondence received
regarding the Draft EIR is included in Chapter 7 of the Final EIR).

1 City of Hemet - Community Development Department O
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 11-002 — 2030 GENERAL PLAN UPDATE
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 11-002 — FINAL PROGRAM EIR
City Council Meeting of January 24, 2012
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Attachment 1

City Council
Resolution Bill No. 12-006

Adopting the
Hemet General Plan
2030 Update

(General Plan Amendment No. 11-002)
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CITY OF HEMET
Hemet, California

RESOLUTION BILL NO. 12-006

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF HEMET, CALIFORNIA ADOPTING THE
COMPREHENSIVE UPDATE TO THE CITY OF HEMET
GENERAL PLAN 2030 (GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT
NO. 11-002)

WHEREAS, the City of Hemet initiated a comprehensive update of its General
Plan to guide the future of the City, and

WHEREAS, the City undertook an extensive program of public outreach that
included appointment of a 15-member General Plan Advisory Committee (GPAC) to
identify potential issues and opportunities, engage the community, review potential land
use scenarios, and make findings and recommendations; and

WHEREAS, the City prepared a Comprehensive General Plan Update (General
Plan 2030) that incorporates goals and policies regarding land use, community design,
circulation, community services and infrastructure, public safety, open space and
conservation, recreation and trails, historic resources, art and culture, and housing; and,

WHEREAS, General Plan 2030 includes implementation actions geared towards
carrying out its goals and policies; and,

WHEREAS, General Plan 2030 is a citywide document that is an integrated,
internally consistent statement of the official land use policy for the City of Hemet; and,

WHEREAS, the City prepared a Program Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
(SCH #2010061088) for General Plan 2030 that provides a description of potential
environmental impacts of the project and recommends mitigation measures to reduce
the impacts to a less than significant level, where feasible; and,

WHEREAS, a Notice of Preparation for the draft EIR was circulated to the public,
responsible agencies, and other interested parties for their review and comment from
June 28, 2010 to July 27, 2010, as required by CEQA; and,

WHEREAS, the draft EIR was prepared in accordance with applicable law,
including the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code of
Regulations Section 21000 et seq., and the CEQA Guidelines, 14 California Code of

City Council Resolution Bill No. 12-006
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 11-002
GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030

Page 1 of 7
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Regulations Section 15000 et seq., and the draft EIR and General Plan Update 2030
were circulated to the public, responsible agencies and other interested persons for
their review and comment from September 30, 2011 to November 14, 2011, as required
by CEQA,; and,

WHEREAS, written comments and oral testimony were received on the draft EIR
and General Plan Update 2030 during the 45-day review period including those given at
public meetings of the City of Hemet Parks Commission and Traffic Commission, and at
public hearings before the Planning Commission and City Council; and,

WHEREAS, on October 18, 2011, November 15, 2011, and January 17, 2012
the Planning Commission held duly noticed public hearings on the Comprehensive
General Plan Update 2030, considered all written and oral reports of staff and public
testimony on the matter, and such other matters as are reflected in the record of this
matter; and,

WHEREAS, on November 15, 2011, Planning Commission adopted Resolution
Bill No. 11-017 recommending adoption of General Plan 2030 with errata; and

WHEREAS, on January 17, 2012, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed
public hearing and by minute order, recommended adoption of Supplemental Errata to
the Draft General Plan text and figures; and

WHEREAS, on December 13, 2011, and January 24, 2012, the City Council held
duly noticed public hearings on the Comprehensive General Plan Update 2030, and
considered all written and oral reports of staff and public testimony on the matter, and
such other matters as are reflected in the record.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of
Hemet does Resolve, Determine, Find and Order as follows:

1. The proposed General Plan is consistent with the requirements of the
California Government Code regarding General Plans and the adopted
General Plan guidelines in effect as of the date of this resolution, and
ensures and maintains internal consistency with all of the objectives,
policies, general land uses, programs and actions of all elements of the
general plan.

The Hemet General Plan Update 2030 is a comprehensive update of the 1992
General Plan, which includes an update of existing elements, as well as the
addition of new elements. The General Plan 2030 comprises the following State
mandated and optional elements: Land Use; Community Design; Circulation;
Community Services and Infrastructure; Public Safety; Open Space and
Conservation; Recreation and Trails; Historic Resources; Art and Culture; and
Housing.

City Council Resolution Bill No. 12-006
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 11-002
GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030

Page 2 of 7
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Development of the General Plan 2030 was a multi-year process and involved
extensive public participation in the form of public workshops, surveys and public
hearings. Based upon the public participation, ten vision statements were
established which guided the development of the goals and policies of the
General Plan 2030.

The objectives of the General Plan 2030, as stated within the Draft Program
Environmental Impact Report, include:

Objective 1; Update the General Plan to accommodate population and

employment through 2030 in a manner reflecting changing demographic
shifts;

Objective 2. Plan for a larger area which can accommodate new
economic development and job-creating industries focused in walkable,
mixed-use areas, as well as offering increased housing opportunities to
meet diverse economic needs;

Objective 3: Amend policies and the Land Use Map to reflect actual land
use patterns, including preservation of existing single-family
neighborhoods outside the downtown core and mixed-use areas;

Objective 4: Provide expanded recreational opportunities, especially
around Diamond Valley Lake;

Objective 5: Provide for a balanced land use mix within the city and
planning area that supports industrial and professional jobs;

Objective 6: Accommodate growth that ensures long-term economic
viability and promotes a high quality of life for residents;

Objective 7: Reflect “state-of-the-art” planning practices that provide for
reuse of existing areas, encourage infill development, enhance pedestrian
activities, and conserve valuable water, air, and energy resources;

Objective 8: Develop strategic measures to facilitate renovation of older
areas of the City, including enhancement of established neighborhoods;

Objective 9: Integrate new growth into the overall city fabric that
complements, rather than competes with, existing land uses;

City Council Resolution Bill No. 12-006
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 11-002
GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030

Page 3 of 7
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e Objective 10: Provide a multi-modal circulation system which effectively
moves people throughout Hemet with minimal disruption to existing
businesses and neighborhoods.

The above described objectives are reflective of the community’s concerns,
issues, and priorities as expressed through the public participation process.

Each element of the General Plan has been reviewed by City staff, the General
Plan Consultant, the Planning Commission, and the City Council for internal
consistency and has been determined to be internally consistent.

. The Proposed General Plan would not be detrimental to the public

convenience, health, safety, or general welfare of the City.

The General Plan 2030 will promote the health, safety and welfare of the City
through the listed goals and policies included within each Element. A Program
Environmental Impact Report has been prepared for the project and provides a
description of potential environmental impacts of the proposed General Plan
2030 and recommends mitigation measures to reduce impacts to a less than
significant level, where feasible. After implementation of General Plan 2030
goals and policies and the recommended mitigation measures, most of the
significant or potentially significant impacts associated with implementation of the
proposed General Plan 2030 would be reduced to a less than significant level.
Impacts in areas of Traffic and Circulation, Air Quality, Noise, Greenhouse Gas
Emissions, Agricultural Resources, and Regional Water Supply could not be
completely mitigated and would result in significant unavoidable impacts
associated with implementation of the proposed General Plan 2030. However,
these identified unavoidable impacts would occur to a much greater extent under
the existing General Plan.

. The Proposed General Plan is in compliance with the provisions of the

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

A Program Environmental Impact Report has been prepared for the project that
provides a description of potential environmental impacts of the proposed
General Plan and recommends mitigation measures to reduce impacts to less
than significant levels, where feasible.

A Notice of Preparation for the EIR was circulated to the public, responsible
agencies, and other interested parties for their review and comment from June
28, 2010 to July 27, 2010, as required by law.

The draft EIR and General Plan Update 2030 were circulated to the public,
responsible agencies, and other interested parties for their review and comment
from September 30, 2011 to November 14, 2011, in accordance with applicable

City Council Resolution Bill No. 12-006
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 11-002
GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030
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law, including the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public
Resources Code Section 21000 et seq., and the CEQA Guidelines, 14 California
Code of Regulations Section 15000 et seq., and other applicable laws and
regulations.

The program EIR for the General Plan 2030 addresses all related environmental
concerns in compliance with CEQA, including but not limited to the following:

Aesthetics

Agricultural Resources

Air Quality

Biological Resources

Cultural Resources

Geology, Soils, Mineral and Paleontological Resources
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Hydrology and Water Resources
Land Use, Population, and Housing
Noise

Public Services and Facilities

Traffic and Transportation

Public Utilities and Energy Efficiency
Theoretical Buildout

Written comments and oral testimony were received on the draft EIR during the
45-day review period, including those given at the public hearings before the
Planning Commission and City Council. Written responses to comments were
prepared in accordance with CEQA in order to address comments submitted on
the draft EIR and are included in the final EIR for the project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that based on the written information provided, the
public comments received and the findings stated above, the City Council hereby takes
the following action:

1. The City Council hereby approves General Plan Amendment No. 11-002,
which adopts the comprehensive Hemet General Plan Update 2030 as
presented to the City Council at the hearing on January 24, 2012 and
referenced as Exhibit 1A, and including the incorporation of changes noted in
the updated Errata Pages for modifications to the General Plan 2030 Text,
which are attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit 1B, and as
visualized in the updated supplemental Errata Pages for modifications to the
General Plan 2030 Figures, which are attached hereto and incorporated
herein as Exhibit 1C.

City Council Resolution Bill No. 12-006
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 11-002
GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030
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| PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 24" day of January 2012,

Robert Youssef, Mayor

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Sarah McComas, City Clerk Eric S. Vail, City Attorney

City Council Resolution Bill No. 12-006
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 11-002
GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030

Page 6 of 7
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State of California)

County of Riverside)

City of Hemet)

I, Sarah McComas, City Clerk of the City of Hemet, do hereby certify that the
foregoing resolution is the actual resolution adopted by the City Council of the
City of Hemet and was passed by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

Sarah McComas, City Clerk

City Council Resolution Bill No. 12-006
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 11-002
GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030

Page 7 of 7
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Attachment 1A

Draft
Hemet General Plan 2030

Previously distributed to the

City Council and available on the City’s
website at www.cityofhemet.org
and at the Hemet Library and the

Hemet City Hall Planning Counter




Attachment 1B

Errata Pages
for modifications to the
General Plan 2030 Text
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GENERAL PLAN TEAM

City Staff

Deanna Elliano, Community Development Director

Nancy Gutierrez, Contract Planner
Ron Running, Contract Planner

Carole Kendrick, Assistant Planner

Tim Darden, GIS Specialist
Nancie Shaw, Administrative Assistant
Former Team Members
Richard Masyczek, Planning Director/ Contract Planner

Bernie Chase, Contract Planner

Other City Departments

Brian Nakamura, City Manager
Eric Vail, City Attorney (Burke, Williams, and Sorenson)
David Brown, Police Chief
Kriss Cole, Public Safety Office Specialist
Jorge Biagioni, City Engineer/ Director of Engineering

Linda Nixon, Environmental Services Manager

Ron Proze, Water/ Wastewater Superintendent
Armando Torres, Water Quality / Conservation Specialist
Former City Staff
Wade Edge, Recycling and Refuse Manager
Tony Margis, Captain - Operations, Police Department
Matthew Shobert, Chief, Fire Department
Mark Trabing, Housing Manager

Consultants

AECOM, in association with:

True North Research, Inc. - Residential Survey
Stanley R. Hoffman Associates - Fiscal Analysis
Urban Crossroads, Inc. - Traffic Analysis
Downtown Solutions - Downtown Analysis
Applied Earthworks, Inc. - Cultural Resources Analysis
Economics & Politics, Inc. - Economic Analysis
Baxter Miller Landscape Architecture - Urban Design
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PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS CONSULTED

Airport Land Use Commission Riverside County Off-Road Trails
»  Edward Cooper = Jeff Slepski
= John Guerin = Guy Excell
Photo Credits

Diamond Valley Arts Council
= Robert Righetti
= Richard Leitz

= Jeff Siepski
*  Hemet Heritage Foundation

Lo = Nancy Bradshaw
= Lois Stipp

Riverside County Transportation
and Land Management Agency

= Jerry Jolliffe

Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians

Eastern Municipal Water District
" Behrooz Mortazavi
= Karl Reber

Green Coalition of San Jacinto Valley = Joseph Ontiveros

= Wiggs Mendoza Valley-Wide Recreation and Park

s Alex Owen District
Hemet Valley Art Association = Jeff Leatherman
»  Annie Childs Western Science Center
Hemet Heritage Foundation »  John Petty
= Rob Lindguist Urban Land Institute Orange
w  Robar Vics County/Inland Empire, Edge

Development Initiative Council 2010
= Joagn Walters

= Mary Whitney (Special Advisor)
Hemet Unified School District

= Jesse Bridwell

= Tina Koonce
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Lake Hemet Municipal Water District
v Steven Whithy
Metropolitan Water District
= Lynda Goldberg
= David McElroy
= Jill Wicke
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Lm USE

Hemet Municipal Code and Zoning The IHemet Municipal Code
establishes detailed zoning districts and regulations based on the General
Plan. The municipal code includes all of the City’s zoning ordinance
provisions and has been supplemented over time to include other related
procedures  such  as  subdivision regulations, environmental review
procedures, and a sign code. Municipal code regulations and maps must be
consistent with the land uses, policies, and implementation programs of the
General Plan. The municipal code will be updated to reflect the land use
and development policies contained in this element.

Hemet Redevelopment Plans Redevelopment is a process created to
assist local governments in eliminating blight and revitalizing designated
“project areas”. A portion of redevelopment funds (20 percent) must also
be used to promote affordable housing opportunities within the
community. ITemet has five redevelopment project areas:

2,

<  Downtown

,

** Combined Commercial
% TFarmer’s Fair
% Hemet

% Weston Park

Generally, the redevelopment project areas focus on the central built arcas
of the City including the historic downtown area and aloag Florida Avenue.
When established, the project areas cncompassed sections of the
community with conditions such as abandoned buildings, substandard
housing, cmpty parcels, and vandalism that may impede the City's
development. The Ilemet Redevelopment Agency has prepared an
implementation plan for the redevelopment areas which is updated every 5
years. Redevelopment plans are one of the tools the City uses to implement
Land Use Element policies.

| ﬂtmct—Rx.in_ Airport Land Use Plan and Airport Master Plan—§State { Deleted: Riverside County

law requires that General Plans be consistent with land use compaubd.lty

" | Deleted: Hemet-Ryan Airport
plans approved by Airport Land Use Commissions (ALUC). The Riverside [ ey A

L

ALUC approved the HemetRyan Airport Comprehensive Airport Land
Use Plan (ALUP) in 1992 and a minor amendment in 2009. Detailed
information on how land uses are integrated with airport planning is
provided later in this clement under Section 2.10, “Tlemet-Ryan Airport.”
Riverside County owns and operates the Hemet- Ryan Airport, and thc.

liconomic Development Agnucy has recently pre ‘[Deletad: is in the process of preparing

= {Deleted will address

| peteted: ny

\\ [DEIEtEd )

[ Deleted: during the Master Plan petiod of 2011-2031
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State Global Warming/Greenhouse Gas Legislation: AB 32 and SB
375 Assembly Bill (AB) 32—The Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006
establishes greenhouse gas reduction goals to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions equal to 1990 levels. This requires cutting approximately 30
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a specific runway extension, at this time, The updated Master Plan is

anticipated to be adopted by the County of Riverside in 2012.

State Global Warming/Greenhouse Gas Legislation: AB 32 and SB
375 Assembly Bill (AB) 32—The Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006
establishes greenhouse gas reduction goals to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions equal to 1990 levels. This requires cutting approximately 30
percent from business-as-usual emissions levels projected for 2020, or
about 15 percent from today’s levels. On a per-capita basis, that means
reducing annual emissions of 14 tons of carbon dioxide per person
down to about 10 tons per person by 2020. The primary agency
responsible for implementing AB 32 is the California Air Resources
Board, which is establishing a greenhouse gas scoping plan and
statewide standards. The intent of AB 32 was to establish a general goal
toward reducing greenhouse gas emissions on a statewide basis.

Specifics on how that is to be achieved are outlined in companion SB
375.

Senate Bill (SB) 375—SB 375 focuses on greenhouse gas reductions
through both mobile and stationary sources, with mobile source
reductions being addressed through changes to land use planning
strategies such as mixed vse, densification of housing, and adherence to
smart planning principals. These land use planning strategies are to be
embodied in Sustainable Community Strategy (SCS) plans to be
developed by council of governments such as SCAG. While SCAG has
yet to develop the region’s SCS plan, the City of Hemet has strived to
integrate as many of the SB 375 components in the development of this
General Plan as possible. For example, the City has identified over six
mixed-use locations within the City and Planning Area, in addition to
embodying pedestrian and alternative transportation strategies
throughout the General Plan.

California  Environmental Quality Act The California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) was adopted by the State
legislature in response to a public mandate for more thorough
environmental analysis of projects that might affect the environment.
Provisions of the law and environmental review procedures are
described in the CEQA Statutes and State CEQA Guidelines.
Implementation of CEQA ensures that during the decision making
stage of development, City officials and the general public will be able
to assess the environmental impacts associated with private and public
development projects.

Riverside County Local Agency Formation Commission Provisions
of the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act
of 2000 will be applied by the Riverside County Local Agency
Formation Commission (LAFCO) in making decisions regarding
future City annexations of land within the Hemet sphere of influence

B {Delebed: ny

"7 { Deleted: s

{ Deleted: during the Master Plan period of 20112031
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percent from business-as-usual emissions levels projected for 2020, or
about 15 percent from today’s levels. On a per-capita basis, that means
reducing annual emissions of 14 tons of carbon dioxide per person down to
about 10 tons per person by 2020. 'The primary agency responsible for
implementing AB 32 is the California Air Resources Board, which is
establishing a greenhouse gas scoping plan and statewide standards. The
mtent of AB 32 was to establish a general goal toward reducing greenhouse
gas emissions on a statewide basts. Specifics on how that is to be achieved
are outlined in companion SB 375.

Senate Bifl (§B) 375—SB 375 focuses on greenhouse gas reductions through
both mobile and stationary sources, with mobile source reductions being
addressed through changes to land use planning strategies such as mixed
use, densification of housing, and adherence to smart planning principals.
These land use planning strategics are to be embodied in Sustainable
Community Strategy (SCS) plans to be developed by council of
governments such as SCAG. While SCAG has yet to develop the region’s
SCS plan, the City of Hemet has strived to integrate as many of the SB 375
components in the development of this General Plan as possible. For
example, the City has identified over six mixed-use locations within the City
and Planning Area, in addition to embodying pedestrian and alternative
transportation strategies throughout the General Plan.

California Environmental Quality Act The California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) was adopted by the State legislature in response to a
public mandate for more thorough environmental analysis of projects that
might affect the environment. Provisions of the law and environmental
review procedures are described in the CEQA Statutes and State CHQA
Guidelines. Implementation of CEQA ensures that during the decision
making stage of development, City officials and the general public will be
able to assess the eavironmental impacts associated with private and public
development projects.

Riverside County Local Agency Formation Commission Provisions of
the Cortese-Knox-Ilertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act of
2000 will be applied by the Riverside County Local Agency Formation
Commission (LAFCO) in making decisions regarding future City
annexations of land within the Hemet sphere of influence (SOI) and to any
reorganization of other service districts for the Hemet Planning Area.
LAFC(s efforts are directed to sceing that services are provided efficiently
and economically while agricultural and open space lands are protected.

Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation
Plan Ilemet has adopted an ordinance implementing the Western Riverside
County Multiple Specics ITabitat Comnservation Plan (MSHCP). ‘The
MSIICP addresses habitar protection issues throughout the County and
City and cstablishes “criteria arcas,” which require high levels of habitat
protection. All development projects within criteria arcas arc first required
to undergo an extensive habitat assessment and if necessary, undergo an
acquisiion process from the Western Riverside County Regional
Conscrvation Authority (RCA). Properties outside of the criteria areas are

T
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LAND USE E

SCH—School

The SCH—School designation provides for lands already occupied for
public or private school facilities such as elementary, middle, and high
schools.

QP — Quasi Public

The QP-Quasi Public category provides for uscs such as museums,
outdoor cultural venues such as the Ramona Bowl, education and
institutional uses, churches, and other activites on propertics owned
and leased by public and quasi-public agencies. This category is
distinct from the PF (Public Facility) category in that it includes uses
associated with activities open or available to the public but which are
privately owned or operated by a public agency. The Quasi Public
district also allows uses and facilities related to the operations of the
public agency or utility, including research and design.

OVERLAY DESIGNATIONS

Overlay designations can best be described as a land use “layer” that provides special guidance or
considerations for the underlying land uses. For exarnple, the Environmental Management (EM) overlay
does not change an underlying designation of residential. Residential is still the primary use. However, the
EM overlay “signals” that environmental factors such as streambeds or the presence of endangered species
could influence development differently than the same designation without the overlay.

The SP—Specific Plan designation is for master planned communitics
(either residential, commercial, mixed use, or busmess park), which
provides for consistent architectural and landscape themes and
standards. The existing and proposed Specific Plan districts are
shown in Figure 2.2.

The EM—FEnvironmental Management designation is an overlay
designation indicating that the area is within the Mult-Species Ilabitat
Conservation Plan (MSHCP) criteria cells.

5T O F
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LAND USE

infrastructure components, need to be developed, which
shows how a project is served by infrastructure and how a
project helps to facilitate the continuation of infrastructure
to adjoining properties.

+ Public design components are developed in concept
Public design components such as streetscapes, entryway
monumentation, signage, and architectural theme and scale
should be developed at least in concept so that the project
can integrate with future developments and approved plans
to the maximum extent possible.

2.64 FLORIDA AVENUE MIXED-USE AREA #1

Overview

Mixed-Use Area #1 (MU-1) will serve as the region’s primary retail
destination taking advantage of the SR 74/79 interchange. Services
provided will include specialty retail, restaurants, department stores,
and general retail uses. Additionally, the area will provide a vibrant
office environment as well as medium to high density residential units.
All of the uses will be integrated through a comprehensive pedestrian
system as well as the more traditional road system.

Anticipated Land Use Summary
1. Retail, commercial, office and institutional: 35 percent of land area

2. Residential: 10-15 percent of land area

3. Open Space and Rights-of-Way: 45-55 percent of land area

a. Vernal pool conservation area: 40-50 percent of land area
unless a criteria refinement is adopted for MSHCP cell blocks.
With a criteria refinement, the land use distribution would be
increased in the same development percentages. Portions of the “ Formatted: Underline, Font color: J
MSHCP cell groups are currently under public agency Red
ownership and should serve as the core of the conservation
area.

b. Public open space such as a public plaza, paseos, landscaped
setbacks, and trails, but excluding private open space:
minimum of 5 percent of land area.

Development Considerations

% Design To achieve a harmonious blend of land uses and
development patterns, special care shall be given to a
comprehensive circulation system consisting of vehicular and
pedestrian access and linkages as well as a consistent and
thematic design treatment for streetscapes and architectural
elements.
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< Drainage and Infrastructure Parts of MU-2 are located in the 100-
year and 500-year flood plain. Development within MU-2 must address
off-site infrastructure as well as on-site infrastructure needs and how
the development will interface with an overall infrastructure plan.

{ Formatted: Bullets and Numbering
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< Area-wide Planning Required Ideally, MU-2 and the adjoining
business park area would be analyzed and developed under an area-
wide plan or community plan. However, the City recognizes that
developing the plan may be cost prohibitive in the short term. Until
such a plan is developed any project proposal will need to address how
the project can provide and integrate with future infrastructure needs
and address streetscape design and overall design framework for the
area.

# Transit Village A future Metrolink station is proposed within

MU-2, which will provide for regional mobility both to and

from the West Hemet business park arca. The City anticipates

=

@
3
;-]
0
3
a

that a transit village will be developed adjacent to the future =
station and will work with property owners in the 1
development of transit-oriented design concepts and an I
appropriate mix of retail/office/residential uses within one- =
quarter to one-half mile of the Metrolink or transit stop. §
2.6.6 HEMET GATEWAY MIXED-USE AREA #3
Overview

Mixed-Use Arca #3 (MU-3) serves as the “Gateway” to the City
along Domenigoni Parkway as well as a major regional center. Tt is
anticipated that the site will be owned in total by the Soboba Band
of Luisefio Indians and will develop into a retail, office, and residential

project.

Anticipated Land Use Summary
1. Retail/commercial/office: 80 percent of the land area.

2. Residential: 15 percent of land area.
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2,

< Proximity to Hemet-Ryan Airport Portions of the MU-4 area arc
within the Airport Influence Area for the Iemet-Ryan Airport (see

Figure 2.6a). The existing Airport land Use Plan f\l UP) adopted in
199” for IkmLtR\.m I8 Propose - a the y

- ‘[Deleted: based on

portions of the MU- 4 arca

propertics in Areas | and 11 of the Atrport L. and Use Plan (per Figure
2 61) that may be mu)rnpmbk with the 199” Al l P. Fnr U{Jmph_ﬂ

Interim 4 rt Ove r] .
2.6.8 DIAMOND VALLEY LAKE MIXED-USE
AREA #5
Overview

Mixed Use Area #5 is intended to provide a synergistic blend of retail,
restaurant, office, educational and rclated uses as part of the larger
Diamond Valley Lake East planning area to the south and includes a
portion of the McSweeny Ranch specific plan area to the north. It is
anticipated that that area will serve as a complement to the existing
muscums, Diamond Valley Lake Visitor Center and the Western Science
Center, which curates Metropolitan Water Districts (MWD) paleontological
and archeological artifacts from the construction of Diamond Valley Lake,
Valley Wide Recreation & Park District’s regional aquatic center and ball
ficlds, the Western Center Academy — a charter middle school, and finally
the Diamond Valley Lake marina, allowing public access to Diamond Valley
Lake for boating, fishing, hiking, and biking.

It is envisioned that this area will become the City’s Southern Gateway as
well as the regional hub for recreation, education, and renewable energy
rescarch and devclopment technologies set in a sustainable campus
environment and would include providing services such as specialty retail,
restaurants, and hotels. Ttis also envisioned that alternative energy facilitics
and technologies may be included in this area to exemplify the commitment
to sustainability and renewable energy.

Anticipated Land Use Summary
1. Retail/commercial: 30 percent of the land arca.

2. Commercial office/sustainable campus business park/research and
development/educational facilities: 50 percent of land arca

3. Open Space: 20 percent of land arca, which includes public plazas,
trails, paseos, drainage channel parkland ete. but excludes private open
space.
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prohibitive. However, for larger projects (over 25 acres) specific plans
will be required.

% Compatibility Integration with existing uscs and enhancing the historic
context in the downtown is a key consideration in this arca.

% Transit Oriented Design A future Metrolink station and transit center
is proposed in MU-6, which will provide for regional mobility both to
and from the downtown area. The City anticipates that a transit village
will be developed adjacent to the future station and will work with
property owners in the development of transit-oriented design concepts
and an appropriate mix of retail/office/residential uses within one-
quarter to one-half mile of the Metrolink or transit stop.

< Gateways and streetscapes: Developing entry gateways, community
signage and consistent landscaped streetscapes for North State Street
and the Downtown area is an important clement to establishing an
identity for this area.

2.7 SPECIFIC PLAN AREAS

Many areas within the City and Planning Area are subject to the plans,
policies and implementation measures of currently adopted or anticipated
future specific plans. ‘These areas are shown in Figure 2.2, The purpose of
specific plans is to provide comprehensive planning of large areas
consistent with the General Plan. Specific plans must be prepared in
accordance with the requirements of Section 65451 of the California
Government Code and the City’s Development Code, which contains some
additional requirements tailored to meet local needs and conditions.
Designated areas will require detailed plans indicating land uses, circulation,
major infrastructure and facilities, open space and parks, and appropriate
implementation measures. All specific plans will be cvaluated for
consistency with the goals, policies, plans and programs of the General
Plan. Addigonally, Specific Plans must be consistent with the adopted
\irport Land Use Companbility Plag and reviewed by the Airport Land Use
Cominission, unless approved by the City through an overrule process.

APPROVED SPECIFIC PLAN AREAS

As shown in Table 2.4 and Figure 2.2, a total of 19 specific plans have been
approved within the Planning Area as of January 2011, Specific plan

e
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Variety Versus Consistency While districts may share common
characteristics such as age of buildings or similar massing and scale of
structures, they also demonstrate varicty. Single family neighborhoods can
be adjacent to mult-family projects all which are served by local
neighborhood stores. In fact, varicty typically strengthens the attractiveness
of a district as daily needs for living are met, such as the ability to have
schools and parks nearby. This General Plan attempts to promote the
positive aspects of variety through land use while respecting the character
and scale of neighborhoods and districts through the Community Design
Flement. Udlizaton of both clements is criical for the successful
development and protection of districts.

Accommodating Infill Development Several of the neighborhoods
within the districts have pockets of wvacant land suitable for infill
development. The concept for these arcas is to allow infill development that
is in keeping with the general land use character of the surrounding area,
but enhances the neighborhood through appropriate design, intensity and
provision of needed infrastructure.

2.8.2 HEMET’S DISTRICTS

Northwest Hemet District

This large rural area is comprised of large-lot equestrian residential uses,
vacant land, hillside and the Heartland/Four Season golf community.
Reinhardt Canyon lies between two steep hillside areas: the Lakeview and
Gunn Mountains. The Maze Stone County Park, which is located in the
canyon, contains Indian petroglyphs for public viewing. Primary constraints
for the district include factors such as a high fire danger, distance from
public scrvices such as police and ﬁrc hmmed access, and lack of exisrmg
and planned sewer lines. I’ : -

additional mh:rmau«m regarding land use constraints related to the

Airport).

Future development in the area allowed by the General Plan will preserve
the existing rural life style by limiting development to single family
residential on large 5-acre and 10-acre lots in the hillside areas. South of
Devonshire Avenue, the land use concept changes to promote mixed use
adjacent to SR 79 and north of Florida Avenue. Devonshire Avenue is a
critical edge road serving to buffer the more rural arcas to the north with
the higher intensity uses to the south. Construction of the future SR 79 on
the ecastern boundary of the district will require adequate buffering of
adjacent scnsitive receptor uses.

Tres Cerritos District

"This unique area of the City contains the ‘I'res Cerritos Hills, a significant
land form. The area also includes the important Warren Road/Esplanade
Avenue gateway which will be adjacent to the future SR 79 alignment. The
area has scveral large scale residential developments along with Cawston
Elementary, Rancho Vicjo Middle School, and Tahquitz Iligh Scheol
facilities. City services to the area, along with planned water and sewer lines,
will be available to serve future residents. The primary issues that will affect

6]
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future development will be the fact that the undeveloped portions of the
district are outside of the City’s existing master storm drain plan and which
future development will have to address. Additonally, the westernmost
portdons of the district contain some vernal pools and endemic plant
species that are protected under the MSHCP. Portions of this District are
subject to the Hemet —Ryan Airport Influence Area (see Section 2.10 for
additional information regarding constraints related to the Airport

Anticipated future development includes residential infill in large master
planned communities, a large 20-acre park serving as a community focal
point, and the Garrett Ranch and Florida Promenade propertes which the
City anticipates will develop as a regional mixed-use project providing retail,
residential, and employment opportunities.

East Florida Corridor District

Running from San Jacinto Street east to Bautista Creek is the Fast Florida
Corridor. While this corridor is similar to the West Florida Corridor in
terms of a commercial orientation, the commercial is of a smaller scale and
interspersed with residential development both along Florida and along the
rear property lines. The primary land use focus for this area is to promote
commercial and office uses that serve the east Hemet area and which is
compatible with the adjacent residential uses. These commercial uses can
either be new uses on infill properties or adoptive reuse of existing
buildings.

Airport Business District

The environs immediately surrounding the Hemet-Ryan Airport form an
industrial center. North of the airport toward Florida Avenue, the uses
begin to transition to commercial and limited residential. The primary
influence on this district is the Airport Land Use Plan which promotes light
industrial and support commercial land uses, as well as the existence of the
MSIHCP criteria cells. Refer to Section 2.10 regarding land usc restrictions
under the Airport Land Use Plan for properties within this District.

Page Ranch District
Page Ranch is a large specific plan area developed north of Salt Creek and
Domenigoni Parkway and generally west of Sanderson Avenue and south
of Stetson Avenue. The area is largely flat with single family residental
communitics built from the late 1980s to present with the development of
the Del Webb Active Adult community and also includes a future mixed-
use node. The area is the location of West ITemet ITigh School and the 60-
acre Brubaker Park facility. Portions of the Page Ranch District are located
in Arca Il, 111, and the Transition Area of the 1992 THemet-Ryan Airport
Land Usc Plan. Althoupgh most of these areas within the City are already
developed, the westerly portion of the District is currently undeveloped
and has been included within the Interim Airport Overlay while the 1992
ALUP is being updated by i

the Airport Land Use Commission. Refer to

regarding land use constraints related to the Airport.

property north of Domenigoﬁi Parkway on both sides of Warren Road
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E LAND USE

for facilities related to Salt Creck Channel and Domenigoni Parkway,
which was required as partial mitigation for construction of Diamond
Valley Lake. [However, not all land was required for mitgation
purposes enabling usc of the property for other purposes. The City of

[emet has identified the South Warren Road area for mixed use, (sec { .

Mixed Use Arca #4). An alternative land use plan would allow for a
sustainable campus complex with clean technology businesses and
research and design uses.

North Hemet District

This district is located immediately northwest of the downtown arca. The
area is comprised of agriculturally zoned (low density) lots with some
conventionally zoned residential and mobile home development in the
southern arca of the neighborhood. The agriculturally zoned arcas have
la:gL ranch ntyle homes with horsekcep].ni., in many of the areas. Portions of

2 i ! :ady. Future devclopmcnt
will be mﬁll devclopmeut with concerns of compatxbz.hty with existing
surrounding neighborhoods. Esplanade Avenue forms the northern
boundary of the City with the City of San Jacinto. A major City gateway will
be developed at the intersection of Sanderson Avenue and Esplanade
Avenue. Two issues confronting the area are as follows:

2,

% Conversion of Senior Facilities to Family There are several age
restricted communities within the district. Over the past several years
however, there has been increased pressure to convert some of these
communities to nonage restricted. The City’s response to this issue is
require property owners seeking conversion to apply for a conversion
permit from the Planning Commission. If conversion cannot be
prevented, the process insures that impacts associated with conversion
(e.g. impacts to traffic and schools due to an increase in school aged
children) are addressed.

< Pockets of blight While a majority of the district is well maintained,
blight has become a problem in certain areas or pockets, especially the
southeastern edge of the district. The City encourages that these arcas
undergo improvements such as the introduction of new facilities such
as the Sahara and QOasis Senior Villas, a joint project between the City
of Hemet, the State of California, and Iousing and Urban
Development (HUD).

Hemet South District

"This vibrant senior-oriented area of the City is anchored by the Seven Hills
Golf Course community on the south and the large Sierra Dawn South
Mobile ITome and Terra Linda communitics in the central portion. The area
is largely built out with the exception of a large vacant portion south of
Stetson Avenue. The ncighborhood has a few scattered multi-family
complexes located near the Stetson and State Street intersection. Future
concerns of the arca will be neighborhood preservation, in particular with
respect to senior neighborhoods. New development will focus along
Stetson Avenue between State Street and Lyon Avenue and will provide
retail and multi-family residential housing opportunities. Portions of the |

7% el il S O
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the 1992 Hemet-Ryan Airport Land Use Plan. \lth« wgeh most of thL\t
arcas are already LlLVL[()DLL‘ the pormm of the l)htru_t al()m_ Stetson

constraints related to the Airport.

Park Hill District | Deleted: §

This northeast neighborhood area of the City encompasses a variety of
residental land use densities from multi-family, duplex and single family
and large estate lots as the distrct transitions west to cast. The area is
framed by Park Hill which provides a back drop for the area and boundary
with the City of San Jacinto. A majority of Park Hill is outside of the
corporate boundary of Hemet. The viewshed of the hill is to be preserved
as much as possible through ridgeline preservation and large lot
devclopment.

Southeast Hemet District

This established residential area is characterized by low demnsity single family
and rural devclopment that transitions from the East Florida Avenue
corridor to the Santa Rosa hills. Most of the area is presently in the County
of Riverside with a roadway network that has retained its rural character of
curbless strects. Presently there is 2 County government center, library and
other governmental services within this district. ‘The area is envisioned to
maintain its existing single family residential character.

Santa Rosa Hills District

This district frames the City on the south and includes the Santa Rosa hills,
the Ramona Bowl, Simpson Park, large homes with valley views, and
pristine mountain habitat. The westernmost edge of the district is State
Street, which serves as a major north south corridor into the downtown
area of the City. The area is envisioned to be preserved as a major viewshed
through restricions of density and development. Immediately adjacent and
cast of State Street is a relatively flat plain intended for future and existing
residential development with limited neighborhood commercial.

Cactus Valley District

This southcrnmost district area is characterized by rural and equestrian uses
along with active agricultural activities, The Diamond Valley Golf Course
provides the district’s dominant recreational activity and will serve as a focal
point for future upscale homes on large lots. Future development in this
district should respect the existing land use patterns and focus on large
estate type homes, cquestrian uses, and a more relaxed rural lifestyle.

Valle Vista District

This northeasternmost neighborhood area is largely single family residential
outside of the City limits in the County of Riverside. The area is framed by
the San Jacinto River and the San Jacinto hillside. Future development will
be infill single family development. Multifamily development will be limited
to buffer areas between commercial areas along Fast Florida Avenue and
the single family areas to the north.
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Bautista Canyon District

This large County area is predominately agricultural with citrus groves. The
area serves as part of the castern gateway to the City for motorists entering
from Idyllwild and other SR 74 destinations. Development in this area
should continue to reflect the agricultural and rural lifestyles alrcady well
cstablished.

Hemet's Mobile Home Parks and Subdivisions

While not technically a district in the sense of having a distinct geographical
boundary, Hemet's mobile home parks and subdivisions warrant special
attention duc to the fact that mobile homes constitute almost 1/3 of the
entire housing stock for the City and are concentrated in just under 50
parks. Thesc parks and subdivisions range in size from the Sierra Dawn
Estates with well over 1400 mobile homes to several smaller packs with 30
or fewer units and provide affordable housing for many of the City’s senior
population, as well as some family-oriented parks.. The City expects to sce
the continued viability of the larger mobile home parks such as Sierra
Dawn, Hemet West, Colonial Country Club Fstates and others but would
encourage the transition of the smaller ¢ distressed parks lacking
sufficient infrastructure and resident amenitics (mostly within the Acacia-
Florida-Devonshire  Corridor) to higher density residential projects,
comiercial or alternative uscs over time.

2.9 FocuseDp DisTRICT PLANS

While the above districts are prescnted as an overview, there are four
districts that the City has identified for receiving additional attention in this
Land Use Element:

% Greater Downtown District,

2 West Florida Corridor District,

< Diamond Valley Lake District, and
% West Hemet District.

2.9.1 GREATER DOWNTOWN DISTRICT

Like many older cites, Hemet has a distinct greater downtown area
characterized by a traditonal street grid system, older homes and buildings,
and a varied land use pattern. Smaller neighborhoods and areas within the
Greater Downtown District are grouped by similar uses with consistent
character. These areas are represented praphically in Figure 2.4 and are
discussed in detail as follows:

Issues and Opportunities

Throughout the General Plan process, a constant focus of attention was on
Hemet’s downtown area. A vast majority of people interviewed saw the
downtown area as a social and economic focal point for the City. Many
people also pointed to the downtown area as a reminder of Hemet's past
and symbolic of Tlemets small town atmosphere. Conversely however,
most people did not visit downtown on a regular basis as they felt the area
did not provide the retail services they desired or was it perceived as a safe

F
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theme is present.

Florida Avenue is also a state highway (SR 74), and an important regional
transportation corridor connecting Hemet to other communitics in
southern California and beyond. The road is designed to carry high levels of
through traffic, as well as to provide access to shopping and facilities of
regional importance. Hemet residents need viable alternatives for cast-west
travel through the Planning Area beyond Florida Avenue. Acacia Avenue
and Devonshire Avenue can provide alternative through routes, while
Florida Avenue can continue to serve as the principal access route for
IHemet businesses.

Land Use Considerations

Florida Avenue will continue to provide retail and office uses in the
foresceable future with industrial and service providers focusing along
Acacia Avenue. An area of change however, will be the gradual
transitioning of smaller mobile home parks within the corridor to higher
intensity residential uses such as condominiums and apartments. The City
encourages this transition and has included an implementation program to
change the zoning code to address the appropriate transition of mobile
home parks within the Florida-Acacia-Devonshire Corridor.  Florida
Avenue also has a number of large parcels or existing “big box™ stores than
continue to be sites for regional retail or entertainment uses and need to be
developed or retained for their “highest and best use”.

Portions of the West Florida Corridor District are located within Arca 111

g

Use Policies 10-1 through 10-5 further address potential land use
constraints related to the Airport.

293 Di1AMOND VALLEY LAKE DISTRICT

Consisting of approximately 23+ square miles, the Diamond Valley Lake
District is one of the largest districts within the City’s Planning Arca and
serves as the City’s primary focal point for open space and recreation
centered activitics. Almost all of the land area within the District is under
the ownership of Metropolitan Water District (MWD).

The centerpiece of the district is Diamond Valley Lake itsclf. Diamond
Valley Lake can hold 800,000 acre-feet of water, or roughly 260 billion
gallons, making the lake the largest reservoir in southern California. lts
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% optimizing sustainable concepts such as green streets, use of alternative
energy such as solar and use of recycled water and alternative modes of
transportation; and

“ consistency of design themes throughout the area and within the public
right of way, with a special focus on wayfinding signs and streetscape
landscaping.

294 WEST HEMET DISTRICT

The West [Temet area is located at the west end of the planning area, north
of Diamond Valley Lake, west of the Hemet-Ryan Airport and south of
Florida Avenue as shown in Figures 2.3 and 2.5. Today, the West Hemet
arca can be generally characterized as sparscly populated and rural. The size
of West Iemct along with the relocation of SR 79 offers the City the
opportunity to comprehensively plan a new community within the San
Jacinto Valley that will complement present development in the City; meet
the retail, office and manufacturing needs of the community; add new jobs
and contribute to the City’s economic foundation. Although much of West
Hemet is currently under the County’s jurisdiction, planning for the future
of this area can encourage development that reflects the City’s vision for
the future and promotes logical and orderly development. By taking a
proactive planning approach, Hemet is positioning itself, and West Hemet
in particular, to be a vibrant area featuring attractive new residential
communitics, mixed-use activity centers, and unparalleled retail and
employment opportunities.

Development Context
There are several major factors that influence the future development of
West Hemet and the surrounding areas as noted below:

<+ SR 79 Highway Realignment RCI'C and Caltrans arc in the process
of planning and designing the realignment of SR 79 between Gilman
Springs Road and Domenigoni Parkway. The SR 79 realignment will
provide a more direct north-south route for through traffic, improve
mobility on local streets and expedite the movement of goods and
people within the San Jacinto Valley. The Burlington Northern and
Santa Fe (formerly Atchison, Topcka and Santa I'c) railroad that
traverses West Hemet also serves to guide land uses and is an
important link to the City and region. This rail line is anticipated to
support the addition of Metrolink service to West Hemet in the future
as well as further east to the City’s Downtown.

% Hemet-Ryan Airport T'he Hemet-Ryan Airport safety zones and the
potential for a runway extension also influenced the creation of the
West IIernct land use p!an The air _purn.m xlxipumm an_opportunity

y ” listrict. Safety zones
qmroundmg alrports are e:,tab].ﬁhcd by the Riverside County Airport

Land Use Commission based upon regulations and guidelines of the

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), Division of

Acronautics and the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), to limit

land uses and the size of new construction necar airports. 'The safety

zones considered in the creation of the existng 1992 Airport Land Usc ’
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Plan (ALUP) are based on a proposed runway extension at the airport. - [ Deleted: land use plan ]
[Towever, the 201] Draft Airport Master Plan docs not propose a

specific runway cxtension at this time. The \mn)rt _T.1nd Use

does not anticipate an expansion of the existing runways for the foreseeable future

b {_Deleted: 1 J

___________________ ~ - - | Deleted: Countyis currently it the process of updating the Airport Master Plan, which J

and I1 of the ALUP, and as such certain land uses are limited, as xhn\»n
in lable 2.5 of 1In~. Flement. Until the new \1rrmr1 Land l sC I’Lm is

()vg rlay Im\ hun umhh\hc.d for portions of the West Hemet Dumu:
as well as other similar undeveloped properties in Areas [ and 11 of the
Airport Land Use Plan (per Figure 2.6a) that may be incompatible with
the 1992 ALUP. For example, at present, the 1992 ALUP restricts
residential development in Areas T and 1T to one du/2.5 acres. Land
Use Flement Policy 1.U-10-4 addresses Uses allowed in the Interim

- ’{ Deleted: <#> ‘I'heairport can also present an opportunity to integrate the surtounding
Hemet is also constrained by the Western Riverside (Jouﬂty MSHC P ared g8 a busnessidmmicty]

The MSHCP is a comprehensive, multi-jurisdictional effort that
includes the County and fourteen cities. Rather than providing habitat
mitigation for endangered specics on a case-by-case basis, the MSHCP
focuses on the conservation of 146 specics throughout western
Riverside County. The MSHCP consists of a reserve system of
approximately 500,000 acres; of which approximately 347,000 acres are
currently within public ownership, and 153,000 acres are currently in
private ownership. The reserve system is broken down into criteria
cells, 160-acre areas with specifically designated conservation criteria. In
the Hemet Planning Area, the habitat reserve system consists primarily
of vernal pool communities, which provide habitat for the federally
threatened vernal pool fairy shrimp (Branchivedta lynebd), federally
endangered San Diego fairy sheimp (Branchineda sandiegonensis); and the
federally endangered Riverside fairy shrimp (Streplocepbals wootiont).
Vernal pools are scasonally flooded depressions with an impermeable
layer that allows the pools to tetain water much longer than the
surrounding lands. Vernal pools often fill and empty several times
during the rainy scason.

Part of the habitat reserve system lics within portions of West Hemets - { Formatted: Right ]
(see Figure 2.1) and any future development within a reserve must be
consistent with the conservation requirements of the MSHCDP.
Development proposals outside of criteria cells will also be evaluated
for MSHCP consistency as the MSHCP contains requirements that are
applicable to proposed projects whether or not they are within criteria
cells. A portion of the land in the West ITemet Planning Area lies
within the 1,600 acre MSHCP-defined criteria cells. Within these cells,
the City may not achieve the full development potential of the land use
designations shown on the Land Use Map, as portions of the cell will
be maintained as open space to comply with the MSIICP habitat
conservation cfforts. Under current MSIICP criteria, approximately 70-
80 percent of the total 1,600 acres will need to be conserved
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be preserved and enhanced and used to define the edges of the West Hemet
District from other communities.

West Hemet Circulation Plan

To ensure that residents and visitors have access to West Hemet and other
activity centers throughout the City, circulation system improvements and
transit connectivity are key priorities. The circulation system for West
Hemet was created in tandem with the land use plan and provides the
backbone arterial streets needed to serve new development. The goal of the
circulation plan is to accommodate potential future growth in the area and
improve regional access. The most significant design feature within the
Circulation Plan is the realignment of SR 79.

The major north-south feature of the circulation plan is SR 79. Interchanges
and activity nodes are currently proposed at Esplanade, Tres Cerritos Road,
Florida, and Stetson Avenues and Domenigoni Parkway. The Florida
Avenue and Stetson Avenue interchanges will provide access to proposed
mixed-use and business park activity centers in these areas. Florida Avenue
and future extensions of Stetson Avenue, Simpson Road, and Domenigoni
Parkway form the major cast-west roadways that provide access between
the City center, West ITemet and areas to the west. Regional access will be
improved through a proposed Metrolink station near the Stetson Avenue
interscction with the existing railroad alignment. Thesc locations will benefit
from increased activity from futurc mixed-use, business park, and
manufacturing/logistics uses and from the extension of the main runway at
Hemet-Ryan Airport.

2.10 HEMET-RYAN AIRPORT

Noise and safety factors resulting from airport operations and overflight
patterns at the Tlemet-Ryan Airport affects much of the western portion of
the City. Due to the strategic role the airport plays in determining land uses,
the Land Use Element provides an overview of the Hemet-Ryan Airport
and a discussion of land use policies associated with its continued
operation.

The Tlemet-Ryan Airport was founded in 1940, shortly before World War
11, as a federal pilot training center run by the Ryan School of Acronautics.
After the war, the County assumed management of the 318-acre facility.
Today, the County-owned, public use airport covers 440 acres and is
managed by the Riverside County Economic Development Agency. The
Airport primarily serves the Citics of Hemet and San Jacinto, but also offers
easy access to the various mountain resorts around [Temet.

As a general aviation facility, Hemet-Ryan Airport provides a base of
operations for local pilots while also supporting a varicty of recreational,
medical, fire suppression and business uses. Between 2011 and 2013 aircraft

activity at the airport is cxpected to increase by 25 percent from the existing ~ -

69.500 annual flight actvity to approximately 87,150 operations annually.

The primary runway is 4,315 feet long and 100 feet wide and can
accommodate an 80,000-pound, single wheel aircraft. The 2004 Airport
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development constraint and asset located
in the western portion of the Planning
Area
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LAND USE

Additional  discussion,  goals, and
policies  regarding the Hemer-Ryan
Aiport  are  contained in  the
Cinalation  and ~ Pubilic  Safety
Elements of the General Plan.

Master Plan recommends a future runway length of 5,300 feet. The existing
Master Plan recommends a southwesterly extension which would require
the relocation of both Warren Road and Stetson Avenue. The County of
Riverside is currently in the process of updating the Master Plan for the
airport, (cxpecied o be adopied in 2012) including the future runway

conﬁgurat:on \lrhm_gh various runway extension alternatives are discussed

duc to environmental, infrastructure and
funding constraints

Deleted: or for the foresecable future, J

Fire and police protection for the airport is provided by the City of Hemet,
with additional fire protection assistance from the California Department of
Vorestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE). Since 1957, CAL FIRE has
based its regional air attack base at Hemet-Ryan Airport. CAL FIRE had
been preparing to move its regional air attack base from Ilemet-Ryan
Airport to March Air Reserve Base in Moreno Valley, but in early 2006
decided to remain at Hemet-Ryan with the understanding that
impruveanth Wi]l cont'mue to be madc at the m'rport to accommodate
and ensure thc future v Vlabﬂ.lty of Hemct Ryan A:rpo:t tbe Land U‘%E: Mﬂp
(Figure 2.1) currently assumes future runway expansion and the potential
realignment of Warren Road, Stetson Avenue, and Cawston Avenue to
accommodate the expansion. However, :
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decision to include this ranway in he 2004 Airpe
related to CAL FIRE’s

airport activity due to future development at the airport and in the area. ‘|-

M ster Plan was n'ectly
needs and a_previously anticipated, jncrease in

While the City supports the retention of CAL TIRE at Hemet-Ryan

", { Deleted: u
Airport, the need for a longer runway raised two issues which are:
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% Effect on Cawston Road Alignment The extension of Cawston
Avenue along the easterly edge of the airport is a key circulation
component for the City. If the runway is lengthened to the west, then
the ability to extend Cawston Avenue is maintained. However, any
lengthening of the runway to the east could impede the City’s ability to
extend Cawston Avenue, thereby adversely affecting citywide traffic
circulation patterns, including Fire response from Station 4, located on
Cawston Ave,

’,{Delated:. J

# Effect on existing residents The City has historically favored any
expansion of the airport to the west of existing configurations. The
City’s primary intent is to protect cxisting residents located easterly of
the airport from adverse impacts, such as noise, that could occur if the
runway is lengthened to the east.

These two issucs, along with other potential issues associated with
expansion, require that the City work closely with the County on any future
master plans for the airport. The City recognizes that the airport can and
should have a critical and positive role for the City and supports Hemet
Ryan Airport’s ongoing activities and desires to ensurc that ongoing
operations and expansion plans bencfit all interested parties without
adversely affecting critical transportation needs.
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210.1 COMPREHENSIVE AIRPORT LAND USEPLAN =+

The variety of air services and separate flight paths in southern California
require regional coordination in order to prevent confusion in flight
patterns and to maintain safety. Potential damage to aircraft may also result
in loss of life and property within flight paths. Aircraft noise may also affect
residents and businesses located close to the flight path. To avoid such
outcomes, the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) has established land
use restrictions for arcas surrounding airports and flight paths. To comply
with FAA regulations, the 1992 Hemet-Ryan Airport Comprebensive Airport
Land Use Plan was prepared by the Hemet-Ryan Sub-Committee, comprised
of members from various departments and commissions within the City of
IHemet and the County of Riverside. I'he land use plan responds to
concerns about residential encroachment toward the airport.

Land use policics in the 1992 ALUP are structured around four distinct
land use compatibility areas within and surrounding the airport determined
using the following land use compatibility criteria: intensity of use,
residential versus non residential function, and sensitive uses that requ.u:e
special protection from aircraft related hazards. The / i

upon the Airport Master Plan and the runway conhLur.mons and level of
operations.  Subsequently, in 2002 the California Airport TLand Use

Division of Aeronautics and contains updated recommendations and

practices that are not always consistent with the ATUP. The ALUC
recognizes that the Lemet-Ryan ALUP is outdated and is in the procub of
updalmg it w1th an anucipamd completion i in I

east of the :urpnrr

Airport land use compatibility zones shown in Table 2.5 indicate that land
in the highest risk arca (Area 1: Extreme Risk) is limited to agricultural or
open space development, and commercial, industrial and rural residential
with discretionary review. As the risk associated with each area decreascs,
developments of varying types, heights, and activity levels are permitted.
For cxample, Area III: Moderate Risk, places no limit on residential
densities but requires discretionary review for high intensity uses and places
of assembly. |

——
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Aiport. The General Phn designates most of the land within Areas I, IT, and III and the
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agricultural or open space development, and commercial, industrial
and rural residential with discretionary review. As the risk associated
with each area decreases, developments of varying types, heights, and
activity levels are permitted. For example, Area III: Moderate Risk,
places no limit on residential densities but requires discretionary
review for high intensity uses and places of assembly.,

LAND USE

. | Deleted: Figure 2.6 shows the airport land use compatibility areas for Hemet-
Ryan Airport. The General Plan designates most of the land within AreasI, IT, and

®

Table 2.5
1992 ALUC Airport Land Use Compatibility Zones

I and the Transitional Area as either Business Park or Industrial.

T -LFormatted Table ]

Area I: Extreme Risk

Area II: High Risk

Transition Area

Area III: Moderate Risk

Permitted uses:
agriculture and open
space

Permitted vses:
industrial, agriculture,
residential (> 2.5
acres/dwelling)

Permitted vses:
commercial, industrial,
manufacturing, and
agriculture, residential
single family

Permitted uses:
wide range of uses

ALUC Discretionary
review uses:
commercial, industrial,
residential on lots of 2.5
ac/du or larger

ALUC Discretionary
review uses:
commercial

ALUC Discretionary
review uses: schools or
institutional uses,
hazardous materials
facilities and “places of
assembly”, multi-family
residential up to 20 du/ac

ALUC Discretionary
review uses:

Structures over 35 feet or
two stories, whichever is
greater,

Schools or Institutional
uses,

Hazardous materials
facilities and

Places of assembly

Incompatible Uses:
Residential Uses within
one mile from runway
threshold

Hazardous materials
Critical facilities

Incompatible Uses:
Hazardous materials
Critical facilities
Places of Assembly
Institutional uses or
schools

Incompatible Uses:
Residential density over 20
du/ac.

Structures over 35 feet or
two stories, whichever is
less

Residential Uses on lots
less than 2.5 ac/du

Places of Assembly
Institutional uses or
schools

Source: 1992 Hemet-Ryan Airport Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan.

New development projects that are located within the compatibility
zones will undergo various levels of City discretionary review,
depending upon the proposal. At a minimum, a Site Development
Review will be required to be approved by either the Community
Development Director or Planning Commission, and will include
review of compatibility with the standards of the Comprehensive
Airport Land Use Plan and the California Airport Land Use Planning
Handbook. Any legislative proposals (General Plan Amendments,
Specific Plans, Ordinances, etc.) will be also forwarded to the County
Airport Land Use Commission for review, as will any uses listed as
ALUC Discretionary Review or Incompatible Uses in Table 2.5., per
the 1992 ALUP. In addition to compliance with the Comprehensive
Airport Land Use Plan and California Airport Land Use Planning

Handbook, projects may need to prepare an Airport Compatibility - { Deleted: will )
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Study a.nd CEQA review for _,phscrctlouary uses, and comgly with the | -
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Cuculauon, and Public Safety elements of this General Plan.

State law requires that General Plans be consistent with land use
compatibility plans established by airport land use commissions. At
the time of writing for this General Plan, the Riverside County
Airport Land Use Commission had not established updated
compatibility zones for Hemet-Ryan Airport consistent with phe
proposed Airport Master Plan, The City will work with the County
as it updates its airport master plan and coordinate with the. ALUC 1o
integrate the City’s goals for Jand uses and infrastructure surrounding |
the airport in balance with the ALUC’s goals of ongoing, safe, and

efficient operation of the airport as the update process for the ALUP

et ‘[Delehed: an
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the City vnll use the 1992 ALUP and correspondmg safety zones to ‘:\
guide future development in and around the airport. In addition, at
the request of the ALUC, the City has included an Interim Airport
Overlay Zone on Figure 2.6a which identifies those properties with
General Plan land uses that may be inconsistent with the existing or
updated ALUP, and require additional development considerations
while the 1992 ALUP is being updated. The Interim Airport Overlay,
in conjunction with Table 2.5 and Land Use Policies LU-10.1 through
LU-10.5, and Implementation Program LU-P-35, all work in concert to
achieve consistency between the 1992 ALUP and the City of Hemet’s
2030 General Plan. Additional policies related to the airport are also
included in the Public Safery Element and include Policies PS-4.1
through PS-4.10. Once the new Airport Master Plan and the updated
ALUP are adopted, the City will amend the General Plan as needed
and repeal the Interim Airport Overlay designation.

Lhe General Plan_requires that an an

with the ALUP the latest Ca!.gfomm Airport Land Use Planmng\
Handbook, and relevant General Plan policies pertammg to airport (!
safety be prowded to the approving body to ensure consistency with
adopted airport goals and policies. In addition, the City’s Municipal
Code Article VI, Section 70-163 can require subdivision developers to

W

submit an airport land use compatibility study as a requirement of an

application for vesting tentative maps, and policy LU-10.2 authorizes
the Cigy to require the preparation of an airport land use compatibility
study when warranted for legislative or discretionary projects within |
the Airport Influence Area..

\

In summary, the City will work with the Riverside County ALUC to
encroachmg non-compatible uses. In addition to this element, the
Circulation Element and the Public Safety Element contain pertinent
discussions and polices pertaining to the Hemet-Ryan Airport.
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HEMET-RYAN AIRPORT

GOAL
LU-10

Ensure that Hemet-Ryan Airport meets the
transportation and public safety needs of the
community and the region while maintaining
compatibility with surrounding land uses.

POLICIES
LU-1041

LU-10.2

LU-10.3

LU-10-4

Airport Influence Area Iinsure that legislative land use
decisions within the airport influence area are consistent
with the Airport Land Use Plan (ALUP) and General Plan
policies.  All  legislative land use  proposals  and
Discretionary Uses and Incompatible Uses per Table 2.5
that are located within the Awrport Influence Area shall be
reviewed by the Riverside County Airport Land Use
Commission for consistency with the adopted ALUP. All
non-legislative land use proposals that are subject to
CEQA review by the City of Tlemert and located within the
Aitrport Influence Area shall be transmitted to the ALUC
staff for review and comment.

Airport Land Use Compatibility As part of the
development review process, ensure appropriate land use
compatibility within airport safety zones by utilizing the
Hemer-Ryan Airport Comprebensive Airport Land Use Plan and
the latest Department of Aeronantics Handbook developed by
the State of California, and require an Airport
Compatibility Study as warranted for projects within the
Airport Influence zones.

Cooperation with Other Agencies Work closely with the
County of Riverside on the proposed HemetRyan Airport
Master Plan and the Airport Land Use Commission
regarding proposed updates to the Hemet-Ryan Airport
Comprchensive Land Use Plan to facilitate workable,
cooperative plans that arq consistent with the City of
Hemet's General Plan goals and policies and provide a saf

and functoning general purpose airport to serve the
community and the surrounding arcas.

Jnterim Airport Overlay To insure land use consistency_
for an intertim time period while the 1992 Airport Land
Use Plan is being updated, require consistency review by
the City and the ALUC for all proposed legislative actions
and discretionary development projects that are located
within the Interim Airport Overlay designation as shown
on Figure 2.6A while the Hemet Ryan Airport Land Use
Plan is being updated. Any proposed land uses identified
as Incompatible Uses shall also be reviewed by the ALUC.
While the 1992 Airport Land Use Plan remains in effect,
the following land uses are restricted within the Interim
Airport Overlay:
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LU-10-5

1. Residential densitics exceeding one du/2.5 acres
(property in the previously approved PCID-79-83,
Page Ranch, shall be reviewed to encourage a
reduction in density and design onentation that
provides the least risk) .

2. Critical facilities in Area [

3. Hazardous Material Facilities

4. Institutional Uses and Schools

5. Places of Assembly
Residential Density Limitations While the 1992 Airport
Land Use Plan remains in cffect, new Multifamily
residential located in the Transition Area and designated as
High Density Residential (18-30 du/ac) shall be limited to

a maximum of 20 du/ac unless otherwise found consistent
by the ALUC.

ECcONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

GOAL

LU-11

Promote a strong and diversified economic base and
retain and attract nmew investment, businesses,
industriecs and employment opportunities to the
City.

POLICIES
LU-11.1

LU-11.2

LU-11.3

LU-11.4

Attract New Businesses Support existing businesses and
seek to attract new business and industries which
strengthen and  diversify Hemet’s tax revenue base,
improve wage and salary levels, increase the variety of job
opportunitics, and employ the resident labor force.

Job Growth Industries Facilitate job growth and business
attraction and retention in areas such as green technology,
tourism, airport related industry, health care, leisure and
hospitality, manufacturing, and rclated industrics,
retirement facilities and services, and by promoting the
establishment of higher education and technical schools in
the City.

SR 79 Development Corridor Require development of
high quality, attractive development surrounding the new
alignment of SR 79 to attract businesses and visitors to
Hemet and provide positive economic development
outcomes to the City, its residents, and busincss
community.

Industrial Development Retain industrial land for
businesses that provide jobs for manufacturing and
processing of goods, research and design, and other uscs
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Landscaped setback on Mustang Way.

Drought tolerant streetscape on Searl
Parkway

Streetscapes with pedestrian amenities
create walkable environments and
pedestrian linkages between communities,
such as this one on Sanderson Avenue.

COMMUNITY DESIGN

mature shade trees into landscape designs to conserve water, improve
comfort, augment neighborhood acsthetics, reduce energy use from
operation of buildings, and maximize carbon capture and storage.
Sustainable landscaping solutions ate encouraged_such as usi
areas for stormwater management and treatment.

r landscape

Although some of Hemets streets lack consistent street tree themes, the
City has been named a Tree City USA annually since 1987 showing that the
City values its trees for their beauty, grace, and positive investment in a
healthy future environment. General Plan policies establish a master plan of
street landscaping to ensure the identification of appropriate street trees for
individual strects, while encouraging a diversity of trees in Hemet's urban
forest. Policies in the Open Space and Conservation Element (Chapter 7)
encourage the preservation of mature and heritage trees and use of
California-friendly and shade trees.

The City intends to continually update the landscape standards in the Cigy’s
codes for residential, commercial and industrial development to conform to
evolving state and federal legislation regarding sustainability. These updates
will consider ways to increase the amount of required landscaping while
conserving water resources and using appropriate drought-tolerant plant
materials, and require property owner maintenance of all landscaped areas.

3.6.4 CREATING WALKABLE COMMUNITIES

Good community design featuring pedestrian access and amenities offers a
pleasurable walking environment, and can help create successful shopping
centers and residential areas. Walkable communitics generally strive to
include:

% A town center that offers shopping, public spaces, community
services, and entertainment;

% Mixed-use neighborhoods with businesses and residences located
near cach other. Compact development, as opposed to sprawl.
People can walk to work, shops, and schools;

#  Public space with parks and other places where people can gather
and play;

% Street and parking lot designs that encourage walking with sidewalks,
shade trees, benches, appropriate ramps, medians, and
other basic amenitics that make walking feasible and
enjoyable for everyone;

&,
5

% Streets and trails that are speed-controlled, well-linked, and
designed to encourage fewer and shorter vehicle trips;

% Public transportation that is readily accessible and
extensive; and

= Trails within the Willow Walk community
§ provide opportunities for walking and exer

< Residential neighborhoods that are interconnected and

EME T G E N E R AL PL AN 203040
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COMMUNITY DESIGN

GOALS AND POLICIES

COMMUNITY DESIGN

GOAL
CD-1

Enhance Hemet’s sense of place and local identity
to develop community pride and expand tourism
and investment.

POLICIES
CD-13

CD-1.2

CD-1.3

CD-1.4

CD-15

CD-1.6

CD-1.7

CD-1.8

CD-1.9

CD-1.10

Unique Sense of Place Require quality site, architectural,
and landscape designs that incorporate those qualities and
characteristics that make ITemet a desirable place to live
and work including: walkable blocks, distinctive parks and
open space, tree-lined streets, and wvaried architectural
styles.

Hemet’s visual image Reinforce and boost Hemet's
visual image regionally by protecting its legendary views of
the surrounding mountains.

Focal Points Target visually prominent areas of the
community, such as the downtown, gateways, and major
activity centers, as focal points that receive particular care
and civic attention.

Sustainable Tourism Maintain and enhance year-round
opportunities for sustainable tourism based on the arca's
natural resources, historic heritage, and cultural amenities
without diminishing the quality of life of current residents

Design Excellence Require design excellence and
compatibility in site planning, architecture, landscape
design and signage.

Sustainable Design Require new developments to
incorporate sustainable design amenites and features
including using  landscape  arcas  for  stormwater
management and treatment,

Public Art Promote the use of public art at key
intersections and public plazas to enhance the appearance
and identity of the community.

Public Art Tistablish a program to cncourage and oversee
the placement of art in public and community places.

Iconic Buildings Encourage the development of iconic
public and private buildings in key locations to create new
landmarks and focal features that contribute to the City’s
design form and identity.

Neighborhood Street Trees Fncourage the strategic
sclection of street tree species to enhance neighborhood
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COMMUNITY DESIGN ﬂ

large enough to provide shade and identity, arc water
conserving, and are relatively low maintenance.

D-3.12 Repld&.ement Trees chlgu any mature rru rc.mmu.l

GOAL

CD-4

Protect and preserve hillside areas as an important
aesthetic and community resource.

POLICIES
CD-4.1

CD-4.2

CD-4.3

CD-4.4

CD-4.5

CD-4.6

Hillside Design Guidelines Require development in
hillside areas to comply with the General Plan hillside
policies and the City’s adopted Hillside Design Guidelines and
Ordinance.

View Corridors New development should consider the
preservation of significant view corridors of the
surrounding hillsides in the design of new projects.
Building heights along the Florida Avenue corridor
(Gilbert Street to Buena Vista Street) shall be limited to a
two story maximum height in order to maximize views
toward Idyllwild and the San Jacinto Mountains

Limit Grading Reduce the amount of grading for
development by using natural terrain to determine
development design.

Cluster Development Encourage clustering  of
development to preserve the maximum amount of natural
terrain as possible.

Ridgeline Preservation New construction should not
protrude above prominent ddgelines or ridge silhouettes as
viewed from the valley floor. The prominent ridgelines
within the General Plan study area should be preserved in
their natural condidon. In situations where compliance
with the above guidelines would preclude reasonable use
of the property, development should be stepped to match
the profile of the original ridgelines, and should be
softened with landscaping

Native Plant Material Require the use of native plant
material when revegetating open space arcas or hillside
areas disturbed with new development.

C
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COMMUNITY DESIGN F i !

of any fencing or walls should also be consistent
with the overall design theme of the development or
adjoining existing developments.

g Landscape buffering. Where construction of a
solid wall which will be visible along a public street is
necessary, provide landscaping such as trees, shrubs,
or vines to soften the appearance of the wall, and to
reduce undue glare, heat, and reflection. Ensure that
fencing is constructed of durable materials which
will resist the damaging cffect of wind, rain, and
irrigation,

h.  Maintenance. When fences or walls are developed
along a streetscape, whether solid or with wrought
iron openings, it should be recognized that the
adjacent homeowner or business is not likely to
maintain landscaping outside of the wall or fence
within the public right-of-way. Therefore, whenever
fences or walls are to be developed along a
streetscape, provisions should be made as part of the
responsible  project to  identify  maintenance
responsibilies and the method proposed to ensure
perpetual care for landscaped areas within public

rights-of-way.
CD-7.3 Landscape Design Encourage the usc of creative
landscape design to enhance visual interest, geduce - {Deleted: and

conflicts between different land uses. accommodate
stormwater  drainage  and  treatment. and  incorporate
drought tolerant landscape materials.

CD-7.4 Public Landscaping Improve the appearance of
neighborhood areas through public landscaping, location
of open space buffers, and special landscape features.

Facilitate good community design featuring
GOAL pedestrian access and amenities that offer a
CD-8 pleasurable walking environment, and encourages
residents to consider altemnatives to the automobile.

POLICIES

CD-8.1 Outdoor Plazas Promote the establishment of outdoor
plazas and courtyards in commercial centers, office
complexes, at public buildings and in the Downtown
District.

CD-8.2 Residential Pedestrian Connections Require the
provision of safe, walk-able connections between
residential developments, schools and park sites.
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CIRCULATION ﬂ

and regional agencies have recognized this issue and have focused on
bringing regional transportation facilitics to ITemet, which will include:

% Realigned State Route 79 The City of Hemet is an active partner with - Deleted: and Widened

 Te ot dtate Route __ { paleted: and widening
(SR) 79. The PDT includes partners from the Riverside County

L

Transportation Commission (RCTC), California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans), the Federal TTighway Administration, and
Riverside County. As of 2010, the PDT has developed a seres of
alternatives (one of which is the City’s preferred alternative shown in
this General Plan) and expects review and approval by the Federal
Highway Administration in 2012, SR 79 will provide critical
north/south connectivity to Interstate 10 (I-10) to the north and the
Murrieta, Temecula and Trench Valley areas to the south.

% Mid-County Parkway The Mid-County Parkway (MCP) is a proposed
16-mile transportation corridor that will relieve traffic congestion for
cast-west travel in western Riverside County between the San Jacinto
Valley and Perris areas and help address future transportation needs
through 2035, While not directly within City limits, the MCP will
provide critical east-west circulation capacity and serves as an integral
link to SR 79, Sanderson Avenue, and Ramona Expressway. The
construction of the MCP will also serve to off-load some of the existing
conjestion on Florida Avenue (Hwy 74), which is the primary east-west
corridor in Hemet.

%+ Future Metrolink Stations Currently, the RCTC owns the right-of-
way along the railroad spur coming into Hemet from Perris and
Riverside for a future Metrolink route. The City’s General Plan shows
two Metrolink stations, one for the future West Hemet Business
Park/Mixed Use area and one in downtown Hemet The City has
recognized the critical role Metrolink plays for the region and has
incorporated numerous goals and policies throughout the General Plan
encouraging development of the stations and development of transit-
oriented design ncar the future stations. The City will neced to
aggressively pursue funding for these facilities in conjunction with
RCTC, recognizing that funding resources will become increasingly
competitive in the future.

< Completion of Regional Roads to and through Hemet I'wo major
east-west roads run to and through Hemet (Domenigoni Parkway and
Florida Avenue). Major north-south streets include Warren Road,
Sanderson Avenue, State Street, and San Jacinto Street. These roads are
only partially completed and/or require additional rights-of-way. This
General Plan anticipates completion of the major roads to and through
ITemet and recognizes that interagency coordination with Riverside
County and the City of San Jacinto will be critical to ensure timely
completion of the regional road network.

42.3 RoADWAY CONNECTIVITY CONSTRAINTS

Hemet's roadway system is well developed; however, some connectivity
gaps and design issues result in vnnecessary traffic delays. For example,
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CIRCULATION

of TTemet may also consider discussing with Cal-trans the opportunites for
taking over jurisdiction of portions of Hwy 74.

427 HEMET-RYAN AIRPORT,

The Hemet-Ryan Airport has provided aviadon services for over half a
century. As aviation needs change, however, so will the need for
improvements to Hemet-Ryan Airport. The existing HemesRyan Airport
Master Plan adopted in 2004 is currentl

' being updated and a proposed new

_ 54 —{Deleted: EXPANSION _]

i [ Deleted: At present,t

= {_ Deleted: an cxpansion to the airport runways

contemplated, the obligation to protect residents from airport expansion
issues, such as noisc, must be factored into the discussion. The City of
Hemet has traditionally supported the Hemet-Ryan Airport and this
General Plan provides goals and policies continuing that support, but
tempered with the realization that airport expansions are a complex and
dynamic issue and that airport expansion should not be detrimental to the
existing community and the necessary provision of surrounding circulation
and infrastructure systems.

4.3 RELATED PROGRAMS, PLANS, AND
REGULATIONS

‘I'ransportation planning and management tequires cooperation and
coordination among many state, county, and regional agencies. Relevant
agencics include Caltrans, Riverside County, the Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG), Western Riverside County Council
of Governments (WRCOGQG), and the South Coast Air Quality Management
District (SCAQMD). These agencies have federal and state mandates to
adopt transportation-related programs that affect Hemet (and other
jurisdictions throughout the area). Working together, agencies can address
the physical infrastructure needed to support tegional demands and ensure
that convenient alternative transportation modes provide for an integrated,
multi-modal approach to addressing traffic problems. The following plans
affect the coordination of transportation planning cfforts in the City of
Hemet:

Regional Transportation Plan The Regional Trangportation Plan (RTP) is a
component of the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide prepared by SCAG
to address regional congestion and transportation issues. The RTP has been
developed with active participation from local agencies throughout the
region, elected officials, the business community, community groups,
private institutions, and citizens. It is a mult-modal, long-range planning
document prepared in coordination with federal, state, and other regional,
subregional, and local agencies throughout southern California. ‘The R1P
includes programs and policies for congestion management, transit, bicycles
and pedestrians, roadways, freight, and transportation finance. ‘The RTP is
prepared every 3 years, and reflects the future horizon based on a 20-year
projection of nceds. The RTP's primary usc is as a regional, long-range plan
for federally funded transportation projects. It also serves as a
comprehensive, coordinated transportation plan for all jurisdictions within

- Deleted: 'The most pressing nced as of 2010 is the need for a lengthened rumway to

accommaodate newer aircraft atid the requirements of the California Department of
Forestry and I're Protection.
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thresholds identified in the General Plan and require traffic impact
assessments or studies on development projects.

Measure A Measure A, Riverside County's half-cent sales tax for
transportation, was adopted by voters in 1988 and extended in 2002. It will
continue to fund transportation improvements through 2039. Measure A
funds a wide variety of transportation projects and services throughout the
county. RCTC is responsible for administering the program. Measure A
dollars are spent in accordance with a voter-approved expenditure plan that
was adopted as part of the 1988 election. Among the programmed projects
for Measure A is the realignment of SR 79.

thv of Hemet Mc.{surc C On ]um 7 I%‘S Hemet voters approved a
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Jransportation Uniform Mitigation Fee When voters approved the
extension of Measure A in 2002, they also approvcd the lt;msportatlon
Uniform Mitigation Fee (TUME) program. Under the TUMF, developers in
western Riverside County pay a fee to fund transportation projects. A
network of TUMF projects has been developed and includes projects in the
City of Ilemet. The Western Riverside Coundil of Governments (WRCOG)
was designated as program administrator for the TUMF program. As
administrator, WRCOG receives all fees generated from the TUMF that are
collected by local jurisdicdons. WRCOG invests, accounts for, and spends
the fee in accordance with the TUMF ordinance, the administrative plan,
and applicable state laws. Local jurisdictions implement the projects
approved as part of the TUMT.

State Route 79 Realignment Project SR 79 is a regional roadway that
currently follows a circuitous north-south route through the central arcas of
l'emecula, Murrieta, Winchester, Hemet, and San Jacinto. SR 79 has
historically formed the backbone of development in Hemet and provides
the City with valuable regional connections. The current SR 79 alignment
within Hemet extends from Domenigoni Parkway to Gilman Springs Road,
a distance of approximately 18 miles. Several factors have contributed to
circulation deficiencies on SR 79 between Domenigoni Parkway and
Gilman Springs Road. The current alignment is ineffective because it docs
not provide a direct regional north-south route; rather, it directs traffic
through downtown ITemet and across numerous access points, resulting in
traffic delay. Also, 8R 79 docs not meet commercial large-truck roadway
requirements, forcing such trucks onto local roads, creating congestion in
Ilemet. The many businesses, residences, and other facilities located in
downtown ITemet generate many vchicle trips. As a result, east-west and
north-south through traffic is mixed with local traffic attempting to access
the numerous businesses in Hemet, resulting in traffic congestion.

- ‘[ Deleted: by reference

Deleted: Measure C In 1988, Hemet voters adopted Measure C, which essentially
requires that new development not place a service burden on existing residents, A
performance standard was then induded in the Hemet General Plan adopted on July 21,
1992, addressing service levels. That standard states, “Road links will be maintained at
LOS C (not more than 80 percent of maximum daily capadity}, and intersections will be
mamtaned at LOS D or better during peak hours.” This will ensure that motorsts are not
routinely required to wait through multiple green-light cydes at signalized intersections. 9|
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CIRCULATION

Conscquently, to avoid these through-town delays, regional traffic is
avoiding SR 79 and using parallel arterials, such as Sanderson Avenue and
Warren Road.

The existing SR 79 alignment has inadequate capacity to accommodate the
regional and local travel demand associated with projected growth in
western Riverside County. Hemet needs a more effective connection to
improve roadway efficiency, safety, and vehicle capacity. ‘The proposed SR
79 realignment would run diagonally between Domenigoni Parkway at
Winchester Road and Gilman Springs Road. In the Planning Arca, the route
would run diagonally from Warren Road at Esplanade Avenue toward
Domenigoni Parkway. Tt would separate local and regional traffic by
transforming SR 79 into a regional highway that redirects heavy regional
traffic off of local and residential roads. It would provide regional motorists
a dircet, north-south route and improve mobility and safety on Ilemet's
local streets. The General Plan Roadway Circulation Master Plan includes
the proposed realignment of ITwy 79, shown at the City of IHemet’s
pxcferrcd ahgmnent location IIm\Lur,( ‘al ‘I'rans and RCTC are cvalu.\(mb,

alignment or dc.\u_u nnmm ts ultimately sclected, the (1tv will m.td _to

‘cted roadway

Capital Improvement Program The CIP is a planning tool used to
coordinate the financing and scheduling of major City projects, including
transportation improvements. Not all projects included in the CIP have
budget approval. The City’s CIP is revised on an annual basis to meet
changing needs, priorities, and financial conditions. Major funding sources
in Hemet include the General TFund, Redevelopment Funds, and Enterprise
Funds. Sales tax is the largest single revenue source in the General Fund.
Other funding sources include development fees, property taxes, sales tax,
and the gas tax.

Vehicle Trip Reduction Program for Employment The City’s Trip
Reduction Program s applicable to new  employment-gencrating
developments that could employ 100 or more persons. Smaller employers
may participate. New developments must incorporate facilities and/or
programs in their development plans sufficient to reduce work-related trips
by 12 percent from the ordinarily expected number of trips related to the
project, based on methodologies and standards established by the Institute
of Traffic Tingineers, SCAG, and/or SCAQMD. The Trip Reduction
Program implements the Model Mobile Source Reduction Program and
allows the City to receive revenues from state vehicle registration fees to
administer programs to reduce air pollution.

Western Riverside Council of Governments Non-Motorized
Transportation Plan The Wesern Riverside Coundl of Governments Non-
Motorized Transportation Plan provides a system of regional bicycling and
walking routes throughout the County, typically shown as regional routes
between subregional networks within citics and as the portions of those
subregional networks that serve as regional routes. This is a necessary tool
to ensure that [Temet’s network connects to the larger regional network and

CI1ITY OF HEMET G ENERAL P L AN 20 30
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to ensurc that the portions of ITemet’s network that serve a regional
function are consistent in capacity and design to the larger, regional
network. The nonmotorized transportation plan for the Hemet area is
discussed in section 4.7.1.

Airport Master Plan was adopted in 2004 and a oew master plan has

_ . - { Deleted: Land Use
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Deleted: Along with other airports within the County, the Riverside County Airport
Land Use Commission oversecs development of airports.
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recently been prepared, and is anticipated to be adopted by the County of

airport, including runways, taxiways, and associated land arcas for both the
improvements and safety zones, along with improvements in airport
facilities, hangar and te-down areas, and public access.

California AB 1358: The Complete Streets Act (2008)

AB 1358, the Complete Streets Act, requires cities and counties to identify
how the jurisdiction will provide for the routine accommodation of all users
of the roadway, including motorists, pedestrians, bicyclists, individuals with
disabilities, seniors, and users of public transportation, Complete streets
help facilitate a variety of important community benefits. Section 4.4.7 of
this clement identifies these benefits and how Hemet’s network meets the
requirements of the Act.

California Bicycle Transportation Act

The intent of the California Bicycle Transportation Act is to design and
develop a transportation system that achieves the functional commuting
needs of the employee, student, business person, and shopper; ensures the
physical safcty of the bicyclist and bicyclists” property; and accommodates
bicyclists of all ages and skills. The California Streets and Highways Code
spells out requircd components of bicycle plans each jurisdiction must
include to be eligible for Caltrans Bicycle ‘I'ransportation Account (BTA)
funds. l.ocal governments seeking these funds must have their plan
approved by the regional funding agency.

The City of Hemet General Plan Traffic Study specifically addresses a
number of the requirements of the California Bicycle Transportation Act in
Chapter 5 of this report. Key routes are developed to meet the needs of the
uscrs outlined in the Bicycle Transportation Act  employees, students,
business people and shoppers. The plan also focuses on the safety of
bicyclists by providing design classifications and best practices related to
street network configurations. The use of on- and off-street facilities
provides a variety of route configurations that may accommodate bicyclists
of all different ages and skills at different locations throughout the City. As
the City continues planning for the future, it is recommended that
additional components of a complete bicycle plan be developed in order to
be eligible for BI'A funds.

California AB 32: The Global Warming Solutions Act (2006)

AB 32, the Global Warming Solutions Act, establishes the first-in-the-world
comprehensive program of regulatory and market mechanisms to achieve
real, quantifiable, cost-cffective reductions in greenhouse gasses (GIG).

—= { Deleted: prepared in June 2004 and
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CIRCULATION ﬂ

County could lower the LOS on Hemet’s roadways, and therefore lead to
restriction  of development within Hemet in order to meet LOS
performance ctitetia. In the past, unchecked regional growth has resulted in
unexpected and unplanned traffic congestion on City streets. This regional
traffic also includes commercial truck traffic. Hemet needs a circulation
system that routes truck and commercial traffic away from residental
streets toward larger expressways and larger arterials.

State Route 79 Another source of regional traffic 1s SR 79, which is
currently routed from Temecula to Beaumont via Winchester Road, Florida
Avenue, San Jacinto Avenue, North State Street and Gilman Springs Road,
and T.amb Canyon. Florida Avenue is also the route of SR 74, SR 79 is
proposed to be realigned to include an expressway that diverts from
Winchester Road near Domenigoni Parkway, running north-northeast to
rejoin existing SR 79 south of Lamb Canyon. Currently, motorists bypass
the existing SR 79 by using Domenigoni Parkway to join either Warren
Road or Sanderson Avenue, which leads directly to Lamb Canyon, avoiding
Florida Avenue and San Jacinto Avenuc. The proposed realignment of SR
79 is one component of improving regional transportation in Hemet.

Many of Hemet's regional and local circulation issucs center on existing SR
79s design, capacity, and alignment deficiencies. Many issues will be
resolved with the proposed realignment of SR 79 to a new expressway in
the western portion of the planning arca, including the provision of a
significant opportunity to attract new industrics and jobs to the city. The
timely construction of this expressway is of critical importance to the City,
and needs to be pursued diligently with RCTC and Cal'l'rans.

SR 79 is designed to ultimately be a six lane expressway, although the initial
construction is planned to be four lanes within an approximate 230 foot
right of way. Approval of the environmental clearance and the ultimate
alignment and design configuration is slated for 2012. The expressway is
projected to be constructed in phases, with construction to commence in
2014, dependent upon available funding. The City of Hemet idendfied and
adopted a resolution in 2008 recommending a Locally Preferred Alternative
alignment for the roadway. This alignment is shown on the general plan
Land Use Map (Figure 2.1) and on the Roadway Circulation Master Plan
(Figure 4.1). Grade separated intersections in Hemet arc planned for
It londa Ave., Stetson Ave., Domenlgom Pd.:kway and Esplanade Ave, Lu

State Route 74 (Florida Avenue) serves as the only route to the mountain
resort areas to the cast. With the completion of Domenigoni Parkway, some
traffic was diverted in the area west of State Street. However, Florida
Avenue serves as the primary artedal street traversing the City from west to
cast. Further to the north, north of the City of San Jacinto, the Ramona
Expressway provides both an east-west route between I-215 and the
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46,2 BUS AND LOCAIL TRANSIT SERVICES

The Riverside Transit Agency (RTA) provides public transportation
throughout Riverside County. RTA operates fixed bus routes providing
public transit service throughout a 2,500-squarc-mile arca of western
Riverside County. RTA's fixed routes have been designed to establish
transportation  connections between  all cities and  unincorporated
communities in western Riverside County. RTA bus lines 32, 33, and 42
provide local access in the Hemet Planning Arca and neighboring San
Jacinto as shown in Figure 4.4 (Transit Service Features). RTA routes
currently use the Hemet Valley Mall located near the intersection of Florida
Avenue and IKirby Street as a hub point for all routes serving the Hemet
and San Jacinto areas and for those routes connecting to regional
destinations.

Tuture transit routes are also shown on Tigure 4.4, and are anticipated to
provide additonal connectivity throughout the less centralized portions of
the City and Planning Arca. Ultimately, RTA envisions constructing a
Transit Center in the Hemet area. A location has not been determined, but
onc alternative would be to site the center in conjunction with a downtown
or west Hemet Metrolink station.

The current SR 79 alignment through the Cities of San Jacinto and Hemet
is only suitable to accommodate local public transportation services.
However, a number of future transit opportunities exist near the SR 79
realignment. A multi-modal public transportation system offers many
benefits, such as increased mobility, decreased traffic congestion, energy
savings, and decreased pollution and GHGs. A transit system could be built
around a set of land use nodes throughout Hemet and nearby cities. A one-
way loop, with stops within a 5-minute walk, can effectively serve about 1.5
square miles with 10-minute frequencies of service and require only a single
vehicle and a single lane right-of-way. New services would
need to be established to provide the compatibility with a future multi-
modal transportation system. The right-of-way for the realignment of SR 79
also includes designated right-of-way for tramsit; however, the type of
trangit facility has not yet been designated. The City is committed to
ensuring that public transportation becomes a viable travel alternative to the
automobile and is taking steps to ensure that transit accessibility is a primary
consideration within new mixed-use and redevelopment proposals.

Desugn C0n51derat10ns for Pubhc Trans;t

furnout at tlm bua StOp 10( aton.

** Locate transit stops to minimize the impact of buses and ridership
activity on necarby neighborhoods. Incorporate buffer zones as
feasible.

% locate bus stops on ihL “far \ILI(. of an intersecton to avoid
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% Provide amenities for transit users such as benches, shade. lighting,

shelters, and bicycle racks, where appropriate.

% Lnsure that transit stops meet Americans with Disabilitics Act

(ADA) requirements by providing a continuous paved connection

to and from the stop.

Paratransit Options .

Several paratransit options exist for senior citizens that are not able to drive,
or would rather not drive. RTA’s Dial-A-Ride program provides general
advanced reservation service, Senior/Disabled service, and Priority Service
for persons certified under the Americans with Disabilities Act. Care-A-Van
service is also offered within the City of Hemet for seniors and disabled
travelers that qualify as low income. Hemet Valley Medical Center offers
patient transportation to and from the hospital.

4.7 BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN CIRCULATION

Bicycling promotes the neighborhood character and community feel of
Hemet by allowing for a low-impact, convenient, and healthy transportation
option. Reducing short commute and utilitarian vehicle trips can promote
healthier living, and cncourage residents to interact with their local
neighborhood by patronizing local business and socializing with neighbors.
An effective bicycle transportation plan promotes bicycling as both a viable
transportation alternative and an enjoyable recreational pastime.

A comprehensive bicycle network, including bicycle routes, convenient
bicycle parking facilifies, and overall street designs that make the roadway
network more hospitable to cycling, will make cycling competitive with the
private automobile for short teips. Implementing a bicycle network helps to
achicve the balance in the transportation network by providing an
affordable alternative to the private automobile, and provides better
transportation options for people who cannot drive.

The Circulation Flement ideatifics a master plan for bicycle and pedestrdan
trail systems throughout the City and Planning Arca, allowing residents to
travel from neighborhoods to key destinations like schools, parks, shopping
and employment centers. The Bikeway Circulation Plan is provided in
Figure 4.5. Additional off-road bike trails for recreational users is discussed
in Chapter 8 (Recreation and Trails) and shown in Figure 8.3.

In addition to offering recreational and public health benefits, nonvehicular
modes of transportation offer optons for both commuting and
convenience trips around the City. Also, the mixed-use environments
advocated by Land Use Element policies will encourage increased
pedestrian activity on City sidewalks for both business and pleasure. Finally,
an equestrian network in selected arcas will offer recreational bencfits,
although it will be limited to nontraffic arcas to avoid conflicts between
horses and traffic. An effective bicycle, pedestrian, and equestrian network
must be safe and accessible and must connect key activity centers within the
City with each other and with the regional trail system. Hemet’s current
bike trail system includes Class 1 bike paths, Class 2 bike lancs, and Class 3
bike routes. Recreational trails such as mixed-use trails and trails for
equestrian and hiking only are discussed in the Recreation and Trails
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asa L;ﬂjl plane runway, but 1s no longer in use for this‘ purpose. No control

ulnmate runway length of 3,300 feet would satisfy needs, although the
opportunities for lengthening the runway configuration are constrained by
the current limits of the airport and development on the north, east, and
south, Opportunities for expansion to the west exist, but are also
constrained because of biological habitat and endangered fauna. Currently,
all runway protection zones are contained within the airport. Airport
features are shown on Figure 4.7. The County of Riverside is currently in
the process of updating the Airport Master Plan and anticipates adoption in
2012, The Draft Airport Master Plan (dated September, 2011), indicates

rimr the airport is not proposing an expansion of the runway at “this fime

due to environmental and infrastructure constraints, and the anticipated
future demand for aircraft operations at the facility. The updated Draft
Master Plan projects a modest increase in airport operations over the next

20-year period (2011-2031) and the continuation of the airport as a general

aviation facility,

The IHemet-Ryan Airport serves users of smaller general aviation aircraft
and the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection’s fire
fighting aircraft. The airport can also provide air freight service, although
that service is limited to smaller aircraft because of the airport’s shorter
runway length and non-instrument approaches. Air freight can be expected
to be limited to smaller, high value or time-critical goods and will play a
relatively small role in the movement of freight and goods. The airport is
owned and operated by Riverside County.

The airport’s primary landside atea, or the area not devoted to runways,
taxiways, and hangar arcas, is in the southern portion of the airport,
adjacent to industrial land uses. This atea is used by persons or companies
providing services and support to aviaton, such as fuel suppliers,
mechanics, and air freight shippers, and is connected to the City and
regional road network by local streets north of the intersection of Stetson
Avenue will be widencd and relocated to provide a major road entry into
the City. "T'his would serve to improve road access to the airport. Other
general aviation airports nearby include airports in the French Valley area
near Temecula, Perrs, Riverside, and San Bernardino. Scheduled passenger
service is provided regionally by airports including those in Palm Springs,
San Diego, Ontario, Orange County, and Los Angeles County.

Additional discussion, goals and policies regarding the airport and the
surrounding area is discussed in the Tand Use Tlement (Chapter 2) and the
Public Safcty Flement (Chapter 6). The Land Use Flement discusses issues
and opportunites relating to the airport and the compatibility of the likely
flight paths with existing and potential land usage around the airport. The
Public Safety Element addresses the noise and potential safety hazards
associated with flight operations at the airport._Both Flements include
Goals and Polices related to the Airport, and Chapter 12 includes
Implementation Programs concerning the airport and environs.

- 'L Deleted: examinmy the opportunities for runway and airport expansion
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C-1.7

C-1.8

C-1.9

C-1.10

C1i1

C-1.12

C-1.13

Connectivity Promote the efficient use of the street
system by providing convenient connections between and
within neighborhoods and adjacent land uses.

Reciprocal Access Require reciprocal accessways and
consolidate commercial driveway entries along Florida
Avenue, Sanderson Avecnue, State Street, San Jacinto
Street, and other commercial streets as practical.

Driveway Standards As part of City roadway standards,
maintain and enforce minimum driveway separation
standards for the various types of roadways included in the
City of Hemet General Plan Roadway Circulation Master
Plan. Wherever possible, consolidate driveways on arterial
streets  and  Implement access controls  during
redevelopment of adjacent parcels.

Center Median Design Implement the design and
construction of center landscaped medians with
appropriate breaks for full turning movements along
Florida Avenue, Stetson Avenue, Sanderson Avenue,
Domenigoni Parkway, Warren Road, and other arterial
corridors consistent with the General Plan’s Circulation
Map.

Parkway Design Emphasize the landscaping of parkways,
roadways, cntries, and gateways consistent with the
Community Design Elemcnt mcludma rnphu'mg. any tree
removed from the /2 3

location.

Maintain Grid System Maintain and cncourage the
existing grid system of streets to facilitate neighborhood
accessibility, ecmergency response, and  transportation
capacity.

Residential Subdivision Street Design Design streets
inside residential subdivisions for lower speeds by:

a. promoting the use of short curvilinear street
segments while maintaining  the overall grid
pattern;

b. using visually shorter streets;
c. limiting collector streets to strects that have
driveways on rear alleys with enhanced front

parkway landscaping, and traffic-slowing designs;

d. promoting unloaded collectors with no residential
driveway access; and

CIRCULATION ﬂ
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C-4.14 Transit Providers Work with public and private transit
providers to Improve transit service and encourage
ridership through the following actions:

a. Require transit faciliies and other alternative
modes of transportation such as park-and-ride lots
and bus turnouts in major new development and
redevelopment projects.

b. Provide fixed route transit services along
transportation corridors that connect major uses
such as the Ilemet Valley Mall, Hemet Valley
Medical Center, the Florida Avenue commercial
corridor, and other commercial nodes to
residential areas.

c. Improve and cnhance pedestrian connections
between residential, commercial, and industrial
uses and transit services.

d.  Assess senior mobility neceds in coordination with
existing paratransit providers and commercial
operations and institutions (such as hospitals and
senior care centers) that interact with Iemet's
senior population.

e. Fncourage the Riverside County Transportation
Commission and Metrolink/Southetn California
Regional Rail Authority to fund the establishment
of two commuter rail stations along the existing
RCTC rail line right of way.

f.  Increase public education about public transit
options.

C-4.15 Transit-oriented Development Design Features
Require new development to incorporate transit-oriented
design features and attractive, accessible, and appropriate
transit, bicycle, and pedestrian amenities. to promote and
support public transit and alternate modes of
transportation, including but not limited to:

2. Designing transit stops to reduce disruption to
vehicular traffic;

b. Locating transit stops to minimize the impact of
buses and ridership on nearby neighborhoods:

c. Lnsuring that all transit stops are ADA accessible;

: '{ Deleted: requiring
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housing projects to provide transportation
services; and requiring new public facilities to
incorporate transit facilities.

GOAL
C-5

Develop, expand, and maintain a network of bicycle
and pedestrian accessways that provide safe and
comfortable travel between residential
neighborhoods, parks, schools, and commercial and
office centers.

POLICIES
C-5.1

C-5.2

C-5.3

C-5.4

C-5.5

Bikeway and Pedestrian Network Maintain an extensive
trails network that supports bicycles and pedestrians and
links residential neighborhoods, schools, commercial
centers and employment centers by implementing the
City’s Bikeway Circulation Plan and including provision
and dedication of bikeways and pedestrdan walkways in
conjunction with development permits.

Expand Bikeway Network Scck opportunities to acquire
land and build new bikeways, including using floodways,
easements, and abandoned rights-ofway and modifying
and widening existing roadways and shoulders to
accommodate bikeways, in accordance with the Bikeway
Circulation Plan.

Bike-Friendly Development Require the provision of
designated bikeways, bicycle racks, lockers, and other
bicycle amenities at public parks and buildings, commercial
or industrial buildings, shopping centers, and other activity
centers as part of discretionary plans for development
projects.

Roadway Sharing Tivalunate the needs of bicycle traffic in
the planning, design, construction, and operation of all
new roadway projects including the provision of sufficient
paved surface width to enable bicycle traffic to share the
road with motor vehicles.

Regional Bikeway Interconmectivity Require that
existing and proposed bikeways within the City connect
with those in neighboring jurisdictions and the Riverside
County Trails and Bikeway System Master Plan, whenever
practicable.

F
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COMMUNITY SERVICES AND INFRASTRUCTURE

efficiency and conservation, materials conservation, resource use efficiency,
and environmental quality that apply within that jurisdiction.

Riverside County Integrated Waste Management Plan In 1972, the
California Legislature adopted the California Solid Waste Management and
Resource Recovery Act, requiring cach county within the state to prepare a
solid waste management plan for all waste generated in the county and
disposed of within or outside of the county. OFf particular note for the City
of ITemet is the County’s Siting Flement, contained within the Riverside
County Integrated Waste Management Plan document that demonstrates
that at least 15 years of remaining disposal capacity exists to serve all the
jurisdictions within the County. If the capacity is not adequate, a discussion
of alternative disposal sites and additional diversion programs must be
included in the Siting Element Disposal capacity projections are updated
annually as part of the State Annual Reporting process to easure that at
least 15 years of disposal capacity always remains.

California Integrated Waste Management Act The State of California
regulates solid waste collection and disposal. Mandates in the Integrated
Waste Management Act establish target reductions in the amount of solid
waste that each jurisdicton adds to landfills. These percentages are updated
and modified periodically, but the core purpose endures: all materials must
be properly managed to minimize the generation of waste (source
reduction), maximize the diversion of materials from landfills (recycling),
and manage all materials to their highest and best use.

City of Hemet Measure C On June 7, 1988, ITemet voters approved a
measure o require updating the City’s General Plan o incorporate
verforman

ce_measures related to traffic, drainape faciliies, water storage
and distribution facilities, park and recreational facilities, police services, fire
and sanitary I'hese standards
incorporated into the 1992 General Plan as a component of the Public
Services and Tacilities Flement. They are incorporated jnto the various,

SEIVICes, SCWers. performance were

goals, policies and implementation measures within General Plan 2030 and
are attached as Appendix G.

school districts typically take a long-range planning approach. Long-range
tacility plans and master plans allow school districts to cstimate the number
of additional students that new development will generate and plan for
needed improvements to mect demand. The plans may also consider
demographic trends, such as increased household size, that can affect the
need for future school services. Coordination with the school districts to
provide adequate educational facilities is an issue addressed in this element.
The City and the Planning Area arc primarily within the Hemet Unified
School District (HUSD), but include portions of the San Jacinto and
Perris/Nuevo School Districts.

5.3 COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE

e # ’[ Deleted: by reference

Deleted: City of Hemet Measure C On June 7, 1988, Hemet voters approved a
measure to requite updating the City's General Plan to incorporare performance measures
related to circulation, public safety, sanitary sewers, water supply, and dramage. The
performance measures are incorporated within the appropriate elements and policies of
this General Plan. The performance standards related to infrastructure systems are
provided as follows:q

<#>Drainage: Facilities shall be provided concurrent with development to protect
structures for human oceupancy and major roadways from a 100-year flood.f

<#>Water Supply: Adequare fire flow will be maintained, along with suffident storage
for emergency situations and adequate service pressures. ||

<##>8anitary Sewers: Sewer systems will exhibit unrestricted flow and the rated capacity

| of the applicable treatment facilities shall not be exceeded.|
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COMMUNITY SERVICES AND INFRASTRUCTURE ﬂ

Sources of Water
Three sources of water exist in the City and Planning Area: groundwater,
imported water, and recycled water.

Groundwater The preferred water source of the local water agencies is
groundwater because of its high quality and because it reduces dependency
on imported water supplies. The cities of ITemet and San Jacinto, MWD,
LIIMWD, and private water producers are stakeholders in the Hemet/San
Jacinto Groundwater Management Area (GMA) shown in Figure 5.2. The
GMA consists of the Hemet Groundwater Basin (ITemet Notth and TTemet
South) and the San Jacinto Groundwater Basin (Upper Pressure and
Canyon). The San Jacinto Basin is physically separated from the Hemet
Basins by the San Jacinto Fault; therefore, inhibiting flow between the two
basing. The City of Hemet pumps almost exclusively from the Hemet
South Sub-basin. EMWD, LIIMWD, and the City of San Jacinto pump
primarily from the San Jacinto Upper Pressure Zone and the Canyon Sub-
area. It is estimated that about 40,000 acre-feet of groundwater can be
withdrawn from the Hemet and San Jacinto Groundwater Basins during an
average year without depleting the aquifer. Since demand generally cxceeds
this amount, the basins have been experiencing an overdraft since the
1960s. Iigh degrees of water extraction may also result in subsidence issues
caused by the shrinking of aquifer soils and an increase in water salinity.
Natural recharge to the basins is primarily from the percolation of flow in
the San Jacinto River and its tributary streams as well as rainfall. Natural
recharge is augmented by spreading imported and reclaimed water within
the basins.

To ensure the long-term viability of the aquifer as a source of water in the
City and Planning Area, in 2003 the stakeholders agreed to prepare a
Groundwater Management Plan (Plan) for the GMA with the California
Department of Resources acting as an impartial mediator. The Plan, which
is gnticipated o be read

¢ address pumping overdraft and declining groundwater levels;

% provide for Soboba Tribe prior and paramount water rights;.

< ensure reliable water supply;

»  provide for planned urban growth;

% protect and enhance water quality;

% develop costeffective water supply;

% provide adequate monitoring for water supply and water quality; and
% supersede the Fruitvale judgment and agreement.

Additionally, jt is anticipated the parfies will request that the

is anticipated the parties will request that the Court
adjudicate the situation and issue a physical solution as a judgment eff ecting

e [ Deleted
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- -| Deleted: a recent court deasion mandated the “Physical Solution” as the method of
managing the water supply in the GMA

)

the major water purvevors and pumpers within the basins, The Physical

Recharge and Recovery Program (IRRP), which provides direct recharge to
the groundwater basin through percolation ponds within the San Jacinto
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COMMUNITY SERVICES AND INFRASTRUCTURE

The Santa Ana RWQUCB overseces the Salt Creek and San Jacinto River
drainage systems. Both systems drain westerly through Canyon Lake into
Lake Elsinore and eventually through the Santa Ana River to the Pacific
Ocean via Temescal Canyon Creek. The San Diego RWQCB oversces the
Santa Margarita River drainage system that flows southwesterly through the
Temecula arca and Camp Pendleton toward the Pacific Occan.

Salt Creek Drainage System The majority of the stormwater collected in
the City of Hemet drains southerly and is ultimately discharged into Salt
Creek, which is located in the southwest part of the City. Salt Creek is the
primary drainage course for the City. It 15 an earthen channel of
approximately 660 fect wide that carries approximately 11,000 cubic feet of
water per second. South of Stetson Avenue, water flows along a drainage
course referred to as Pepper Creek, from east to west at the base of the
Santa Rosa Hills, and curves southwesterly near State Street to join Salt
Creck. Salt Creek begins by flowing northwestedly from the canyon
following Sage Road, south of South State Strect, draning the surrounding
hills, including Avery Canyon east of Gibbel Road.

San Jacinto River Drainage System A small portion of the City drains
northeasterly into the San Jacinto River. The San Jacinto River drainage
system is located in the eastern portion of the Planning Area and flows
from southeast to northwest in that area. Along the City’s easterly edge,
stormwater flows into the Bautista Creek drainage system. Bautista Creek
joins with the San Jacinto River immediately north of Mountain Avenue.

Santa Margarita Drainage System The Santa Margarita River drainage
system is located in the southerly area of the City and Planning Area around
Diamond Valley Lake.

_for the management of all non-point source (NPS) - —{ Formatted: Font: Garamond, 11 pt, Not Italic

ed with mC}udlng ,Jg-nculmr,]]

Margarita Regions-Apl 2007 (DAMD), as required b\ the 2005 Riverside
County municipal scparate storm sewer system (MS4) permit. The DAMP
includes  requircments related to  the planning and  permitting  of
development projects, including projects that convert agricultural lands to
residential and commercial uses, to ensure that pollutant It);]d\ frum these

brojects have been reduced to the Maximum Ext

addition, the City is preparing to implement provisions of the j010 MS4
Permit for the Santa Ana Region, which will implement many new
requirements related to land development, including the implementation of
Low Impact Development principles through project-specific Water
Quality Management Plans.

- {De!eted: q

Dramage Considerations

Drainage Infrastructure The City is responsible for providing stormwater

drainage infrastructure within Hemet. Maintenance of larger drainage

facilities is either handled through a Community Facilities Maintenance

District established by the City or through the Riverside County FCWCD.
| Al non-master planned facilities smaller than 36 inches in diameter are
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maintained by the City of ITemet. Of the major stormwater drainage
facilities in the City, Hlemet Channel and Stetson Channel are owned and
maintained by the Riverside County FCWCD; the City owns and maintains
Salt Creek.

A master flood control and drainage plan was prepared for Hemet in 1984
The plan identified drainage issues and necessary infrastructure
improvements to provide flood protection for both existing and future
development in the City. Historically, curbs and gutters of streets were used
as the primary flood control devices in Hemet; however, since most of the
City is extremely flat, this method resulted in flooding in some areas of the
City. Subsequently, developments relied on a system of large, single-use
detention basins and concrete channels that effectively channeled
stormwater, but failed to allow rainwater to soak into the ground, which is
necessary in the Hemet arca to help recharge the groundwater basins.
Current infrastructure strategies and BMPs reflect an increased reliance on
“soft” infrastructure such as naturalized streambeds or vegetated drainage [
swales along streets that allow runoff to be filtered by the vegetation and '
slowed, alleviating some of the runoff problems associated with

development and helping to recharge the aquifer.

The City’s 1984 master flood control and drainage plan needs to be updated
to reflect the current built environment and to incorporate recently
completed drainage systems. The plan would also include drainage solutions
for West Temet, including the hydration of the vernal pools.

Vernal Pools A drainage issue in the West Ilemet area is
preserving the hydrology of the vernal pools as surrounding areas
develop. Vernal pools are phenomena that contain protected
flora and fauna that occur only in limited locatons. These pools
arc scasonal and contain particular soil, plant, and fauna species,
and are classified as protected habitat and species by federal and
state regulations. Vernal pools requite natural, rainy-season sheet
flow to remain healthy biological habitats. However, water that
drains onto vetnal pool areas from streets and landscaping,
especially during dryer seasons, damages those habitats. The issue
is how to maintain natural sheet flow during the rainy scason
while also accommodating development drainage that occurs
year-round and that does not affect the natural scasonal drainage
required by vernal pools. Arcas approximately south of Menlo
Avenue and west of the San Diego canal drain toward this vernal
pool area. Within this area, there is also the issue of how to
conduct drainage southerly across Florida Avenue, which acts as
a barrier to standard flows. An updated drainage master plan or
comprehensive drainage strategy is necessary to address these
conditions and accommodate new development in the area.

Alkali Playa/Vernal Pool Area along the San
Diego Aqueduct, West of Hemet Ryan Airport
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also be assessed through the CEQA process at the time of project review

and approval..

On-Site Drainage & Low Impact Development Strategies

New development adds impervious surfaces, such as roads, parking lots,

rooftops and irrigated landscaped areas that affect the drainage basins. To

minimize this impact, the City is encouraging the incorporation of Low »{Deleted:l

- - -1 Deleted: i
emphasizes conservation and use of on-site natuza.l features to cont:ol ‘\‘[
p

stormwater close to the source.

| N

| Deteted: 4

with a basic nrmcmlL that is modeled after nature: manage rainfall at the

source usmp uniformly _distributed _decentralized micro-scale controls.
LID poa] 15 IO mimic g s E s predevelopment hydrolc gy by uamg dLngrn

located at the lot level.

The 2010 Riverside County MS4 permit requires the Co-permittees to
incorporate 1.ID site design principals in the revised WOMP. The design
goal is to maintain or replicate the pre-development hydrologic regime
through the use of dewjgn techmguea that create a tuncrjoﬂally cgmv,],lcn

and the use of 1ntfgrgted 'u‘ nd distributed infiltration, retention, detention,
cvapotrans iration ﬁlmmon :md treatment system. The revised WOMD

approval on July 29, 2011.

llm Cltv is in the process of revlsm.g, where feasible, its ordinances, codes

in Chapter 12.

The concept of Low Impact Development (LID) was created to ensure new
development _is designed in consideration _of overall _environmental
conditions, including regional water quality. LID incorporates into land use
planning “green infrastructure™ concepts such as zero runoff, rainfall
h’u've\tlgg, groundwater recharge, b bloﬂltratlon native landscapes, green

streets, and other measures that promote water quality protection in new
development. The goal of LID is to protect a community’s natural, pre-
development water flow in order to minimize ecological impacts of
urbanization. Basic planning principles include the following:

1. Stormwater Management. In LID, stormwater is manageds——- -{ Formatted: Bullets and Numbering ]
as a natural system by creating permeable surfaces to infiltrate
runoff into the underying soil and reduce the amount of
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runoff from impervious surfaces. Desion measures to manage

stormwater at the source include bio-retention arcas such as
raingardens, bioswales, constructed wetlands, and vegetated
swalcs.

2. Urban Runoff Reduction. Urban runoff during dry weather
is larpely the result of woe much water for landscape irrigation,
nd washing of driveways and sidewalks. This runoff mixes

contaminants to create some of the most polluted water

entering creeks and rivers. LID measures include irrigation

control and the use of native and compatible plant species that
require less water.

3. Site Design and Circulation. Minimizing the amount of

halt and other impervious road and parki urf: in si
design and circulation decreases the amount of runoff and
pollutants, while reducing both infrastructure and maintenance
costs.  Modifications to conventional desien to reduce
impervious surface area includes reduced street widths
reduced parking, use of porous materials 1n driveways and
arking areas, and the use of traffic calming measures that

include stormwater capture components. Well-planned
development  that  maximizes  pedestrian  circulation,

e

!

protecting water quality standards, comply with the City’s NPDHES
permit, and promote the Ahwahnee Water Principles for Resource
Efficient Land Use (refer to the text box in this section). which are

arcas that alter the rate and volumes of surface water runoff and

groundwater recharge

Based on these principles, the City encourages the use of new technology
and BMPs to address key design issucs, including incorporating retention
basins into landscape designs as an attractive on-site amenity as well as a
stormwater management mechanism and incorporating drainage systems
that recognize that the City is too flat for underground drains that rely on
the proper degree of slope or fall to reach the larger storm drainage
channels.

Stormwater Quality Control

To protect the nation’s watersheds, streambeds, groundwater aquifers,
lakes, and oceans from contaminants washed into the storm drains,
numcrous federal, state, and local laws and regulations have been enacted.
Under the auspices of the Santa Ana RWQUCB, the City participates in the
Basin Plan, a water quality management plan and the NPDES permit
program of Riverside County in partnership with all cities in the Santa Ana
Basin of Riverside County and the Riverside County FCWCD. Tn

Deleted: 11D includes the following
basic principles:J]

<#>Integrate stormwater management
eatly i site planning activities. §
<#>Use natural hydrologie functions as
the integrating framework. §
<#>Focus on prevention rather than
mitigation. ||

<#>Emphasize simple, nonstructural,
low-tech, and low-cost methods.
<#>Manage as close to the source as
possible.

<#>Distribute small-scale practices
throughout the landscape: §

<#>Rely on natural features and
processes.

Create 2 multifunctional landscape.
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COMMUNITY SERVICES AND INFRASTRUCTURE .

compliance with this NPIDILS permit, the City has implemented the WQMP
program to ensure that the land use approval and permitting process
minimizes the impact of urban runoff from new development and
significant redevelopment projects.

(BT\rﬂ’;g] to [gtaiu aml treat pg;llu;gg);s ofggn;g[n (in d[; cg;i_:gr runoff and

post-construc ton.

NPDES Permits and Waste Discharge Requirements
Per the requirements of the 2010 Riverside Coun MS4 ermit, the C 1

LT o
discharge requirement permits:

* Construction General Permit

projects disturb less than one acre but are part of a larger common plan of
dwclnpm_g,gtﬁgh_m; in tggtgl disturbs one | Of More acres, are rf:quu‘ed o c)bt;un

SWPPP must list Br.,\t Mgng,gement Practices (BM_P ) the dlscharger wil

use O $to W unoff and the f MPs

Additionally PP must contai vis itoring pro, 2
chemical m(mimru‘qr program for "non-visible" pollutants to _be
u'nnlcmcnted if there is a failure of BMPs; and a \Ldil'.l'l(.l'll' momtormq plan

SEC 1meut.

¢ General Industrial Permit

with 10 broad categories of industrial activities. l'ht. Gcncra] IndUs;rlﬂ
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Lh;ol.g rh the SWPPP, sources of pollutants are to be identified and the
means to manage the sources to reduce storm water pollution are deseribed.

¢ General DeMinimus Permit

Order No. R8-2009-0003, General Waste Discharge Requirements for
Dischargers to burfucc Watu\ that Pose an Insignificant

s flows; decanted filter backwash wastewater and/or slud
dewatering filtrate water from water treatment facilitics; and other q:mﬂa:

Officer, which pose a de minimus threat to water quality yvet must be
repulated under waste discharge requirements. The General De Minimus

Permit prohibits discharge of pollutants, establishes effluent limitations for
various constituents, and requires monitoring and reporting.

Clean Water Act Section 303( d} Impaired Waters

Uses {uscs of water necessary for the survival of man, plants and wildlife)
are not met.

quality standards in the water body. Each state is required every two years
o 1 rum.w its cxisting 303 d Llst make changes as necess and submit its

€ 1T ¥
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B
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W’][Lr\h(,d thar drmm through Canyon Lake to Lake Elsinore. Both lakes
l have bu_n placcd by rhr. Santa Ana RWOQCB on tht B/ \,LW,kgnf\K/,g; \ct
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534 NATURAL GAS AND ELECTRICITY

Electricity and natural gas are provided by utilities that operate
independently of the City. Any developer of a new development must
acquire verificaion from the utility providers that the provider can
accommodate the additional demand for service. The City is committed to
working with the utility compamﬂs serving the community to ensure that, in
addition to the adcquate provision of services, advances in energy

conservation and “green” technologies are incorporated into development
standards and infrastructure improvements.

‘The two primary utiliies and their environmental efforts are summarized
below and further discussed in the Open Space and Consecrvation Flement.

Natural Gas

Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas), a division of Sempra
Fnergy, supplies natural gas to both businesses and residences in Iemet.
The City does not have any natural gas storage facilities. Natural gas is
provided through a network of gas transmission pipelines and distributed
through existing mains, which can be extended to serve new projects.

SoCalGas is investing in rescarch, development, and demonstration of new
and emerging clean, encrgy-efficient technologics with the goal of bringing
these technologies to residential, commercial, and industrial markets to help
people reduce their energy use. As the nation’s largest natural gas provider,
SoCalGas has earned a number of honors for environmental stewardship,
including the 2010 Fxccllence in ENERGY STAR® Promotion Award

1

Deleted: Nutrient Total Maximum Daily Loads for Lake Elsinore and Canyon
Lake
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Deleted: Low Impact Development §

The concept of Low Impact Development (LID) was created to ensure new development
s designed i consideration of overall environmental conditions, induding regional water
quality. LID incorporates into land use phoning “green infrastructure” concepts such as
zero runoff, rainfall harvesting, groundwater recharge, biofiltration, native lindscapes,
green streets, and other measures that promote water quality protection in new
development. The goal of LID is to protect a community’s natural, pre-development
water flow in order to minimize ecological impacts of urbanization. According to
information from the Low Impact Development Center, basic phnning principles include
the following:|

<#>Stormwater Management. In LID, stormwater is managed as a natural system by
creating permcable surfaces to infiltrate runoff into the underlying soil and reduce the
amount of runoff from impervious surfaces. Design measures to manage stormwater at
the source include trenches, drainfields, dry wells, and bio-retention areas such as
raingardens, bioswales, constructed wetlands, and vegetated swales.

<#>Urban Runoff Reduction. Urban runoff during dry weather is largely the result of
too much water for landscape itrigation, and washing of driveways and sidewalks. This
runoff mixes with fertilizer, pestiades, pollutants on roadways, and other contaminants to
create some of the most polluted water entering crecks and rivers. 1.ID measures include
irrigation control and the use of native and compatible plant species that require less
water.§

<#>S5ite Design and Circulation. Minimizing the amount of asphalt and other
mpervious road and parking surfaces in site design and circulation decreases the amount
of runoff and pollutants, while reduang both infrastructure and maintenance costs.
Modifications to conventional design to reduce impervious surface area incudes reduced
strect widths, reduced parking, use of porous materials in driveways and parking areas,
and the usc of traffic calming measures that mclude stormwater capture components.
Well-planned development that maximizes pedestrian drculation, incorpormtes green
belts, conserves open space, and protects natural features will also protect water quality.y
Policies have been included in the General Plan that use the principles of LID, encourage
a comprehensive, community-wide system for protecting water qualiry standards, comply
with the City’s NPDES permit, and promote the Ahwahnee Water Prinaples for
Resource Efficient Land Use (refer to page 5-XX), which arc intended to reverse the
trend of increasingly paved and constructed areas that alter the rate and volumes of
surface water runoff and groundwater recharge

{ Formatted: Highlight ]
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Electricity

Electrical power in Hemet is provided by Southern California Edison
(SCE). SCE maintains and operates the transmission and distribution
infrastructure necessary to provide electricity to users throughout its service
area of approximately 50,000 square miles in central, coastal, and southern
California. SCE is committed to developing renewable energy resources
such as wind, geothermal, solar, biomass, and small hydro energy. A
growing percentage of the energy supplied by 8CE is from these renewable
sources in compliance with a state mandate to generate 33 percent of their
electricity from renewable resources by 2020. The City supports and
encourages those efforts.

SCE also recognizes that high voltage overhead lines are generally
considered to have negative visual impacts; therefore, SCE participates with
efforts to underground regular overhead utlity lines. The City requires that
new projects install underground connections and that they underground
existing power and telephone poles in commercial and residential areas
when practical based on the size of the lines.

5.3.5 TELECOMMUNICATIONS

"Telecommunication is generally defined as the transmission of information,
over significant distances. Currently, telecommunication services are
provided by utilities that operate independently of the City and include
landline and witeless services for telephone, radio, television, and internet
devices. The City is committed to facilitating access to these services while
ensuring that the associated equipment is safe and attractive. In addition to
permitting wireless communication antenna facilities on private property
through provisions of the zoning code, the City offers free access
connections at the Hemet Public Library and other City facilitics.

As technology evolves, the City needs to be prepared to address any
supporting infrastructure needs that affect private or public property.
Telecommunications plays an important role in the local, national, and
international economies. Identifying and providing access to “cutting edge”
telecommunication technology is an incentive to attract key employers and
industrics that improve the City’s jobs/housing balance.

5.3.6 SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT

Solid waste management is the collection, transport, processing, recycling or
disposal, and monitoring of waste materials. Waste management is
undertaken to reduce the effect of waste products on health, protect
groundwater and the environment at disposal sites, improve community
acsthetics, and to conserve landfill capacity. The recycling of waste materials
is a prime component of waste management efforts. The State of California

Depactment of Resources Reeycling and Recovery (CalRecycle) requires | - - | Deleted: Integrated Waste Management ]
local government and waste handlers to provide for and engage in recycling. o

Recycling of solid waste is also discussed in the Open Space and
Conservation Element.
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So]id Waste Management Providers

owners or residents may obtain a City permit l‘h;lr would allow self-hauling

of solid waste in lieu of utilizing services offered by CR&R |

3 lntu_fmrLd
Waste Management Division in December 2011, Services offered include:

Single-family residential recycling services.

% Multiple-family residential recycling services.

% Commercial businesses recyelin

services.

Commercial food waste collection program.

% Clean air vehicles.

Guaranteed landfill diversion rate of 50 percent by the end of 2012 !
and 55 percent by the end of 2016.

Comprchensive public education and outreach to mainmin bigh
diversion rates.

At this hcﬂm waste C{)”L(,ttd may be mmu\c,d or transferred to Jﬂ()fh{.f

sitc_for processing depending on the type of waste m.ltunl \erlstc
aterials are uct..mnn ally di

Management Dgnartmcnt and located 10 miles north of Hemet on Statc \mtc

Route 79. Ti-Waste is also accepted for drop off at the Lamb Canyor
landfill, and is occasionally collected through events

sponsorced by local
non-profit organizations, such as the Green Coaliton

The City of Ilemet currently complies with the

50% landfill diversion
requirement mandated by

the State of California. Long term compliance
with new requirements for 70% diversion will require increased public
education and participation
community.

in _recycling program offerings in

the

Disposal for certain hazardous materials is available to City residents

through services provided through CR&R Inc. Ilazardous materials
collection events are also held locally by Riverside County Waste
Management.

1ccyc1mg services in the City of Hemet 1Lpl,1ung the LI[’\’

- { Deleted: Thre

=8 ‘[Deleted: are

Deleted: the City of Hemet Inteprated Waste Management Division (HIWMLD) and

2 1 two private waste haulers—

{Formatl:ed: Font: Not Bold

- 7 Deleted: ).Through November. When the City chose to cease direct provision of
services, it initiated, 2 option provided by CR&R or WM.

~ 7| Deleted: Hemet Integrated Waste Management The City provides waste
management services to its residents and businesses through ITTWMD, which collects
solid waste and disposes of it at Riverside County’s 1 amb Canyon Sanitary lLandfill in
Beaumont, Lamb Canyon Sanitary Landfill is owned and operated by the Riverside
County Waste Management Department and is located 10 miles north of Hemer on State
Route 79. The site encompasses 333 acres, 145 of which are permitred as disposal area.
"The City mtends on using the Lamb Canyon Landfill until 2021, when it is projected to
reach capacity. Subsequently, ITTWMD may have to consider other landfills located within
the County. The Riverside County Badlands landfll located near Moreno Valley has a
daily capacity of 4,000 tons per day, but could reach capacity as scon as 2016. The Il
Scbrante Landfill, located southeast of Corona, has a daily capacity of 16,054 tons per day
and is projected to remain usable until approximately 2045. Although the other landfills
are available, HIWMD lacks both a transfer station and longer-haul trucks that would
make usmg more distant landfills practical In the future, the City may have to either
acquire transfer fadlitics and trucks or arrange for these with private entities. The City
may also consider whether or not to outsource this operation at some point in the future.
HIWMD currently complics with the 50 percent mandated requirement for tecydled
materials within the waste stream. However, to maintain that compliance for the long
term, significant investments in waste management infrastructure and strategies may be
needed. Current programs and activities include:§)
<#>Curbside Pickup The City uses a commingled recycling program to collect
recyclables. Commingled recycling is more cfficient because collection trucks can hold
maote materials in 2 single load. Acceptable recycled materials are glass, paper, plastic,
steel, tin, and aluminum ansy
<#>Green Waste The City separates and diverts its green waste. Green waste is leaves
flowers, garden prunings, twigs, small branches, awn clippings, and garden weeds.§
<#>Electronic Waste (E-Waste) H-waste is accepted at the City's Corporation Yard
during operating hours. It is the most rapidly growing sepment of the waste stream, H-
waste contains valuable materials for recovery and recycling such as aluminum, ferrous
mctals, copper, gold, and silver. It also contains toxic and hazardous materials that must
be identified and processed through the City’s hazardous waste program such as mercury.
lead, cadmium, beryllium, chrommum, antimony, and other chemicals.|
#>Construction Waste ‘T'he California Integrated Waste Management Board has

identified construction and demolition materials as a top priority for recyding, Common
construction and demolition materials that are appropriate for recycling include lumber,
drywall, metals, masonry (g, brick, concrete), carpet, plastic, paper, cardboard, and
green waste related to land development.

<H#>Hazardous Waste The City operates an ABOP (Antifreeze, Batteties, Odl, and
Paint) collection Facility at the Ciry’s Corporation Yard. Hazardous materials collection is
handled by Riverside County, which operates its own facility on Juanita Street within the

City. Hazardous wastes ate ultimately disposed of at licensed facilities, No licensed
" facilities are within [Temet.y

[ Formatted: Bullets and Numbering ]
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Waste Management of the Inland Empire Outside of the City, waste
collection is contracted to WM. Most waste collected by WM is taken to a
transfer station in Moreno Valley, where it is sent to the El Sobrante
Landfill, although on occasion waste will go to the Lamb Canyon Landfill.
WM takes its commingled recyclables to private facilitics such as Recycle
America in Los Angeles or Pomona Valley Recycling in Pomona for
processing.

Inactive Landfills

Two inactive landfill sites are within the Hemet Planning Area, Inactive
sites are typically sites that have ceased operations and are regulated by the
California Integrated Waste Management Board, but that have not gone
through formal landfill closure procedures. One is located northwest of
Warren Road and Esplanade Avenue within the City limits and is owned by
the City. A Class 3 landfill, the facility accepted only inert types of debris
such concrete, asphalt, sand, and other types of construction waste. The
other landfill is located in the Valle Vista arca and is owned by LHMWD.

5.4 COMMUNITY SERVICE FACILITIES

Community services enhance quality of life, foster a sense of belonging, and
promote civic involvement by youth, adults, families, and seniors. The City
is committed to cnsuring that community services are provided at levels
sufficient to meet the needs of a growing and demographically evolving city.
This requires coordinated planning efforts between governmental agencies,
service providers, and nonprofit organizations.

Although the service providers discussed in this section have located their
facilities within the City’s jurisdictional boundaries, their service arcas
generally extend into unincorporated Riverside County. Discussions arce
wartanted on how to share management of these services over the long
term to ensure adequate coverage and to provide an opportunity to
maximize available financial and personnel resources.

541 EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES

I'he Hemet arca offers solid cducational opportunities for its residents. In
addition to several private institutdons providing prekindergarten through
high school education, three public school districts serve the City and the
Planning Arca. Regional higher education opportunities are provided by the
Mt San Jacinto Community College District, University of California,
Riverside, and by several private colleges, including Loma Linda University,
California Baptist University, and the University of Redlands.

K-12 Public Institutions Most of ITemet and its sphere of influence lic
within the HUSD. A small portion of the Planning Area is served by other
school districts; however, no schools are located within those areas. The
San Jacinto Unified School District serves an area of the City north of
Menlo Avenue and cast and west of State Street and a small area northwest
of Park Avenue and Meridian Steeet. These neighborhoods are within the
attendance districts of Park Hill Elementary School, North Mountain
Middle School, and San Jacinto High School. The undeveloped hillside
areas 1n the northwest portion of Reinhart Canyon are served by the
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Nuview Elementary and Perris Union High School Districts, although it is
unlikely that tesidential growth will ever occur in this arca.

HUSD operates jen elementary schools, four middle schools, three high

schools, two charter schools, and an alterpative education site which houses
and other

a continuation high school. adult education, independent study

Winchester.

One of HUSDYs charter schools, , the Western Center Academy, was
established in 2010 by HUSD in conjunction with the Western Science
Center. The school is designed to serve as a natdonal model in middle
school educadon through the innovative use of science, mathematics, and
technology as the foundaton for a rigorous and exciting multidisciplinary
learning experience for sixth through eighth grade students. The Western
Center Academy’s central instructional goal is to integrate a “museum
discovery” based approach with the formal educational methods commonly
practiced in schools. Museum discovery—based learning, which is unique,
experiential, active, participatory, and uses real specimens; complements the
conncction with the Western Science Musecum. Students have the
opportunity to learn about science, math, and technology in specialized lab
sessions that use inquiry-based learning models to explore elective subjects
including paleontology, archaeology, entomology, physics, chemistry,
astronomy, field ecology, aquatic biology, and geology.

In response to recent growth, HUSD has been actively secking new sites
for schools. HUSIDY’s 2007-2013 facilidics master plan outlines and guides
school construction plans through 2019. This plan provides for enrollment
of 26,000 students by 2013 and more than 39,000 at maturity. Although
IIUSD’s facilities master plan docs not guarantee funding for all of its
proposed projects, HUSD has been active in identifying various funding
mechanisms. Figure 5.5 identifies school distdct boundaries and the
locations of each existing and currently proposed public school sites in the
Planning Area.

The facilitics master plans of the Hemet and San Jacinto Unified School
Districts also contain goals and objectives that relate mostly to internal
faciliies planning. However, those pertinent to the City’s General Plan are
listed below:

< Inventory all development projects and identify buildout schedule.

% Plan and locate schools that serve ncighborhoods and have good
ACCCSS.

% Provide annual updates on building activity.
% Provide ongoing communication with developers and the community.

% Incorporate joint use and public use opportunities of school facilities
where feasible and cost effective.
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The City of Iemet is committed to working with both school distrcts
regarding early notificaion of development projects and coordination
regarding potential school sites.

Mit. San Jacinto Community College District [Temet is located within
the Mt. San Jacinto Community College District and is served by its two
campuscs. The San Jacinto Campus opened in 1965 in the northern arca of
San Jacinto with plans to accommodate 12,000 to 15,000 students. The
campus includes a Business and Technology Center with laboratories for
business, computer information science, enginceting technologies,
electronics, and photography and a state-of-the-art Music Center. ‘The
Menifee Campus opened in 1990 after the residents of Temecula, Lake
Elsinore, Perris, and adjacent areas voted to join the district. The master
plan for the Menifee Valley Campus will ultimately plan for 15,000 to
20,000 students.

Energy Conservation Opportunities In 2010, HUSD signed an
agreement to install a network of solar panels that is anticipated to provide
almost a quarter of the distdct’s clectricity needs, save the district 10
percent on its annual $3.85-million electric bill, and deliver shade. The solar

sites new solar structures will be built that double as carports/parking -‘

covers. At the remaining participating sites, new solar structures will be

5.4.2 HEALTH CARE FACILITIES

Adequate health care services and facilities are important to the vitality of a
community. Hemet has traditionally served as a regional health care center
for the valley area duc primarily to its focus as a retirement community.
With the population of Hemet growing and the nation’s “baby boom”
population aging, the expansion of health care services and facilities
continues to be a priority.

Hemet Valley Medical Center Hemet is served by the Hemet Valley
Medical Center ITVMC), a 327 -bed full-service hospital. This is the major
medical facility in the Hemet—San Jacinto area, Histordcally, HVMC was one
of several hospitals within a public healthcare district that covered Iemet
and nearby areas. The district devolved to private ownership under the
Valley Health System, and the hospital ownership subsequently transferred
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COMMUNITY SERVICES AND INFRASTRUCTURE

CSI-2.8 Best Management Practice Features/Equipment
Require installation of best management practice features
for water for all new development and for applicable
rehabilitadon.

CsI-2.9 Location of Water Lines As part of discretionary project
approvals and building permit reviews, require that all
future water lines be located within street or alley rights-of-
Way.

Ensure the provision of a wastewater collection,
GOAL treatment, and disposal system capable of meeting
CSI-3 the daily and peak demands of Hemet residents and
businesses in an efficient and environmentally sound
manner.

POLICIES

CSI-3.1 Performance Standards New development shall install
sufficient sewer facilitics nceded to meet performance
standards established by the site’s wastewater collection

agency.

CSI-3.2 Location of Sewer and Gray Water Lines Require that
all future sewer and gray water lines be located within
street or alley dghts-of-way.

CS8I-3.3 Industrial Discharge Work with the water districts to
encourage the provision of brine disposal pipelines and
any other new technologies that benefit the expansion of
the City’s industrial job base.

CSI-3.4 Sanitary Sewers Promote the extension of sanitary sewers
to serve all pew and existing land uses and densities, as

feasible, to protect. rrunmdwltu L]lullty Ruul.rc' new

C(}Ili‘lLCt to YI\L sanitary sewer 8Y. ‘-\T(.lTl L \CLDU(?HH may be

acre Jﬂd that are located more than 660 feet from a sewer

line.

Maintain adequate stormwater management and
GOAL drainage systems to help protect against flood
CSI-4 hazards, recharge the aquifer, and preserve
groundwater quality.

POLICIES

CsI-441 Sufficient Service Ensure sufficient levels of stormwater
drainage are provided to protect the community from
flood hazards and to minimize the discharge of materials
into the storm drain system that are toxic or that would
obstruct flows.

[85)
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CSI-4.6

CSI-4.7

CSI-4.8

COMMUNITY SERVICES AND INFRASTRUCTURE

100-Year Storm Flows Provide public storm drainage
facilitics to adequately accommodate cxpected 100-year
flood flows. Ensure that roadways remain passable for at
least one lane in each direction. (nordlmtc with the

Pollutant Discharge Prevent pollutant discharge into
storm drain systems and natural drainages and aquifers by
cooperating in regional programs with stakeholders and
the Regional Water Quality Control Board to implement

the National Pollutant Discharge Tliminatdon System
program. Storm Water Pollution Prevention PLm\ Water

and phosphorous in th San Jacinto River Watershed, and
provide education on best management practices for the

- { Deleted: and

e { Deleted:

public and the development communiry,

Groundwater Recharge Require development projects to
minimize stormwater runoff and provide on-site
opportunitics for groundwater recharge that are integrated
into the pro]ect de~1gn zmd amemtteqd&ut_ﬂygg_h&
Tesi

Drainage System Mitigation In accordance with the
City’s performance standards for drainage facilities
mandated by Measure C, require any significant impacts on
local and regional storm drain systems associated with
proposed development or redevelopment to be mitigated
mncluding the preparation  of downstream drainage

mitigation plans whm appropriate to the scale and location

grl_thL project.

Aesthetic Design Require use of landscaped swales and
detention areas that provide percolation to the greatest
extent possible using best management practices in order
to promote sensitive and aesthetic design solutions for
retaining on-site the incremental increases in runoff from a
development site.

Bioswales Discourage lined channcls and encourage “soft
bottom™ channels that provide slower water runoff, first-
flush capabilides, groundwater recharge potential, and
stteambed vegetation.

Street Storm Drains Require that the design and upgrade
of street storm drains be based on the relative risk to
public hecalth and safety, the potential for hindrance of
emergency access and cgress from excessive flood depth,
the threat of contamination of the storm drain system with
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COMMUNITY SERVICES AND INFRASTRUCTURE ﬂ

sewage cffluent, in the most environmentally-sensitive
manner that is feasible.

CSI-4.9 Master Flood Control and Drainage Plan. Provide

comprehensive and ongoing updates to the City’s Master - »[ Deleted: m

- - { Deleted: f

"~
W s

Drainage Plans  to reflect current land use patterns, best g
' . peleted: ¢

management practices, and cnvironmental constraints. B
. { Deleted: a
\

CSI-4.10 Low Impact Development Limit disruption of natural ‘[Delehed: 5

hydrology by reducing impervious cover, increasing of-site

infiltration, and managing stormwater runoff at the source.
Use the following principles in development design:

1. On undeveloped sites proposed for development,
promote on-site stormwater infiltration through design
technigues such as pervious paving, draining runoff
into bioswales or properly designed landscaped arcas
prescrvation of natural soils and vegetation, and

limiting impervious surfaces;

2. On previously developed sites proposed for major
alteration, provide stormwater management
improvements to restore natural infiltration to the
extent practicable;

3. Provide flexibility for design standards on im s
surfaces when it can be shown that such reductions
will not have a negative impact and will provide the
benefits  of  stormwater  retention, groundwater
infiltration, reduction of heat islands, enhancement of
habitat and biodiversity, and other cnvironmental

benefits.

5. Integrate detention and retention basing into the
landscape design of development sites using methods
such as a network of small cphemeral swales treated

with attractive planting.

6. Discour: he use of mounded turf and lawn arc
that drain onto adjacent sidewalks and parking lots;
replace thes s with landscape desipns that retain
runoff and allow infiltration.

CSI-4.11 Ahwahnee Water Principles [ncorporate the Ahwahnee
Water Principles for Resource Efficient Land Usg, into - { Deleted: (page CSI5-24)
development dest as gppropriate, to reduce costs

s and { Deleted: feasibic
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COMMUNITY SERVICES AND INFRASTRUCTURE

improve the reliability and quality of the City’s water
[CROUTCES.

GOAL
CSI-5

Facilitate the provision and maintenance of
adequate systems to provide and conserve natural
gas, electricity, and telecommunications systems.

POLICIES
CSI-5.1

CSI-5.2

CSI-5.3

CS8I-5.4

CSI-5.5

C8I-5.6

CS8I-5.7

CSI-5.8

Telecommunication Facilities Facilitate provision and
enhancement of telecommunications services throughout
the Planning Area while promoting collocated and/or
“stealthed” wireless communications antenna facilities and
the provision of new technology to minimize cell towers.

Utility Facilities Promote the availability of reliable and
reasonably priced utilities necessary for businesses and
residences to prosper.

Energy Services Ensure the provision of reliable, quality
energy services and promote cnergy conservation
throughout the City.

Solar Energy Encourage new buildings to maximize solar
access to promotc passive solar enerpy use, natural
ventilation, cffective use of daylight, an on-site solar
gencration.

Energy Efficient Design Encourage the efficient use of
cnergy resources by residential, commercial, and industrial
users by requiring project proposals to incorporate energy
efficient products and techniques into their designs in
accordance with adopted California Green Building
Standards Code standards and other adopted development
standards.

Building Retrofits Fncourage the retrofitting of existing
buildings to use low maintenance, durable building
materials, and high-cfficiency cnergy  systems  and
appliances.

Utility Undergrounding Require the coordination of
capital improvement planning for utility undergrounding
with the utility companies and developers to ensure
adequate financing and appropriate timing.

Agency Coordination Provide early notfication to utility
companics regarding new development to ensure that
services will be available in a timely manner, and encourage

developers of larpe scale or complex developments

contact local ualitics carly in the process to insure that
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accommodated -

CSI-5.9 Municipal Operations Reduce energy consumption in
municipal operations.

CSI-5.10 Conservation and Clean Energy Programs Fxplore the
use of grant funds and programs with SCI and non-profit
agencies to establish programs for energy conscrvation
{e.g., home weatherization, Finergy Star applicants) and
teansition to the use of clean and renewable cnergy (g,
photovoltaic retrofits, solar hot water heaters and pumps).

Maintain an adequate and efficient system of
GOAL collection and disposal of solid waste generated in
CSI-6 the City in compliance with California Integrated
‘Waste Management Board requirements.

PoLICIES

CSI-6.1 Solid Waste System Promote efficient, economical, and
environmentally sound waste collection, management, and
disposal.

CSI-6.2 Recycling Achieve maximum diversion of materials from
disposal through the reduction, reuse, and recycling of
wastes to the highest and best use.

CS8I-6.3 Waste Handling Strategy Update the City’s waste
handling strategy, as nceded, to address issues of landfill
capacity and new state regulations.

GOAL Consult with local educational institutions to
CSI v coordinate the provision of adequate and
' appropriate educational facilities and services.

POLICIES

CSI-7.1: City/School Districts Coordination Coordinate
development activity between the City and area school
districts to adequately provide for the needs of the school
districts through the collection of development fees and
the appropriate location of school sites.

CSI-7.2 Early Participation Involve area school districts in the
review process for new development to ensure that the
school district can serve the new development and to
minimize associated impacts.

CS1-7.3 School Siting Encourage the siting of schools close to the
neighborhoods they are intended to serve, siting to
facilitate safe access for students walking, bicycling, or

200 i O F HEMET G ENER AL P LA R 2.0 3
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CSI-8.4 Green Building 'Through incentives such as expedited
review of development projects, promote nonrequired
alternative energy practices and Leadership in Hnergy and
Fnvironmental Design (LEED®) certifications.

CSI-8.5 Emergency Services Promote the provision of the
emergency services available, including paramedic,
ambulance, and helicopter transport to area hospitals and
trauma centers.

CSI-8.6 Healthy City Employee Programs Promote the health
and well-being of City employees by adopting healthy
living/healthy employee programs and practices such
health challenges, healthy food choices, and healthy work

environments.

CSI-8.7 Healthy Employee Programs Encourage local
employers to adopt healthy living/healthy employee
programs and practices such health challenges, healthy
food choices, and healthy work environments.

CSI-8.8 Community Education Support community education
programs on healthy eating habits and lifestyles with topics
that include nutridon, physical activity, and vegetable
gardening.

CSI-8.9 City Health Leadership Scck opportunitics to promote
healthy lifestyles, activities, and food choices at City offices
and City-organized events.

CSI-8.9 Healthy Community Partnership Coordinate with the
Riverside County Public Health Department
educational efforts, projects, and programs that enhance
the health of persons who live and work in [Hemet.

Maintain and enhance a City library system that
GOAL contributes to quality of life through accessible and
CSI-9 diverse library collections, technologically improved
services, and a welcoming environment.

POLICIES

CSI-9.1; Library Collections Dxpand and adapt the library
collection to meet the changing needs of the community
for different formats and interests while preserving a core
collection of materials of continuing value.

CSI-9.2 Community Responsiveness Lnsure that the library
gystem is responsive to residents’ and Dbusinesses’
specialized needs.

C1TY OF HEMET GIDNERAL PLAN 20530
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CHAPTER 6 PUBLIC SAFETY ELEMENT
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THEMET L 13
General Plas &

Quality of ffe in Hemet is
influenced, in part, by the sense of
secanity perceived by City residents
and businesses. The Public Safety
Elenent demonstrates the breadth
of preparations undertaken by the
City fo address dssmes sweh  as
wncontrollable  natwral  hagards;
enviroupent bagards; crime and
violence; and emergency response.

: xSl
In 1918, an earthquake damaged the Bothin Building (also known as the
Nevins Building) on Harvard Street at Florida Avenue. The building was
restored and is currently in use today,

he City of Hemet takes pride in maintaining a safe and comfortable
environment for its residents. Protecting the public’s safety from natural
and human-made hazards is its most critical function. The Public Safety
Element addresses two types of hazards: Public Safety and Noise. Both are
required General Plan clements under California state law. The Public
Safety section describes potential natural and human-made hazards, cutlines
measures to reduce the risk of hazards, identifics the resources available to
respond when an incident occurs, and establishes proactive goals and
policies to ensure the community’s safety. The Public Safety section
includes:

%  peologic hazards including seismically induced fault lines and ground
shaking, liquefaction, and unreinforced masonry buildings;

“ nonseismic ground failure such as slope instability leading to landslides
and mudslides, expansive soils, and subsidence;

# flooding caused by natural causes or dam/reservoir failure;
% hazards rclated to transportation (ground and air);

% hazardous waste (storage, use, and transport);

# fire prevention and response;

% crime prevention and law enforcement; and

< critical facilities and emergency preparedness.

H
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PUBLIC SAFETY ELEMENT

scismic and other hazardous events and to prevent personal injury, loss of
life, and substantial property damage. The Hemet Municipal Code also
incorporates regulations and standards for subdivisions, flood control,
stormwater management, and fire hazard reduction.

measure to require ur)darmg the City’s {nuura] l’l'm to _incorporate

services, and sanitary  sewers. lhut performance  standards  were
mcumumtgd 1nL0 rh(_ 1992 Gr_mrﬂl Plan as a component of the Public

- ’[ Deleted: by reference

goals, policies and zmnkrmntmun programs within the General Plan 2030

And arc attached as \nmndu& Q.

City of Hemet Emergency Operations Plan Hemet’s emergency
operations plan (HOP) addresses the City’s planned response to
emergencies associated with natural disasters and technological incidents.
The plan establishes the emergency organization, assigns tasks, specifies
policies and general procedures, and provides for coordination of planning
efforts of the various emergency staff and service clements utilizing the
Standardized Emergency Management System. The EOP sets forth the
procedures associated with preparedness for, response to, recovery from,
and mitipation of a varicty of types of emergencies. ‘This THOP is an
extension of the State of California Emergency Plan.

Hemet Fire Hazardous Materials (HazMat)

Riverside County Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan Team
Hemet is a “Submitting Jurisdiction” within the Riverside Operational Area
Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP). Riverside’s LHMP

serves as a basis for State Governor’s Office of Emergency Services (OES)

to provide technical assistance and to prioritize project funding, The LITMP

is a requirement of the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000. The act requires

that local communities enact hazard mitigation measures to reduce losses

from disasters. The LHMP includes a risk assessment covering wildfires,

floods, earthquakes, nuclear incident, civil unrest, and many other types of
hazards. The LITMD calls for yearly review of hazard mitigation activites.

The Action Plan within the LITMP serves as a guide to spending priorities

and will be adjusted annually to reflect current needs and financial
LESOULCCES.

California Noise Insulation Standards (Title 24) Title 24 of the
California Code of Regulations establishes standards governing interior
noise levels that apply to all new mult-family residential units in California.
These standards require that acoustical studies be performed before
construction at building locations where the existing day-night average
noise levels (Lan) exceeds 60 decibels (dB). The acoustical studies are
required to establish mitigation measures that will limit maximum La, levels
to 45 dB in any habitable room.

O
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The variety of air services and separate flight paths within the
region require regional coordination to prevent confusion in flight
patterns and to maintain safety. Potential damage to aircraft may
also result in loss of life and property along flight paths. To avoid
such outcomes, the Federal Aviation Administration has
established land use restrictions for areas surrounding aitports and
flight paths. The Hemet-Ryan Airport Comprebensive Airport Land Use
Plan was prepared by the HemetRyan Sub-Committee, comprised
of members from various departments and commissions within
the City of Hemet and Riverside County. 'This plan responds to . ; "
concerns about residential encroachment near the airport. Land Hmet—?ﬁn&mg%g:th;uio@%ng land
use policies in the airport land use plan were structured around iiipﬁundﬂmﬂn e

four distinct areas for land use compatibility within and

surrounding the airport. Airport and land use compatibility is

discussed in greater detail in the Land Use Element.

"T'he Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission is in the process of
updating the airport land use compatibility plans and corresponding safety
zones for all airports under their jurisdiction, including HemetRyan
Airport. Until adoption of an updated master plan and airport land use
compatibility plan, the 1992 plan and corresponding safety zones will be
used to guide future development in and around the airport. The Land Use
Flement contains addifional discussion on development issues and
opportunities in the airport area,

To ensure the highest level of safety at the airport, personnel at the airport
have extensive, ongoing safety training. Safety programs for private pilots
are also offered through the Federal Aviation Administration. Tn the event
of airport-related emergencies, the fire department uses the Hewer-Ryan
Airport Response Plan. The plan delineates fire and police department
responsibilities, offers response plans to address a range of aircraft
emergencies, and identifies the location of fire hydrants. According to the
response plan, the fire department has primary control over all fire

suppression and rescue activities and the police department is assigned to _ | Deleted: The staudard fire department

control access to the location and obtain additional assistance if needed., |-~ | zesponse team for aircraft emergencics
mcludes a chicf officer, three fire engines,
one truck, one haz-mat unit, one water

6.6 HAZARDOUS WASTE tender, and one AMR ambulance.

The California Health and Safety Code defines a hazardous material as any
material that, based on quantity, concentration, and physical or chemical
characteristics, poses a significant potential hazard to public health and
safety or to the environment. The manufacturing, use, and transport of
hazardous materials are considered potential hazards to human activity.

6.6.1 USE AND STORAGE OF HAZARDOUS WASTE

Commercial and industrial businesses located in IHemet and nearby
communitics use hazardous materals, including such businesses as dry
cleaners, film processors, auto service providers, landscape contractors, and
paint shops. Larger businesses, primarily in industrial areas, can generate,
use, and/or store large quantitics of hazardous products. The current
regulatory cnvironment provides a high level of protection from the
hazardous materials manufactured, transported to businesses, and stored

CI1 1Yy OF II1 EMET G ENERAL P L AN 2030
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within the City, Federal, state, and county agencies enforce regulations for
hazardous waste generators and users. Residents also use a range of
household hazardous products. To address household hazardous wastes,
the City cooperates with the Riverside County to sponsor programs that
raise awareness of proper use, storage, and disposal of houschold hazardous
wastes.

'The Hemet Fire Department is the first responder for hazardous materials
incidents within the City. In 1996, the Hemet Fire Department established a
Hazardous Materials Response Team. This team handles all types of
hazardous materials incidents.

6.6.2 TRANSPORT OF HAZARDOUS WASTE

Planning Area. [azardous materials pass through the Hemet area on local

streets or railways. The City has no direct anthority to tegulate their
transport.

The Riverside County Department of Eavironmental Health (DEH) s
responsible for tracking hazardous materials handlers to ensure appropriate
reporting and compliance. DEH regulates facilities that handle and store
on-site specified types and quantities of hazardous and acutely /extremely
hazardous materials through permitting, routine facility inspections, and
development of detailed site plans indicating where hazardous materials are
stored.

6.7 TFIRE PREVENTION AND RESPONSE

The Temet Fire Department is responsible for fire suppression, rescue
activities, and hazardous materials incidents within the City. In the Planning
Area, Riverside County contracts with CAL T'IRTU for fire suppression and
rescuc activities. The City has entered into reciprocal mutual aid agreements
with CAL FIRE and the Idyllwild Fire Protection District to expedite
service delivery and ensure the best possible care for the community.

6.7.1 FIRE HAZARDS
Fire hazards generally fall into two categories: urban and wildland fires.

Urban Fire Hazard
Structural and automobile fires are the most common types of urban fires,
and they can be caused by a variety of human, mechanical, and natural
factors. Urban fires can spread to other structures or arcas, particularly if
not extingnished promptly. Proactive efforts, such as fire
sprinkler systems, fre alarms, firc resistant roofing and
construction methods, can help reduce the frequency and severity
of urban fires.

Wildland Fire Hazard

‘The wildland fire threat is high in the arca surrounding Hemet
because of the region’s weather, topography, and native
vegetation. Mild and wet winters result in an annual growth of
grasses and plants that dry out during the hot summer months

CI1TY ©OF HEMTET G ENTETR A
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over 85 dBA causes hearing loss. At 60 dBA, noise makes understanding
speech difficult. Sound levels over 40 to 45 dBA can disturb sleep.

6.10.2 CURRENT NOISE CONDITIONS

>

Figure 6.6, “Existing Noise Contours,” shows noise contours in the
planning area from 2006. The contours generally represent average noise
levels based on major noise sources in the community. The contours assist
in setting land use policy and development standards. Given the
topographic complexity of the TTemet/San Jacinto Valley, these contours
are not absolute lines of demarcation, but should be considered
conservative estimates of noise exposure, to be supplemented by detailed
and project-specific study as needed. Appendix F contains noise contour
data tables.

The notse level measurements were collected at 18 locations throughout
Hemet, including 15 short-term measurements, and three long-term
measurements. Vehicle axle counts were conducted at three locations.
Criteria for site selectdon included geographical distribution, land uses likely
to include nolsy activities, and proximity to transportation faciliies and
sensitive receptors (such as schools and hospitals). The primary purpose of
noise monitoring was to establish a noise profile for the community that
could be used to determine areas of concern.

6.10.3 NOISE SOURCES
Traffic and Roadways

Traffic noise is a major contributor to the noise environment in the
community. Major roadways, including Flordda Avenue, State Street,
Stetson Avenue, Sanderson Avenue, Warren Road, Devonshire Avenue,
and San Jacinto Street, carry high volumes of traffic at rclatively high
speeds, generating noise that affects surrounding neighborhoods. Those
streets that carry a higher proportion of truck traffic also have higher levels
of noise and vibration.

As development continues to occur in Hemet, increased traffic volumes on
an expanded roadway network will extend and expand the noise contours,
as shown 1n igure 6.7, “Truture Noise Contours.” Construction of the State
Route (SR) 79 freeway will introduce a new noise source in the western part
of the planning arca, but the final configuration of this roadway has not
been determined, and the noise contours could vary depending on the
profile of the road, the travel speeds, and the type of site improvements
that are made, General Plan policies and programs consider a changing
noise environment and address potential future land use incompatibilities in
areas adjacent to major roadways.

Hemet-Ryan Airport

Hemet-Ryan Airport is used primarily by private single- and twin-engine
aircraft, turboprops, business jets, helicopters, sailplanes and tow planes. A
California Department of Forestry and Firefighting’s fire attack base is also
located at the airport. A total of 70,000 aircraft were estimated to be

—_——
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87,150 aircraft operations by 2031. Noise contours for the airport ] - [ Deleted: 100,000

(Figure 6.8, “Airport Noise Contou.rs”’)iiaérfufy areas most affected by - {Deieted: 2025

aircraft noise under typical air traffic patterns. General Plan policies and
programs consider the importance of the airport and seek to protect airport
operations from incompatible land uses. A new Airport Master Plan is
currently under pr_pnzmnn “’llﬁc]]ﬂ()[1()~\ﬂ~ 0o near-term cxpansion nt f the

may also result in modifications to thn noise contours for the airport, and

will need to be updated in the General Plan once the new Airport master
Plan s adopted.

Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad Corridor

A Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) Railway line runs through the
planning area, connecting Hemet's industrial arcas to San Bernardino,
Riverside, and points beyond. The line currently carries limited freight
traffic; rail traffic is not a major contributor to the current community noise
environment. However, as future growth occurs next to the railroad
corridor and when Metrolink extends passenger service to Hemet along this
line, potential for land usc incompatibility may increase. To protect railroad
operations, noisc contours guide land use decisions in the immediate area.
General Plan policies and programs anticipate the changing noise
environment that will result with future growth and dircct incompatible
uses away from the railroad corridor.

Other Noise Sources

Other noise sources include both stationary sources (ongoing operations
that gencrate noise) and temporary noise sources such as emergency
vehicles and special events. Stationary noise sources in Hemet include
primarily commercial and industrial activitics. Because most business
activitics are low intensity and conducted indoors, noise generally is limited
to loading dock operations, frequent truck uses, mechanical equipment, and
outdoor paging systems. The City regulates maximum noise levels from
commercial and industrial properties and also regulates construction activity
to prevent disturbances at night.

Noisy activities at industrial, commercial, recreational, and some public
facilitics (such as the outdoor play areas of schools) can also adversely affect
adjacent sensitive land uses. Strategies for controlling stationary noise
sources focus on two objectives: (1) preventing the introduction of new
stationary noise sources near noise-sensitive uses and (2) preventing
encroachment of noise-sensitive uses on stationary noise sources. The first
objective can be achieved by applying noise performance standards to
proposed stationary noise sources. The sccond objective can be met by
requiring that new noise-sensitive uses near existing stationaty noise sources
include project features that enable compliance with noise performance
standards.

CIT ¥ @R HEMET GENERAL PLAN 2030
6-39



PUBLIC SAFETY ELEMENT

GOAL
PS-4

Protect lives and property from the potential dangers
associated with the use of Hemet-Ryan Airport while
recognizing and maintaining its function as a part of
Hemet’s transportation system.

PoLICIES
PS-4.1

PS-4.2

PS-4.3

PS-4.4

PS-4.5

P8-4.6

PS-4.7

Land Use Compatibility Minimize the risk of potential
hazards assoctated with aircraft operations at the Iemet-
Ryan Airport through the implementation of the Hemer-
Ryan Airport Land Use Compatibifity Plan, and review of
legislative land use changes and ordinances located within
the Airport Influence Area by the Airport land Use
Commission (ALUC).

Airport Safety Zones Consult with Riverside County to

maintain adequate open space or compatble development

adjoining the Iemet-Ryan Airport as required for safety as
Land Use Compatibility Plan and the Hemet-Ryan Airport
Master Plan.

Accommodate Regional Needs Support efforts of
Ilemet-Ryan Airport to accommodate the present and
future needs of the California Department of Forestry and
Fire Protection’s regional air-attack base provided that the
safety of surrounding residents and businesses is
maintained, and ongoing traffic circulation is not impacted.

Project Compatibility Review As part of the City’s
development review process, applications for the
development of land located within the Hemet-Ryan
Airport’s arcas of potential risk shall be reviewed for
compatibility with both the City of Hemet’s General Plan
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Project Suitability Review Each development application
shall be reviewed in light of the best and most current
evidence regarding airport use, noise, potential risks, and
safety practices, to ensure that each development is
suitable for its proposed location.

Project Noise Mitigation Each development application
shall be required to demonstrate that the project will utilize
construction technologies that are designed to reduce
intedor noise in airport adjacent uses.

Avigation Easements Avigation casements shall be
required for all land uses in Safety Areas I, 11, and ITI as

0]

F

HEMET

G ENERAL PL AN 2030
6-47

-

~{ Formatted: Font: Not Italic

)




PS-4.8

PS-4.9

PSs-4.10

part of the development review process. .As appropriate,
based on location, avigation easements may be required in
other areas of the City or Planning Area.

Project Operating Compatibility Devclopment
applications shall be required to demonstrate that the
project is compatible with the following airport land use
restrctions:

a.  Any use that would direct a steady light of red, white,
green, or amber colors associated with airport
operations toward an aircraft engaged in an initial
straight climb following takcoff or toward an aircraft
engaged in a straight final approach toward a landing
at the Tlemet-Ryan Airport, other than a navigational
signal light or visual approach slope indicator
approved by the Federal Aviation Administration,
shall be prohibited.

b. Any usc that would cause sunlight to be reflected
toward an aircraft engaged in initial straight climb
following takeoff or toward an aircraft engaged in a
straight final approach toward a landing at the Hemet-
Ryan Airport shall be prohibited.

c. Any usc that would generate smoke or vapor, that
could attract large concentrations of birds, or that may
otherwise affect safc air navigation within the arca
shall be prohibited.

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

aircraft instrumentation shall be prohibited.

e Any proposed use within the City that is 200 feet or

more in height shall be reviewed by the Airport Land

Aviation Wildlife Hazards Projects that would create a
potential to attract hazardous wildlife to, or in the vicinity
of, the TlemetRyan Airport shall be reviewed for
consistency with the standards, practices, and suggestions
recommended by the U.S. Department of Transportation,
Federal Aviation Administration.

Airport Expansion Consult with Riverside County to
insure that any updates to the Airport Master Plan,
including proposed expansion of the airport land uses or
the _runways, will not create noise and safety impacts to

surrounding land uses or disrupt the existing and planned
circulation system surrounding the airport.

—
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PUBLIC SAFETY ELEMENT

GOAL
PS-7

Ensure that an adequate service level of fire
protection is provided for all residents, visitors, and
businesses throughout the City of Hemet.

POLICIES
PS-7.1

PS-7.2

PS-7.3

PS-7.4

PS-7.5

PS-7.6

PS-7.7

Fire Service Response Assess the impacts of incremental
increases in community development density and intensity
and subsequent impacts on traffic congestion, municipal
infrastructure capacity, fire hazards, and emergency
response times. Ensure through the development review
process that new development and redevelopment will not
result in a reducing fire protection services below
acceptable, safe levels with adequate fire flows and
response time of five minutes or less for 80 percent of fire

Strategic Plan Maintain and implement a fire department
strategic plan to address staffing and facility needs, service
goals, deployment strategies, and other departmental
issues.

Development Impacts Require development projects to
contribute development impact fees, form public safety
districts, or other financing mechanisms based on their
proportional impact and on-going demand for fire
services.

Emergency Access Rcquire adequate access for
emergency vehicles, including adequate street widths,
vertical clearance on new streets, and multiple points of
ACCESS.

Fire Protection Adequacy Maintain adequate and
appropriate personnel, emergency vchicles, and other
firefighting cquipment and technology to respond to fires
and other disasters or emergencies.

Protect Insurance Services Office Rating Pursue
strategies that maintain and improve the City's Tnsurance
Services Office rating.

Mutual Aid Agreements Continue to coordinate fire
protection services with Riverside County, the California
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, Idyllwild Fire
Protection District, and all other agencies and districts with
fire protection powers.
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GOAL Ensutre a secure environment with minimized risk of

PS 8 crime for residents, visitors, and businesses
A throughout the City of Hemet.

POLICIES

PS-8.1 Police Services Ensure through the development review

process that new development and redevelopment will not
result in a reduction of law enforcement services below
acceptable, safe levels_ with a seven minute average

response time for Lmug\ ncy call- within urban areas, and

IN¢ MINULC Aver:
rural arcas. Maintain «ufﬂcient and adequa‘m facﬂm(.a,
personncl, and services to meet the community’s needs.

PS-8.2 Strategic Plan Maintain and implement a police
department strategic plan to address staffing and facilities
needs, service goals, deployment strategies, and other
departmental issues.

PS-8.3 Development Impacts Require development projects to
contribute development impact fees, form public safety
districts, or other funding mechanisms based on their
proportional impact and ongoing demand for police
services.

Ps-8.4 Emergency Communication Fnsure that outlying arcas
and newly annexed areas can be served by emergency
communication systems as new development occurs.

PS-8.5 Grants Pursue the availability of federal or state grants to
offset required additions to law enforcement staffing
and/or equipment.

PS-8.6 Neighborhood Watch Continue to promote the
establishment of neighborhood and business watch
programs to encourage community participation in crime
prevention and increased awareness of any suspicious
activity.

PS-8.7 Youth Programs Maintin and expand, as nccessary,
youth programs aimed at crime prevention and gang and
drug diversion.

PS-8.8 Partnerships Continue to work with other law
enforcement agencies, the school districts, businesses,
nonprofit organizations, and community residents to

enhance safety throughout the City.
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connecting Diamond Valley Lake with Lake Skinner via the 2,500 acre Dr.
Roy Shipley Rescrve, which MWD purchased as partial mitigation for
Diamond Valley Lake construction.

Regional Transportation Plan and Improvement Program (RTIP)
The Southern California Association of Governments has adopted a
regional transportation plan and a regional transportation improvement
program to fund and implement the projects and programs listed in the
regional transportation plan. These plans work together to help improve
vehicular traffic within the region and thereby reduce air pollution.

Riverside County Integrated Project (RCIP)
The Riverside County Integrated Project (RCIP) is a comprehensive, three-
part, integrated program balancing the housing, transportation, and
economic needs of a large population with the existing environment and
available natural resources. The RCIP accommodates continued growth by
integrating the direction in the Riverside Cownty General Plan with
transportation and environmental issues. The three parts of the RCIP are
the Western Riverside County Multiple-Species Habitat  Conservation  Plan
(MSHCP); Community and Environmental Transportation Acceptability
Process (CILTAR); and the Rierside County Gereral Plan.

South Coast Air Quality Management Plan

The South Coast Air Quality Management Plan mandates a variety of
measures to reduce emissions and improve air quality. These measures
include the requirement that cach jurisdicton develop an air quality
component within its general plan.

Southern California Edison

Southem California Edison (SCE) is the primary electricity supply company
for much of southern California, including the City of Ilemet. SCE’s
environmental commitment is to provide leadership in areas that include
renewable resources, green building, energy efficiency, environmental
protection, resource protection, and advanced metering to automatically
reduce power consumption in key situations.

Southern California Gas Company

Southern California Gas Company is the primary patural gas provider for
much of southern California, including the City of Hemet. The gas
company's commitment to the environment includes incorporating
environmentally frdendly practices into its facilities and daily operations;
minimizing the impact of operations on wildlife, air, and water; investing in
green technologies; and helping customers save energy and resources.

Water Districts Serving the City/Planning Area

Three water districts serve the City of Hemet and the Planning Area. The
districts are described below and further discussed in the Community
Services and Infrastructure Element. Figure 5-1 shows the service areas of
each district.
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City of Hemet Water District

The City supplics potable water within a 5.25-square-mile service area
located mostly within the central part of the incorporated City. The City
relies on groundwater as its supply source, which is pumped by eleven City-
owned wells. The City plans to continue the use of local groundwater as its
primary supply source through 2030; however, the City recognizes the need
to implement water conservation measures and a combination of basin
recharge measures through both natural and artificial means.

Eastern Municipal Water District

EMWD generally serves the City south of Stetson Avenue, west of
Sanderson Avenue, and north of Menlo Avenue. EMWID's water
conservation goal is to reduce per capita consumption by 25 percent over
the next 2 decades. To achieve that goal, EMWD promotes targeted
programs, offers rebates, educates consumers, and helps customers locate
and fix irrigation leaks. EMWD also offers recycled water services and
participates in a joint program with the US Bureau of Reclamation that
created multipurpose wetlands, which serve as both a wastewater treatment
research center and wildlife habitat.

Lake Hemet Water District

Lake Hemet Water District (LIIWD) generally serves the eastern portion of
the City and Planning Area. LEIWIDD’s water conservation goal is to reduce
per capita consumption. To achieve that goal, LHWD provides frec water
audits of homes and businesses within their service area to help residents
and businesses identify ways to reduce water consumption. LITWD also
participates in MWD’s rebate program to replace nonconserving fixtures
with water-cfficient items.

Southwestern Riverside County Multi-Species Reserve
The Southwestern Riverside County Multi-Species Reserve, which is under

~ OPEN SPACE AND CONSERVATION

multiple ownership, contains more than 13,500 acres of natural lands ,1}1__1_r_//{ Deleted: surrounding both

Temecula. Preserved in perpetuity, the reserve was formed in part as an
environmental mitigation measure for the Diamond Valley Lake project by
MWD. The reserve is home to at least cight types of habitat and up to 16
sensitive bird, animal, and plant species, including the Stephens” kangaroo rat.
Additionally, it offers more than 10 miles of hiking and cquestrian trails with

f"LDdﬁed: Lake Skinner and

| the potential for stratcgically extending the trail system throughout the /{_Deleted: plans

reserve.

Western Riverside County Multi-Species Habitat

Conservation Plan

The MSHCP is a comprchensive, multijurisdictional habitat conservation
plan (HCP) focusing on conserving species and their associated habitats in
Western Riverside County. The MSHCP is one of several large,
multijurisdictional habitat-planning efforts in southern California, with the
overall goal of maintaining biological and ecological diversity within a rapidly
urbanizing region. 'The MSHCP allows Riverside County and the cities within
the County to better control local land use decisions and maintain a strong
economic climate in the region while addressing ESA and CESA
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requirements. The MSHCP is administered by the Regional Conservation
Authority (RCA), comprised of member glected officials.

Deleted: agencies and administrative
staff.

The MSHCP area encompasses approximately 1.26 million acres, including all
unincorporated Riverside County land west of the crest of the San Jacinto
Mountains to the Orange County line. It includes the cities of Temecula,
Murrieta, Wildomar, Lake Elsinore, Canyon Lake, Norco, Corona, Hastvale
Jurupa Valley, Riverside, Moreno Valley, Banning, Beaumont, Calimesa,
Perds, Menifee, San Jacinto, and Hemet. The MSHCP covers multiple
species and multiple habitats within a diverse landscape, from urban centers
to undeveloped foothills and forests, under multiple jursdictions. The HCP
cxtends across many bioregions, including the Santa Ana Mountains,
Riverside Lowlands, San Jacinto Foothills, San Jacinto Mountains, Agua Tibia
Mountains, Desert Transition, and San Bernardino Mountains and establishes
a coordinated implementation program to preserve biological diversity and
maintain the region's quality of life. The Hemet Planning Area lics within the
MSHCP area, and cells which have designated targets for habitat
conservation are identified in Figure 7.1,

Habitat Conservation Plan for the Stephens’ Kangaroo Rat in
Western Riverside County

The HCP for the Stephens” Kangaroo Rat (SKR) is implemented by the
Riverside County Habitat Conservation Agency (RCHCA). The SKR IICP
mitigates impacts on the SKR caused by development by establishing a
network of preserves and a system for managing and monitoring them.
Through implementation of the SKR HCP, more than $45 million has been
dedicated to establishing and managing the preserves, resulting in conserving
approximately 50 percent of the SKR-occupied habitat remaining in the TICP
area. A small portion of the Planning Area is located within the 533,954-acre
SKR HCP area. Any proposed project located within the SKR HCT area will
be required to comply with applicable provisions of the plan.

7.4 OPEN SPACE

The ITemet Planning Area is characterized by unique landforms, extensive
biological resources, scenic vistas, agricultural land, water resources, and
open space areas, as shown in Figure 7.1, “Natural and Open Space
Resources.”

7.4.1 OPEN SPACE FOR THE PRESERVATION OF NATURAL
RESOURCES
The ITemet area is renowned for the expanse of lands that possess

significant natural resources. These resources generally fall in the categories
discussed below.

Undeveloped Wilderness Lands
ITemet contains and is surrounded by natural topographic beauty, as
described by category in the following text.

Scenic Vistas
The San Jacinto Mountains, the San Bernardino National Forest and
Mountains, and the San Gabriel Mountains provide a scenic background of
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vista points that enhance the visual character of Hemet, highlight
distinguishing landmarks, and offer a sense of direction or odentation as
people move about the community. Preserving view cortidors for the
enjoyment of future generations through design and development standards
is a goal of the City. As shown in Figure 7.1, large portions of the riverbed
and Bautista Canyon are within MSHCP criteria cells and targeted for
conservation.

Hillsides

Hemet contains and is surrounded by natural topographic beauty. Within
the Planning Area are hillsides and hilltops with spectacular views. Unique
landforms and hillsides include the hills at Diamond Valley Lake, Lakeview
Mountains, Santa Rosa ITills, Tres Cerritos Iills, and Park ITill.

The Lakeview Mountains are a range of low mountains encompassing
approximately 30 square miles borderng the western edge of the Planning
Area. The Lakeview Mountains reach an elevation of 2,673 above mean sea

level.

The Santa Rosa Hills, located in the southeastern section of the Planning
Area, climb to 2,333 feet above mean sca level and contain Simpson Park,
the Ramona Bowl, and opportunities for recreational hiking,

Tres Cerritor Hills arc a series of three peaks located in the northwest
quadrant of the City. The hills are a well-known landmark that enhance the
visual character of the City and provide a sense of direction for residents.

Park Hill is a hilltop located outside of the Planning Area in the City of San
Jacinto. The summit climbs to 1,893 fect above mean sea level and provides
scenic vistas for Hemet residents.

Canyons

Two of the most significant canyons in the Planning Area are Bautista
Canyon and Reinhardt Canyon. The canyons offer a range of biological and
agricultural resources as well as opportunitics for recreation and residential
development.

Domenigoni Parkway and the Santa Rosa
Hills.

West 1 alley

A section of the City and Planning Area is located in a flat valley that has

been identified through the MSHCP as a conservation area due to its vernal
ools and associated plants and wildlife.  Generally located west of

California Avenue, cast of Warren Road, south of Florida Avenue, and

north of Stetson Avenue, a portion of this land will be preserved as

wermanent open SI!ﬂ('L’.

The San Jacinto River/Bautista Creek rans through the Bautista Canyon,
creating an extensive sphere of vegetation, habitat, and sensitive specics.
Bautista Canyon is a migration corridor for birds connccting the Anza-
Borrego region to the San Jacinto Valley. The canyon and waterways also
provide linkage for bobcats and mountain lions. As shown in Figure 7.1,
large portions of the riverbed and Bautista Canyon are within MSHCP
criteria cells and targeted for conservation.
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Jutcropping incorporated into the Seven
1ills Golf Course.

Significant Qutcroppings

The IHemet area confains numerous rock
outcroppings of various sizes that provide
natural beauty and are a regionally unique
asset. Many have been incorporated into
parkland, residential developments, and open
space areas. Figure 7.1 shows the locations of
two of the most significant outcroppings.

Vegetative Communities

Hemet and the Planning Arca contain several
sensitive  biological resources of natural
vegetative communities that are unique or of
relatively limited distribution in the region,
and/or that create habitat for endangered and
other wildlife. Native vegetation communities are concentrated within open
space areas associated with playas and hillsides in the western portions of
the Planning Area, as well as disturbed and undisturbed areas along the San
Jacinto River. The primary sensitive commuanities in the Planning Area are
bricfly described below and mapped in Figure 7.2,

Riparian Scrub, Riparian Forest

Riparian areas are the green, vegetated arcas on each side of streams and
dvers. They serve many important functions, including purifying water by
removing sediments and other contaminants; reducing the risk of flooding
and associated damage; reducing stream channel and streambank erosion;
increasing the duration of available water and stream flow by holding water
in stream banks and aquifers; supporting a diversity of plant and wildlife
species; maintaining a habitat for healthy fish populations; providing water,
forage, and shade for wildlife and livestock; and creating opportunities for
recreationists to fish, camp, picnic, and enjoy other activities.

Alluvial Fan Sage Scrub, Riversidean Sage Scrub

Alluvial scrub is considered a distinct and rare plant community found
primarily on alluvial fans and floodplains along the southern bases of the
Transverse Ranges and portions of the Peninsular Ranges in southern
California. This relatively open vegetation type is adapted to perodic
flooding and erosion. Riversidean alluvial scrub is one of the primary
habitats for the endangered and protected California gnatcatcher, and has
been designated by the Department of Fish and Game as a “very
threatened” community.

Chaparral

Chaparral is a native plant community that supports a high diversity of plant
and animal life. Chaparral is widely distributed on dry slopes and ridges at
low and mid-elevations. Chaparral vegetation is valuable for watershed
protection in areas with steep, easily eroded slopes.

Coast Live Oak Woodland

‘The coast live oak is an evergreen oak that is highly varable and often
shrubby. It typically has a branched trunk and reaches a mature height of
33-82 feet. Some specimens may live more than 250 years.
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water basin management in collaboration with affected water agencies,
citics, and the Soboba Tribe.

Water Conservation

Sources of water other than groundwater serving the City and Planning
Area include the Colorado River Aqueduct, Lake Hemet, the San Jacinto
River, and the State Water Project, a water storage and delivery system of
reservoirs, agueducts, power plants and pumping plants including the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta (Delta). Approximately 30 percent of
southern California’s water comes from the Delta, where the rivers of the
western Sicrra Nevada merge before heading south through the aqueduct
system of the State Water Project. The Delta’s declining ecosystem, caused
by a number of factors, has led to historic restrictions in water supply
deliverics. The Bgy Delta Conservation Plan is a long-term Delta habitat
restoration program and aqueduct improvement project, which is expected
to take a minimum of 10 to 12 years to complete. With years of low rainfall
and the diminished supply from the Delta, these sources are also facing
shortages. Water reserves, such as Diamond Valley Lake, have been tapped,
with MWD reporting in 2010 its reserves were 50 percent less than 2006
levels.

Conservation cfforts, such as water recycling and reduced use, have been
shown to have a significant impact on water demand throughout the region.
The City and other water suppliczs in the Planning Asea have implemented |
the following conservation measures:
% Urban Water Management Plans. These plans are required by the
state for water agencies that supply either 3,000 customers or 3,000 acre
feet of water annually, which includes the City of Hemet. The plan
describes and evaluates the agency’s sources of water supply, methods
for efficient use and demand management, and an implementation
stratepy. Actions for consideration may include demonstration
landscape projects, landscape retrofitting of parkways medians and
parks, required use of new water-efficient technology in building
construction, natural approaches to managing streams and creating
drainage infrastructure systems, and incentive programs to encourage
water-wise development projects. These plans have been updated in | - {Deleuad: arc required to be _]
2011 to demonstrate consistency with the state’s 20 percent
conservation by 2020 requirement.

% Hemet’s Landscaping and Irrigation Ordinance. The ordinance
establishes water-efficient landscape regulations that ensure that public
agencies, nonresidential developers, multi-family residental developers,
and homeowners install new landscapes or implement rchabilitation
projects, use water cfficiently, encourage water conservation, and
prevent water waste.

# Eastern Municipal Water District. EMWI’s water conservation
efforts are divided into three categories:

+  Recycled Water: EMWD has a network of recycled water pipelines
that extend for nearly 1,200 miles, supported by 35 lift (pumping)
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In addition to the mandatory CALGreen standards, the City has
the option to adopt an energy cfficiency standard that surpasses
the state’s basic requirements. The Tier 1 standard would require
construction to exceed Title 24 requirements by 15 percent; the
Tier 2 standard would require construction to exceed Title 24 by
30 percent. It is generally accepted that compliance with Tier 1
requirements addressing energy, water, lighting, and building
envelope is likely to be comparable to achieving Leadership in
Energy and Environmental Design (LEED®) Silver certification.

I'EadeI:Sth in En‘?rgy and En‘_’ironmen{al L_)QSign_ p The Western Science Center at Diamond
LEED is an internationally recognized green building certification  valley Lake, built in 2006, received LEED
system. The certification provides third-paity verification that a  Platinum certification. It is first museum in
building or community was designed and built using strategies ~ California to be awarded this highest
intended to improve performance. Measures of improved ‘é‘:;‘::i‘i““ fiom the: US Groan Bolliting
performance include energy savings, water efficiency, reduced

cathon dioxide emissions, improved indoor envitonmental

quality, and stewardship of resources and sensitivity to their impacts.

Devcloped by the U.S. Green Building Council, LEED is intended to

provide building owners and operators a concise framework for identifying

and implementing practical and measurable green building  design,

construction, and operations and maintenance solutions. The LEED rating

system is point based and has four levels of certification: Certified, Silver,

Gold, and Platinum.

Solar Energy
Riverside County is becoming one of the prime areas for the use of
solar technologies due to the area’s abundant sunshine. Solar
technologies are broadly characterized as either passive solar or active
solar depending on the way they capture, convert, and distribute solar
energy. Passive solar techniques include orienting a building to the Sun,
sclecting materials with favorable thermal mass or light dispersing
propertics, and designing spaces that naturally circulate air. Active solar
techniques include using photoveltaic panels and solar thermal
collectors to harness the energy. City policies encourage both
techniques in the following ways:

% TPassive Solar: Property owners are enconraged to design existing
and new structures to maximize solar access by promoting passive
solar energy design, natural ventilation, and cffective use of
daylight.

2,
B

Active Solar: Property owners are encouraged through a varicty of Solar panels provide energy for the
local, state, and federal incentive programs to invest in capital Western Science Center.
improvements, primarily photovoltaic panels, which will genesate

enough encrgy to, at least partially, meet individual property needs. In

2010, the Hemet Unified School District initiated pn active solar /[ Deleted: a passive

program to reduce energy costs and support renewable cnergy
TCSOULCES.

¢ Solar thermal projects (above 50 megawatts) are long-term ventures
requiring approvals from both the federal Bureau of Land Management
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GOALS AND POLICIES

OPEN SPACE AND CONSERVATION

GOAL
0§-1

Preserve and protect critical open space and natural
resources.

POLICIES
08-1.1

0s-12

08-1.3

08-1.4

Development  Proposals Require  development
proposals to identify significant biological resources and
to provide mitigation, including the use of adequate
buffering and sensitive site planning techniques, selective
preservation, provision of replacement habitats, and
other appropriate measures_as may be identified in
habitat conservation plans or best practices related to

Vernal Pools Preserve the integrity of the vernal pool
complex by cnsuring adequate  hydraton,  providing

native plants, in accordance with the requirements of the
Multi-Species ITabitat Conservation Plan.

Wetland Habitats Require project applicants to conserve
wetland habitats along the San Jacinto River, the Upper
Salt Creels watershed, and elsewhere as identified where
conservation serves to maintain watershed processes that
enhance water quality and contribute to the hydrologic
regime, and comply with Clean Water Act Section 404.
Identify and, to the maximum extent possible, conserve
remaining upland habitat areas adjacent to wetland and
riparian areas that are critical to the feeding, hibernation,
or nesting of wildlife species associated with these wetland
and riparian areas.

Resource Protection in Development Design Require
appropriate resource protection measures to be
incorporated within specific plans and  subsequent
development proposals. Such requirements may include
the preparation of a vegetation management program that
addresses landscape maintenance, fuel modification zones,
management of passive open space arcas, provision of
corridor connections for wildlife movement, conservation
of water courses, rehabilitation of biological resources
displaced in the planning process, and use of project
design, engineering, and construction practices that
minimize impacts on scnsitve species, MSHCP
conservation areas, and designated critical habitats.
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OPEN SPACE AND CONSERVATION

05-1.5 Restriction of Use As needed to protect resources, limit
recreational use in open space areas where sensitive
biological resources exist.

0S-1.6 Habitat Conservation Plans Coordinate with Riverside
County and other relevant agencies to implement the
Western Riverside Connty Multiple-Species Habitat Conservation
Plan, the Habitat Conservation Plan for the Stephens’ Kangaroo
Rat in Western Riverside Connty, and any other applicable
habitat plan.

08-1.7 Wildlife Movement Corridor Continue efforts to
establish a wildlife movement corridor in areas such as the

San Jacinto River corridor, Santa Rosa Hills, Takeview

Mountains, and the open space areas surrounding

Diamond Valley Lake. As applicable, new development in

thcsc areas shall 1 incorporate such corrdors. _To minimize

diments to dparian wildlife movement, new roadways

over ravines, arrovos, and drainages shall mainrain wildlife

cortidors by _incorporating _brid res or culverts, where

practical,

08-1.8 Local Resource Preservation Maintain and enhance the
natural resources of the Santa Rosa Hills, Tres Cerritos Hills,
Salt Creck, Bautista Canyon, San Jacinto River/Bautista
Creek, Reinhardt Canyon, Lakeview Mountains, Diamond
Valley Lake, and all other waterways, ccosystems, and critical
vegetation to ensure the long-term viability of habitat, wildlife,
and wildlife movement corridors.

08-1.9 Partmerships Support efforts of local, state, and federal
agencies and private conservation organizations to
preserve, protect, and enhance identified open spaces and
natural resources.

Conserve open space areas and hillsides to provide
GOAL for a balance of recreation, scenic enjoyment,
O:S__Z development, and protection of natural resources
and features.

POLICIES

0s-2.1 Development Design Encourage the use of clustered
development and other site planning techniques to
maximize the preservation of permanent open spaces.

0s-2.2 Resource Conservation Conserve view corridors and

ridgelines, the San Jacinto River and Mountains, slopes,
significant rock outcroppings, historic and landmark trees,
and other important landforms and historic landscape
features through the development review process.
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08-2.3 Greenbelts Use natural, undeveloped greenbelts as buffers
between developments and on the edges of the City to
preserve the rural and diverse character of Hemet.

08-2.4 Landscaping Guidelines Require developers and
residents to incorporate native drought-resistant vegetation
and shade trees into landscape designs to conserve water,
improve comfort, augment neighborhood aesthetics,
reduce energy use from operation of buildings, and
maximize carbon capture and storage.

08-2.5 Revegetation Require vegetation of graded slopes
concurrent with project development to minimize crosion
and maintain the scenic character of the community.

0526 Open Space Accessibility As approprate, create, ,L/‘" Deleted: 0S-2.6 . Replacement Trees

cnhance, or improve accessibility to, visibility of, or Encourage the preservation of mature and
et 1 e sxlman ) heritage trees by requiring the replacement
reereational opportunities 1 natural and open space areas. of any tree in the public right of way or

with a diameter greater than 4 inches with a

0s-22 Nature Education Tdentify and develop appropdate | California-friendly or shade trec of similar
S c o : size and shape or with smaller trees ata 3:1
natural habitat areas for low-impact hiking and nature ritio, as reasonably feasible.|

education. | Deleted: 7

)

08-2.8 County Hillside Development Coordinate with LDeIeted: 4 J
Riverside County on the development of hillside and other \\"[ Deleted: ¢ ]
sensitive arcas outside of the City jursdictional boundaries
in the Planning Area and Hemet’s sphere of influence.

Protect prime agricultural land from conversion to
GOAL : :
| urbanized use for areas shown as agriculture on the
0S-3 Land Use Map.
POLICIES
083.1 Conservation of Agricultural Land Support conservation

of the remaining productive and prime agricultural lands in
the Planning Area by encouraging their preservation,
honorng the preservation easements that conserve Bautista
Canyon land in perpetuity, and secking opportunitics for
additional preservation easements.

0s3.2 Riverside County Agricultural Land Coordinate with
Rivesside County to address the preservation of agricultural
resources outside of the City’s jurisdictional boundaries.

08-3.3 Land Use Compatibility Recognize and protect areas of
agricultural production from the encroachment of
incompatible land nses and establish appropriate buffers,
disclosures, easements, and mitigation measures, as
warranted.
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CHAPTER8 RECREATION AND TRAILS

Hewset desires to create a iy rich
with — parks  awd  recreation
appartunities that will enbance the
lives of current residents and visitors
and rewain an. assel for future
generations. The Recreation and
Trails Elkment  establishes  the
SJramework  fo  integrate  these
resoues and eneoHrage
partnerships with other private and
pablic organizations.

T-Ball Opening Day Ceremonies

he purpose of the Recreation and Trails Element is to describe the

current parks and recreational resources available in the City of Hemet

and the Planning Area, acknowledge deficiencics in the provision of

these resources, establish goals and objectives to enhance the public’s
ability to access and enjoy these resources, and present an implementation
strategy to meet the clement’s goals and objectives.

Recreation is an optional element permitted under California planning
law. Tt is included in this General Plan to demonstrate the importance the
City places on achieving an exceptional quality of life for its residents.

Reereational and putdoor activities provide many tangible and intangible J/[ Deleted: cultural

benefits for residents of all ages and interests. The City is committed to
ensuring that a diverse array of opportunities is available to meet the
needs of all persons fegardless of socioeconomic status, physical

capabilitics, or age.
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RECREATION AND TRAILS
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8.1 ISSUES AND OPPORTUNITIES

Several important recreational issues and opportunities are confronting
Hemet:

Changing Demographics On average, Ilemet’s population is
older, with a higher median age than Riverside County as a whole.
This specialized demographic has resulted in a greater need for
recreation and cultural facilities that suppost the lifestyles of the
area’s large and well-established retirement population in addition to
its growing family population, Facilities and activities must be
cooperatively designed to accommodate the needs of all residents.

Shared Management of Parks and Recreation Services The
provision and management of local parks and recreational services is
shared between the City and Valley-Wide Recreation and Park

department, although it does Jease the Simpson Centeg to the Park

District  (Valley-Wide). The City does not have a recreation Walkers and Soccer Players at Mary Henley
_— Deleted: operate

YMCA for recreation. classes, health care, and referral services gvailable to \[Deleted: GRS o

residents of cconomic means. The shared management of parks

= : ; s Deleted: primarily for older resid
and recreational services requires coordination between the two e

AN

organizations to cover needed services and facilitics; however, it also
provides an opportunity to maximize available financial and personnel
fesources,

Increasing Demand for New Facilities and Services The influx of
families seeking housing opportunities and a safe community has increased
pressures on the City, Valley-Wide, and other organizations to keep up with
the demand for recreation services and cultural activities that target children
and youth. The population increase also provides opportunities to expand
cultural and artistic experiences as new residents begin participating in and
providing leadership in community activitics and organizations.

Community Cohesion l.ocal recreational activities can bring together
diverse segments of the community who find value and interest in the same
activities and sports cvents. Sports and recreational activitics promote
teamwork and good sportsmanship.

Conservation-Oriented Park Design Onc of the best
economic opportunities available to the City is the maximization
of its open space and outdoor recreational resources. Both the
City and the Planning Area contain significant natural assets and
features. Where appropriate, these resources could be
incorporated into park design, thus ensurng their preservation
and creating renowned park facilities. Additionally, new park
design could contain sustainable infrastructure such as naturalized
stormwater management, water recycling, alternative energy
sources, and integration into off-road trail systems and other Stoney Mountain Park
transportation networks. Valley-Wide has already incorporated

conservation measures into its park design specifications.
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Valley-Wide Recreation and Park District The Valley-Wide Recreation
and Park District was formed on July 27, 1972, to provide recreation and
park services to residents within an 800-square mile arca that includes
Hemet, San Jacinto, Valle Vista, Sage, Aguanga, Winchester, Menifee, and
French Valley. Valley-Wide is funded by four sources of revenue: property
tax, program fees, benefit assessments, and grants. In addition to owning
and operating parks and ball fields within Hemet, Valley-Wide has worked
cooperatively with the City on the construction, renovation, or maintenance
of City-owned parks including the construction of Mary Henley Park, the
renovation of the Santa Fe Ball Fields, the scheduling of shuffle board
courts, and the fertilization of lawn bowl courts. Valley-Wide also provides
a variety of recreational programs available to Iemet residents including
classes, sports activities, day camps and preschool, and trips and excursions.

8.3 PARKS AND RECREATION FACILITIES

The City has a continuing goal to establish and maintain a system of park,
recreation, and open space lands of sufficient size and in the appropriate
locations to serve the needs of ITemet residents of all ages and physical
capability. The facilities comprise public parks, private parks and recreation
facilities, golf courses, joint use facilities with the Hemet Unified School
District, and special use parks that offer a range of amenitics and
recreational activities. An inventory of the parks is provided in Tables 8.1
and 8.2. A map of existing park locations is provided in Figure 8.1.

An adequate parks system benefits a city in several ways, as summarized
below from a publication of The Trust for Public Land, entitled,
“Measuring the Economic Value of a City Park System™

Health Value Parks provide beafl#h valne with opportunities for exercise and
a more active lifestyle, which reduces obesity and its many effects, and
promotes good health. Research suggests that access to parks can help
people increase their level of physical activity through amenities such as ball
fields; playgrounds; trails for walking, jogging, and biking; tennis courts;
basketball courts; and horseshoe pits.

Community Cohesion Parks provide opportunities for commnnity cohesion
with structured activities such as sports leagues and informal interactions at
playgrounds and park benches. Studies have shown that the morc webs of
human relationships a community has, the stronger, safer, and more
successful it is. Parks provide opportunities for people of all ages to
interact, communicate, compete, learn, and grow.

T
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RECREATIONlAND TRAIL

community is best served when there are numerous mini. neighborhood

and community parks serving residents within walking distance of their ,»"(Deleted: are able to serve

homes. generallv a radius of one-half to 2 miles. A shortage of public
neighborhood and community parkland coverage exists throughout the City
and Planning Area. In addition, the size and design of the community parks

is insufficient to adequately mect the community needs of a younger
population. Parkland coverage in the unincorporated areas of Riverside
County cast of the City is also deficient, which means that these residents i
are relying on City parks to serve their park and recreational needs, placing
further pressure on park maintenance and service.

The neighborhood and community parkland acreage shostage has caused
selected facilities and parks to be overused. Additionally, as the
demographics in the City change and lifestyles evolve, park facilitics need to
be regularly refurbished to meet the needs and choices of residents. For
example, younger families increase the need for play grounds, sports fields,
tollerblading and skateboarding facilities, and rock climbing equipment.
Ideally, parks and public spaces should be multigenerational and serve the
needs of all ages. Valley-Wide is looking for a site in the Hemet area to
construct a skate park or “skateable art” area. Skateable art is a small area
incorporated into an existing park or green belt that serves as both an
attractive amenity and a safe venue for skating.

Park and Recreation Master Plan To address the parkland shortages and
evolving patkland nceds, periodically updating the City’s park and
recreation master plan is necessary. Issues to be considered in the master
plan update include:

%  establishing priorities for the allocation of limited resources,

% establishing a plan showing how the balance of park types will be met
in accordance with the park standard,

% creating park designs that meet changing demographics,

< incorporating water conservation standards, the preservation of ,/-'{\Dele’ced: and

significant natural resources, and a tree replacement policy

< identifying financing mechanisms,

% exploring the use of joint use facilities with the Hemet Unified School
Distriet,

% determining appropriate service coordination with Valley-Wide,

»  recognizing that community members and organizations have a
tradition of volunteerism and could be considered as a potential
resource to offset financial and staffing constraints in the development
and maintenance of specific park or trail arcas, and

C1TY o HEMET GENERAL PLAN 2030
8-17



< evaluating the best administrative structure for parks and recreation

within the City including establishing an_implementation system for ,,/-[Deleted: an administrative

ongoing and future projects and programs.

8.4 OFEF-ROAD TRAILS

The Hemet area is rich with existing and potential recreation trails for

walking, jogging, biking, and horseback riding, The value and strengths of a

community-based trail system include:

% promoting Hemet’s identity as a location for outdoor activities and a
community that values health and fitness;

< providing opportunities to link with the Riverside County Regional
Trail System and the Diamond Valley Lake trail system, including the
proposed “Pines to Vines” trail concept that links the Idyllwild
mountain community to ‘Temecula Wine Country;

+  endorsing exercise and fitness by offering a positive approach to avoid
inactivity and obesity, particularly for young residents;

% encouraging the preservation of open space and rural areas for safe and
accessible recreational activity;

e

offering practical and natural conncctions to the Ramona Bowl,
Simpson Park, Diamond Valley Lake, and Salt Creek;

% cultivating appreciation of the natural setting and environmental beauty
of the Hemet area; and

% fostering community involvement in the support, development, and
maintenance of the trail system to reduce the costs to the public sector
and ensure its viability.

8.4.1 OFF-ROAD TRAILS BY CLASSIFICATION

The off-road recreational trails in the Hemet area are classified below by
use. On-road bicycle trails that are frequently located next to or on the
outer edge of roadways are a component of the Circulation Element
(Chapter 4); therefore, are not discussed in this element. They are, however,
often integrated into the off-road recreation trail system and serve as
important cycling commuter routes to shopping, schools, and parks.

Open Space Trails Open space trails are unpaved trails located primarily
in the Santa Rosa hills and Simpson Park for recreational hiking and
mountain bike riding. ‘The trails are generally 2—4 feet wide with 2-foot
buffers on either side as described in Table 8.4. Local cyclists have mapped
some of the 11 miles of trails in the hillsides. These trails would link to the
Riverside County regional trail system and the City trail system to enable
nonvehicular access.

Multiple Use Trails Multiple use off-road trails arc designed to allow
walkers, joggers, and bicycle rders to share the trail. These trails are

GCITX O F HEMET G ENZERAL PLAN 20 31
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RC-5.2 Open Space Buffers Provide open space buffer land in
arcas where development or recreational uses abuts
important or ecologically sensitive natural resource areas in
order to protect those resources and reduce potential
adverse impacts from development.

RC-5.3 Environmentally Sensitive Design and Landscaping
Require that new parks be sited and developed in an
enviconmentally sensitive manner with drought-tolerant
landscaping, recycled water for irrigation, and natural
drainage courses that recharge groundwater.

RC-5.4 Conservation Arcas Develop passive recreational
facilities in conservation areas for natural resources (e.g,
Simpson Park and the vernal pool complex), including
nature interpretation areas, bird watching, wildlife
photography arcas, and similar facilities, where such
activities can be reasonably provided in accordance with
established environmental protections and habitat
agreements.

RC-5.5 Sustainable Recreation Promote water, energy, and
resource conservation and best practices in the design,
operation, and maintenance of new and existing parks,
trails, and recreational facilities.

tree removed from a park setting with a California-friendly

or shade tree of similar size and shape or with smaller trees
ata 2:1 ratio, as reasonably feasible.

~ Establish and maintain a public trail system that
GOAL provides residents and visitors with safe, useable,

RC-G and attractive hiking, cycling, and equestrian
opportunities, linking areas within the City.

POLICIES

RC-6.1 Trail Development Develop and maintain an off-road
trail system in open space areas, greenways, and
conservation corrdor areas that provide recreational
opportunities while protecting significant plant and animal
species and other environmental resources.

RC-6.2 Development Requirement Require new development
to provide trails in accordance with the City’s recreation
and park master plan, specific plan requirements, and the
policies of the General Plan.

RC-6.3 Trail Design and Connections Design trails for a variety
of uses: open space, equestran, multiple use, and bicyele,
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business heating, an Andrew Carnegie library opened in 1913, and a new
Santa Fe Depot opened at the corner of Florida Avenue and State Street in
1914.
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Lands of the Hemst Land and Fairview Land and Water Companies

Figure 9.2 Lands of the Hemet Land Company and the Fairview Land and Water Company, 1902.

Mayberry died in 1902, but Whittier remained active in the
community until his death in 1917. He continually promoted his
vision of the ideal community. Whittier was strongly committed
to providing educational opportunitics for Hemet children.
Hemet Blementary School opened in 1893. Both Whittier and
Mayberry were instrumental in convincing the Riverside County
Board of Fducaton to build the valley’s first high school in
Hemet in 1894. In 1910, Hemet’s second high school was built at
the intersection of Devonshire Avenue and Santa Fe Street, where
it educated area youth until the early 1970s when it was
demolished and a new high school was constructed on Stetson
Avenue at Stanford Street.

Hemet High School 1910 Deleted: In the early 1920s, the City

Devonshire Avenue at Santa Fe Street. g o initiated plans to promote the area to
n_ 1883, activist and author Helen Hunt Jackson visited the visitors by creating a dramatic pageant

Hemet-San Jacinto _area with Abbot Kinney, a well-known based on the novel, Rawona, written by
- ¥ I . ’ activist and author Helen Hunt Jackson.
conscrvationist and land developer. At the time, Jackson was traveling

! : ; : Jackson wrote the novel following an
throughout Southern California to document the mistreatment of Indian {Delet A
f visit to the
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groups following the secularization of the mission system. During her visit,
Jackson documented the plight of a group of Scboba Indians and hired a
law firm to protect their land rights. Jackson eventually used information

gathered during her visit to write her famous novel, Rasmong, Subsequently, pe—=={ Formatted: Font: Ttalic

local residents decided to promote the region to tousdsts by creating a
dramatic plav based on novel. Audiences viewed the first staging of the
Ramona Pageant in 1923, with subsequent performances every spring in the
Ramona Bowl Amphitheater. Today, the Ramona Pageant is known as the
longest running outdoor play in California.

9.4.3 COMMUNITY TRANSITION: FROM AGRICULTURE TO
RETIREMENT COMMUNITY TO FAMILY SUBURB

The character of ITemet underwent a significant change in the eady 1960s
with the onset of large-scale residential development, largely in the form of
retirement communities and mobile home parks. Sierra Dawn Estates,
California’s first “mobile home subdivision™ in which individual lots were
sold, was established when Merlyn “Mack™ Meclntyre converted 240 acres pygjen Hunt Jackson
of his farm to an upscale residential park for retirees that included four c. 1850s—1860s.
recreation centers, all with swimming pools, and a social/activities director.

The popularity of the park was partially due to its
advertising by Art Linkletter of national television fame,
who referred to Hemet as the “Foothills of Heaven.”
The park marked the beginning of Hemet’s transition
from an agriculture-based to a retitement-based
economy. Drawn by the success of Sierra Dawn, many
new scnior parks opened in Hemet. Hemet became
nationally known as a desirable retitement community
with the population growing from 5,416 in 1960 to
23,211 in 1980. The seniors brought their lifetime savings
with them, catapulting Hemet into “one of the richest
cities in the United States with a Bank on Every
Corner,” according to the Wal Street Journal. 'The growth
in the retirement population prompted new industrdal
and business growth. Mobile home manufacturing plants,
such as Skyline IHomes, opened in IHemet New
recreational amenities, banks, and other senior-oriented
businesses and services kept pace with the increase in
population.

nummnm\nmmmm“\m&mm\m

In the 1980s, subdivisions of single-family homes began
to sprout up from former ranch land with a subsequent
expansion of retail. The local economy began another
transition to a family-oriented commuter-based economy
with growth driven by externally carned income. The City
experienced steady growth in the 1990s with housing
starts skyrocketing in the early 2000s. By 2010, 78,657
people lived in Hemet. Hemet today retains much of its Entrance to Sierra Dawn Estates.
retitement ordentation, but is also becoming home to

significant numbers of younger families drawn to good

schools and relative affordability.
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HR-1.9 Public Buildings and Sites Maintain and improve City-
owned or City-funded historic buildings and sites in an
architccturally and environmentally sensitive manner.

GOAL Preserve significant archeological and

HR-2

paleontological resources in areas under the City’s
jurisdiction, to the greatest extent possible.

POLICIES
HR-2.1

HR-2.2

HR-2.3

HR-2.4

Consultation Consult with the Soboba Band and any
other interested Indian tribes to identify and appropriately
address cultural resources and tribal sacred sites through
the development review process. Require a Native
American Statement as part of the environmental review
process of development projects with identified cultural
resources,

Monitoring Require monitoring of new developments
where resources or potential resources have been
identified in the review process

Evaluation Resources found prior to or during site
development shall be evaluated by a qualified archacologist
or palcontologist, and appropriate mitigation measures
shall be applicd before resumption of development
activitics. Development project proponents shall bear all
costs associated with the monitoring and disposition of
cultural resources management within the project site.

Preferred Repository To the extent practicable and

archeological and paleontological resources shall be
Valley for cataloguing, study and, if a

ropriate, display.

GOAL
HR-3

Foster increased community awareness and
appreciation of Hemet’s unique heritage.

PoLICIES
HR-3.1

HR-3.2

Program Coordination Coordinate with community
organizations, local Indian tribes, property owners,
cducational instituons, and other governmental agencies
to facilitate Hemet’s historic preservaton program.

Activities/Events Encourage and promote activides and
events designed to educate the community about the
history of the Hemet area and the recognition of local
historical and cultural resources.

iy
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Table 11.2
Housing and Specific Plan Projects In Progress
Anticipated Completion: June 1, 2011 through June 30, 2014

N

e - ; Operator/ ; ; Number | Type of Owner/
Project Name Description Funding Dexeloper Status Target Location of Units | Unit Benter
Village Meadows Acquisition, Rehab, Tax Credit Hemect Leascd Rehabilitation | Very Low 700 8. Arbor Parkway |68 Multiple Family | Rental
Affordability Preservation | LMIHT; MHP | Housing Assoc. in Progress
North Hemet Specific | New HDR within SP area | LMIHE Iemet HA; Riv Co | New Planin | Very Low | State Street at Menlo | 231 Multiple Family | Rental
Plan RDA Progress Avenue
Habitat New SR LMIITF Habitat for Humanity | July 2011 Very Low | 704 W. Latham 1 SER Owner
Habitat New SFR LMIITF Habitat for Under Very Low | 720 W. Latham 1 SFR Owner
Humanity construction
Habitat New SFR LMIITF Habitat for Under Very Low 740 W. Latham 1 SFR Owner
Humanity construction
North Iemet Specific | New HDR within SP area | LMIHF Hemet HA; Riv Co |New Planin | Low State Street at Menlo 231 Multiple Family | Rental
Plan RDA Progress Avenue
Arthofer Specific Plan | New HDR within SP area | Private Arthofer Deferred due | Low Sanderson Avenueat 124 Multiple Family | Rental
to Economy Florida
Seven Hills Sentor New HDR within planned | Private Private In Plan Check | Low Seven Hills Senior 40 Multiple Family | Rental
Apartments community Community
Neighborhood New Affordable HUD -NSP | ousing Authority |In Progress | Low TTUD Tatget Areas 17 SFR Owner
Smbilization Program
First Time Homebuyer | New Affordable LMITHE TTousing Authority | In Progress Low Citywide 3 SER Owner
Neighborhood New Affordable HUD —NSP | Housing Authority |In Progresse | Moderate HUD Target Areas 17 SFR Owner
Stabilization Program
First Time Homebuyer | New Affordable LMITHF Housing Authority | In Progress | Moderate Citywide 2 SER Owner
McSweeny Farms New SER within SP area Private McSweeny Farms | New Owner | Moderate Newport Rd 417 Single-family Owner
Properties n 2011 and State St
Tres Cerritos New IR within SP arca | Private Lquitas Fug::ﬁl_‘_‘ Amendment | Moderate | Devonshire Ave/Rosc | 210 wingle Family | Owner LJ_,{ Deleted: HDR
[t PC 6- 2011 Rd/Myers St \\[ —— :
eleted: Muluy
Tres Cerritos New SFR within SP arca | Private Lquitas Fund Amendment | Above Devonshire Ave/Rose | 500 | Single-family | Owner =
to PC 62011 |Moderate | Rd/Myers St —{ Deleted: 721
McSweeny Farms New SFR within specific Private McSweeny Farms | New Owner | Above Newport Rd 44 Single-family Owner
plan area Propertics in 2011 Moderate and State St
Total : | Deleted: 2,128
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Tres Cerritos Specific Plan/2011 Amendment The Tres Cerritos
Specific Plan was originally adopted in 1990. It was amended in 1999 and
in 2004 and is currently being amended to add new acreage and increase the
number of dwelling units. The existing Specific Plan (Tres Cerritos East
and West) currently allows for a total of 710 units. It is anticipated tha
approximately 210 of these units will be moderate income and the balance
above- moderate,

Arthofer Specific Plan The Arthofer Specific Plan has designated two
parcels for high density use. The parcels are 2.9 and 4.0 acres, respectively.
IPach carries a high density residential General Plan land use designation
and is expected to develop at 18.1 dwelling units per acre.  Combined
planned capacity is 124 low income units,

North Hemet Specific Plan The North Hemcet Specific Plan is a joint
project of the Hemet Housing Authority and the Riverside County
Redevelopment Agency to increase affordable housing opportunities in the
City. The project is comprised of seven planning areas of which six contain
affordable and high density housing. The seventh planning area is intended
for neighborhood commercial and quasi-public agencies to serve the
residents. The project is located on State Street, a major City thoroughfare
that provides a bus line and access to regional commercial and service usces.
The project will provide 231 Very Low units and 231 Low units.

City Actions to Find Adequate Sites

After subtracting the number of units produced or in progress, the City’s
land inventory must accommodate 3,226 high density units, and 3,874 low
density units, To fulfill the remainder of the housing allocation, the City
has created an inventory of available vacant, agricultural, or infill
development sites. Although current City zoning does not fully
accommodate residential housing needs, the updated Land Use Flement
establishes a Very High Density Residential land use designation (30.1-45
dus/acre) and a High Density Residential land use designation (18.1-30
dus/acre). Program I1-3a commits the City to update its zone district
definitions and revise its zoning map to correspond to the General Plan by
December 2012. Although all City residential zone districts do not currently
establish minimum densities, Program H-3f requires the City to establish
minimum densities for all residential zones. The City is committed to
completing these changes to the zoning code by December 2012.

Criteria for Selection of Sites

The sites inventory was created by reviewing the assessor land use codes for
cach parcel within the City, flagging vacant or agricultural parcels, and
reviewing updated aerial photography to determine validity of existing uses.
The list was further narrowed by general plan land use designation; only
residentially-designated parcels were chosen. The capacity that the City
could realistically expect on each parcel was adjusted using information on
known environmental constraints. If a parcel contained an environmental
constraint that severely limits its development capacity, it was removed
from the inventory.

Remaining sites within the inventory met one of the following criterda:

Deleted: increase density and to create a product more appropnate for Hemet's
changing demographics. The amendment adds three planning areas designated for higher
density use that will produce 210 moderate-income units. Architectural designs include
various combinations of shared driveways, shared pasco entrances, and two — and three-
story townhouses. The 931-unit project will be built in five phases
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HOUSING

Table 11.5 shows that the City is able to accommodate all remaining
need within its land inventory. The inventory is expected to create the

opportunity for a surplus of more than 3,300 units with many of these | - { Deleted: 500 )
being in the affordable range. However, in recognition of the
constraints discussed herein, the City acknowledges that the potential
for housing construction and preservation presented in Tables 11.4 and
11.5 may be difficult to achieve. Realistically, the City anticipates
achieving the objectives outlined in Table 11.6 shown in Section 11.8.3
for the plan period January 1, 2006 through June 30, 2014,
Table 11.5
Housing Units to Accommodate RHNA
January 1, 2006 through June 30, 2014
Incom ity Sity
C tc € | RHNA | Produced / In I ;:ti Surplus / Deficit
ategory Progress e ¥
Extremely 1,242 0 3,499 Surplus 273
Low (<30%
AMD)1
Very Low 1,242 486
(31-50%
AMI)
Low (51-80% | 1,781 553
AMI)
Moderate 2,080 1,423 1,669 Surplus 1,012
(81%-120%
AMI)
Above 4,898 1460 | 5508 | Surplus2,070 { Deleted: 1,681 )
Moderate *{ Deleted: 291
(>120%
AMI)
Total 11,243 3922 | 10,676 | Surplus 3,355 { Deleted: 4,143 )
Source: City of Hemet Planning Department, pecember 2011. AECOM ‘[Deleted: 576 J
o  { Deleted: 1ay )

Environmental Constraints

Several environmental constraints were considered during the selection
of sites. Sites with significant environmental constraints were removed
from consideration for higher-density housing, and many have been
removed from the inventory completely. In some cases, the realistic
dwelling unit capacity was adjusted based on the development policy
requirements applicable to various constraints. Environmental
constraints considered in the analysis include:

%,

4 Waestern Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation
Plan (MSHCP)

| o0 i e ¢ (6]

F
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IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS ﬁ

All programs require the expenditure of staff resources and many also
require funding allocations that should be identified and prioritized as part
of the annual City Budget process.

12.2 PRIMARY IMPLEMENTATION TOOLS

The City will implement the General Plan vision, goals and policies through
the use of many programs, actions, and tools. The Implementation Chart in
secion 123 is a compendium of very specific measures that are
recommended to be carried out by the various city departments to address
identificd needs and deficiencies.  However, there are  overarching
implementation tools that local governments use on a daily basis to cnsure
consistency with the General Plan and to secure the health, safety and
welfare of its citizens. As with the General Plan, these documents should
not be static, but continuously reviewed and updated to guarantee that they
are responsive and relevant to the City's needs and objectives. The primary
tools nused in the City of Hemet to implement the General Plan include the
following ordinances, plans, and documents:

« Zoning Code (Chapter 90 of the Hemet Municipal Code)

Hemet Municipal Code (including the Subdivision Ordinance,
Building and Housing Codes, Environmental Regulations, etc.)

+ Specific Plans and Community Plans (serves as more detailed zoning
and design regulations for specific geographic areas)

+ Redevelopment Area Plans and Five-Year Implementation Plan
(cach of the City's Redevelopment Arcas has a plan to climinate blight
and foster new investment, and the Five-Year Implementation Plan
addresses all of the areas and provides goals and projects to be achicved
in the five-year timeframe).

+ Annual Budget for the City of Hemet (cstablishes available funding
to support programs, capital expenditures, and staff resources)

+ Master Plans (for infrastructure, parks and community services)

Capital Improvement Program (to prioritize and schedule funding for
capital expenditures and infrastructure within the City)

» Citywide Design Guidelines (for new tesidential, commercial and
industrial development)

» State and Regional Plans (compliance with adopted regional plans
such ag the MSIICITP, SKR 11CP, TUME, R'TP, SCS, Western Riverside
County NMTP, ALUP; and State required plans such as the Climate
Action Plan (CADP) and the Regional Housing Needs Assessment (
RIINA), in additon to a number of other regional plans and regulations
as noted under each Element chapter).

C1TY OF HEMZET G ENERAL PL AN 29030
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IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS E

Responsible
Program P Descripti P Program
i rogram Description epartm Eategnsy
Division

CHAPTER 2 LAND USE (continued)

LU-P-31 MSHCP Criteria Cell Refinement. Coordinate with property owners and resource agencies to pursue a Planning NPPOS
criteria cell refinement for the MSTICP criteria cells within the western Hemet area in order to preserve and Engincering Public
enhance viable habitat while allowing for a reasonable and coodinated development footprint. Consult with a | Community Qutreach
biologist and hydrology engineer to determine potential criteria cell refinement alternatives. A proposal fora | Investment Agency
Criteria Refinement will need to demonstrate an eguivalency andlisis as set forth in Section 6.5 of the Coordination
MSHCP.

LU-P-32 Florida Avenue Corridor Zoning Revisions. The City shall complete a comprehensive revision of the Planning NPPOS
zoning code, including revisions to zone districts and provisions addressing the Florida-Devonshire-Acacia
Corridor. Particularly, within the area bounded by the western city limit, Devonshire Avenuc, State Street,
and Acacia Avenue; existing mobile home parks (but not mobile home subdivisions) shall be evaluated for
zoning designations the would allow for residential densitics greater than existing uses. This action should
provide incentives for transforming these properties through private development, as well as providing
replacement housing for those displaced by the removal of mobile home parks.

The City shall also establish a new zone district allowing for mixed-use development combining residential,
commercial, and office uses within the Florida-Devonshire-Acacia Corridor. Some properties east of
downtown Hemet will also be designated for mixed use to provide lindowners with more flexible
development options.

LU-P-33 Florida Avenue Corridor Development Continuity and Infill. Pursuant to the Land Use Map and as part | Community NPPOS
of the ongoing development review process, the City shall actively recruit desirable uses for vacant buildings Investment;
and lots along Florida, Devonshire, and Acacia Avenues. Commercial uses shall be concentrated in distinct RDA;
activity centers from the western gateway to Sanderson Avenue. Such uses should be more or less continuous | Planning
along Florida Avenue through central TTemet from Sanderson Avenue to San Jacinto Strect, interspersed with
some mixed-use parcels.

East of downtown Hemet, the City shall attract new and retain current businesses along Florida Avenue that
serve both local residents and visitors, concentrating commercial activity in multiple activity ceaters from San
Jacinto Street to the eastern city boundary.

LU-P-34 Senior Housing Conversion Ordinance. The City shall continue to enforce the Senior Housing Planning; Project
Conversion Ordinance that requires conversion from age-restricted housing to non-age-restricted housing to | Code Review
undergo a public review process and pay their full fair share of impact fees for infrastructure and public Einforcement;
services in addition to the requirement that all applicable development standards such as parking be met. Housing

NPPOS=NEW PROGRAM. PLAN, ORDINANCE OR STANDARD
C1TY ©F HEMET GENERAL PELEAN 283480
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ﬂ IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

Program Responsible Program
8¢ Program Description Department or g
Number & Category
Division
LU-P-35 Airport Land Use Plan Compatibility. All new development proposals located within the boundaries of Planning Project
the Airport Influence Zones shall undergo review to determine consistency with the Airport Land Use Plan Review
and the Lall aans Division of Acconautics Handbook- }sg“_h_ﬂ‘zc_léﬂ_d_u_& E@Eﬂ.ﬁ%lh_ feuchasCeneralPlag | f_ .
Ame 2 s : Agency
Ordinance \unnduuutx, etc.) wﬂl be forwarded to the RNermde County A.Ltport L:md Use Commission for Coordination
review. Non-legislative propoqajs will requlre a Site Devclopmem Review to be approved by the Commumtv
Development Director, and may al : by the ALUC per Tat
Land Use Element. Uses sub;cct to discretionary review will be tt.qmred to prepare an Airport Compatil)thty
Study to determine consistency and safety considerations.
Project
consistency review and the required process at the time of the DRC (Development Review C m‘nmmu) Planning Review
Meeting and present Lhc findings to the applicant to insure carly coordination with ALUC staff. All pro; Lcrs
for review omment
Update to
; 3 d 2 all be 3 Planning ixisting Plan
d(mrcd by tlu ALUC, the City shall amend th General Plan within 180 days to bring it into c:mﬁmmn with
the newly adopted ALUP.
CHAPTER 2 LAND USE (continued)
LU-P-36 Hemet ROCS. The City shall prepare ordinances and implementation programs to achieve the [Temet Planning NPPOS
"Restoring Our Community Strategy” Program to address the issues assoctated with vacant and absentee Housing
landowner properties, including property maintenance issues, blight, and crime. Coordinate inspection Public Safety
programs to address public safety as well as property maintenance standards. Building
RDA
LU-P-37 Neighborhood Clean Up. lincourage and support neighborhood, business, and community orpanizations | Administration; Public
in the conduct of neighborhood clean- up days, and provide assistance as appropriate when funding or in- Public Works; Outreach
kind services are authorized by the City Council or Administration. Community
Investment
LU-P-38 Sphere of Influence Amendment. Work with the Riverside County Local Agency Formation Commission | Administration NPPOS
and interested property owners to adopt an updated Sphere of Influence consistent with the Planning Area Planning
boundaries as contained in the [Hemet General Plan. Enginecering
LU-P-39 Annexation Handbook. Create and implement an Annexation Handbook containing the City's application | Planning NPPOS
process, procedures and requirements. Adopt implementing ordinances as needed to support the General
Plan goals and policies, and the City's annexation procedures.
NPPOS=NEW PROGRAM, PLAN, ORDINANCE OR STANDARD
Ci1Ty¥ fF HEMEZT GENERAL PLa® 20350
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IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

Program Ruaponsible Program
& Program Description Department or =
Number i Category
Division
LU-P-56 Measur: (_:LOrdmauce 1293. }\\ part of r.hc project review process for new and rehabilitated devtluﬂ-rm.nt Plannin Project
3 s Me. 3 Public Works, Review
Eire,
. ; " Police
procedures \ha].l be implemented: Engineering
1. e City shall determine and geo hi tent of the NPPOS
deficiency, and establish a Public Facilities Improvement Target Area.
2 b ouncil s ; 4 progr 0 ensure that

standards will be met at the earliest reasonable date.

resolution of the deficiency. e annual limit shall remain in effect until
the deficiency is resolved.

rovided to new devc opment, and that existing public services and

facilities are not further downgraded, e PR g rp e o

NPPOS=NEW PROGRAM. PLAN, ORDINANCE OR STANDARD
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IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS ﬂ

Program Responsible Pro
g Program Description Department or g
Number SN Category
Division
CSI-P-4 Project Review for Storm Drainage. Require project applicants to decrease stormwater runoff and increase | Engincering Project
groundwater recharge by reducing pavement in development areas and using design practices such as Review
permeable parking bays and parking lots with bermed stomge areas for rnmwatcr detention, or uemg other
best managemcnt pmcur:(.s as appropﬂate = { Deleted: A J
: - { Deleted: 4 )
i’ {Deieted: ¥ _]
{ Deleted: will ]
Update Plans
& Standardg - 'ﬁ)eleted: iew ]
------------- {_ Deleted: . ]
CHAPTER S5 COMMUNITY SERVICES AND INFRASTRUCTURE (continued)
CSI-P-5 Master Flood Control and Drainage Plan. Update the City’s master flood control and drainage plan, or Engineering Update Plans
create sub-area drainage plans to identify drainage infrastructure necds and design standards. Prioritize & Standards
dramage solutions and sub-area plans for the Tres Cerritos, Northwest Hemet, and West Hemet Districts. As
s, identify storm drains and facilities that need to be upgraded, establish a consistent | -~ Deleted: s ]
mmntenance schedule for storm d.ratm and coordinate with Riverside County I'lood Control District on =g ‘[D oy J
: agreements. The plan should incorporate an assessment of drainage s s
facilities and 1denufy 5-year facility needs and best management practices. The plan should also incorporate
features to both accommodate development and support vernal pool arcas in the west [lemet area. Include a
watershed-based stormwater management plan for open drainage ways that will serve multiple purposes
including flood protection, water quality, groundwater recharge, habitat hydration, public green spaces and
trails, and water basin design amenities.
CSI-P-6 Capital Improvement Program, Establish a formal 5-year capital improvement program for City storm Public Works; NPPOS
drams, water and sewer ]mes, streets, parks and other infrastructure i mlpmvcmems that defines benefit areas Enginecring
- i - - ates g :nt fee. Provide Finance
annual updates in concert with fhe budger process. Pnormze m&astructurc projects and funding resources to
address the City's most critical economic and improvement needs, and link capital improvements with
General Plan goals and policies.
NPPOS=NEW PROGRAM, PLAN, ORDINANCE OR STANDARD
CiTYy o F HEMET GENERAL PLAN 20320
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ﬂ IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

Responsible
Program o Program
Program Description Department or
Number e Category
Division

CSI-P-7 Coordination with Utility Providers. Continue to work with local utility_providers to allow them adequate | Public Works; Project
time to prepare plans for servicing new planned growth and major development projects. Encourage the use | LEdison; Review
of new, clean tec hnologit_s and aestbenc ]t)w—n:npnct designs in pmwdmg for utﬂlty infrastructure. l’rm ide The Gas

y : - Company;
owned lands to insure that the proposed uses or conservation activities are compatible with the primary Verizon
purpose of the easement.

CSI-P-8 Energy Standards. Create standards within the municipal code that encourage green building orientation, Planning; Project
design, construction, and operation techniques to be used during the construction and lifespan of Building; Review
developments. Engineering
During the preliminary process to evaluate the subdivision design and development review of residential and
nonresidential project proposals, review projects to ensure that proposed plans incorporate encrgy-efficient
design, building, and materials.

CSI-P-9 Coordination with School Districts. Provide information to the IHemet Unified School District, San Planning Project
Jacinto Unified School District and other area school districts when considering General Plan amendments, Review;
specific plans, zone changes, subdivisions, and other land use decisions that may impact schools. Agency

Coordination

CSI1-P-10 Future School Sites. Coordinate with developers and the TTemet Unified School District to ensure that Planning; Project
school sites are adequately sized and located to meet increases in demand. Require proposed projects with Engineering Review;
school sites to include a phasing plan that links project development with provision of a school facility when Agency
needed. Encourage the joint use of schools and other public facilities to maximize community benefit and Coordination
minimize costs.

CHAPTER5 COMMUNITY SERVICES AND INFRASTRUCTURE (continued)

CSI-P-11 School Impact Fees. As permitted under state law, the Hemet Unified School District and other area school | Area School Project
districts impose developer fees on new residential construction within their districts. Each area school district | Districts; Review;
prepares and adopts a “School Facilities Needs Analysis” annually as required by law. These fees shall be paid | Building Agency
before building permits are issued unless a community facilities district has otherwise been formed to fund Coordination
school facilities.

CSI-P-12 Health Facilities Needs Assessment. Determine the health care needs of the community on a per capita Planning; Agency
basis {e.g., hospital beds, medical facilities, urgent care facilities) and work with the health care industry to Community Coordination
meet these requirements. Investment

CSI-P-13 Library Funding. Identify and solicit funding from non-City sources to supplement cultural, community, Library Funding
and library facilitics and services. Such funding sources may include federal and state grants and loans, public Program
and private donations, sponsorships by national and local corporations and other prvate individuals and
groups.

NPPOS=NEW PROGRAM, PLAN, ORDINANCE OR STANDARD
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IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

Pragran Responsible Program
Nt Program Description Department or c
umber s ategory
Division

CS1-P-14 Municipal Code Standards. Amend the municipal code to include standards for building construction and | Building Update Plans
siting that promote energy and water conservation. & Standards

C8I-P-15 Grant Funds Explore use of grant funds and programs with SCIE and non-profit agencies to establish Housing; Funding
programs for energy conservation (e.g., home weatherization, Encrgy Star appliances) and transition to the Building; Program
use of clean and renewable energy (e.g., photovoltaic retrofits, solar hot water heaters and pumps.) Community

Investment

CSI-P-16 Waste Handling Strategy. Update the City’s waste handling strategy or contract with a private entity to Public Works; NPPOS;
ensure continued capability to provide waste collection and disposal for the City as landfill options change. Administration; Funding
"This strategy shall describe the City’s collection method, and identify a disposal site for the City’s solid waste. | Finance Program
The strategy must identify how the City will procure long-haul trucks and transfer facilitics, contract with a
private entity for solid waste collection and disposal, or identify additional solid waste collection and disposal
solutions prior to the closure of the Lamb Canyon Landfill.

CSI-P-17 Joint -Use Facilities. Pursue opportunities for the joint use, operation, and maintenance of public facilitics | Administration NPPOS
and amenities operated by the City and other agencies, utilities, and non-profit organizations and community | Public Works
groups to provide greater cost-effectiveness and breath of program offerings.

CSI-P-18 Infrastructure and Facilities Funding. Pursue a variety of funding approaches including impact fees, Engineering unding
assessments, benefit districts, transportation funds, CDBG, federal and state grants, Redevelopment, and Public Works Program
other programs to revitalize and upgrade infrastructure within the City. Hvaluate the total burden of property | Finance
taxes and special assessments on new development to ensure a financially viable lien to value ratio.

CSI-P-19 Water and Sewer Performance Standards [hrough the development review process ensure that adequate Public Works Project

¢ for Engineering Review;
Agency

NPPOS=NEW PROGRAM, PLAN, ORDINANCE OR STANDARD
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E IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

Responsible
Program P - Program
rogram Description Department or
Number o Category
Division

CHAPTER 6 PUBLIC SAFETY (continued)

PS-P-12 Floodway Setbacks. Based on site-specific study, all development shall be sct back from the floodway Lnginecring; Project Review
boundary a distance adequate to address the following issues: Public Works
+  public safety,
% erosion,
+ riparian or wetland buffer,
+  wildlife movement corridor or linkage, and
«  slopes.
Consider designating floodway setbacks for greenways, trails, and recreation opportunities on a case-by-case
basis.

PS-P-13 Airport Safety and Land Use Restrictions. Evaluate land use restrictions outlined in the most recent Planning Project Review
adopted Hemet-Ryan Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook, and
Federal Aviation Administration notice responses for applicability to development projects, and evaluate the
appropriateness of subject discretionary development projects. Require the preparation of Airport
(.ompattbﬂ.tty studies as needed for new development proposed to be located within the airport influence

for additional Airport Implementation requirements)

PS-P-14 Updated Fire Protection Requirements. Periodically update fire protection requirements for both new Fire; Update Plans
construction and existing structures in the hazardous fire areas noted in Figure 6.4, “Wildland Iire [Tazard Building & Standards;
Severity Zones” of this element and in areas located at the transition between developed and undeveloped
land. Project Review

PS-P-15 Fire Protection Regulations. Adopt and enforce the latest building construction codes to guide future Fire; Update Plans
development, and continue to update and amend building and fire codes as necessary to maintain fire safety Building & Standards
in Hemet. Considerations should include, but not be limited to:
«  multiple access routes for both the public and emergency vehicles, particularly in hillside areas;
%  brush clearance, particularly along roadsides, hillsides, and rural areas;
«  automatic fire control and safety systems;
+  evacuation routes, particularly within high-occupancy or dependent-care facilities;

fire protection during construction; and
fire-resistant roofs, particularly in fire-susceptible areas.
NPPOS=NEW PROGRAM, PLAN, ORDINANCE OR STANDARD
CI1Ty @©F HENMET GCGENERAL PLAN 20030
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IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

Responsible
Program " Program
Program Description Department or
Number v Category
Division

CHAPTER 6 PUBLIC SAFETY (continued)

PS-P-16 Fire Department Master Plan. Prepare and maintain a fire department master plan assessed annually and Fire NPPOS;
updated every 5 years. The plan should assess fire prevention and suppression services, evaluating the
adequacy of facilities and equipment, the status and adequacy of mutual aid agreements, fire education Funding
programs, and personnel staffing and program needs. Prepare 5-year projections of equipment, facility, and Program
staffing needs based on anticipated growth, incident rates, and voter-approved performance standards.

Develop programs to fund fire protection needs in the community and execute operations proposals based
on the updated master plan.

PS-P-17 Fire Department Development Review. Involve Hemet Fire Department personnel in the review process | Planning; Project Review
for new development and redevelopment proposals through participation in a2 development review Tiire
committee and by referring development applications to the fire department for review and comment.

PS-P-18 Emergency Plans and Procedures. Regularly evaluate the City’s emergency preparedness plans and Fire; Update Plans
procedures to provide for adequate police, fire, and protection services in the event of an emergency. Ensure | Police & Standards
compliance with the requirements and provisions of the State Emergency Management System. Conduct
exercises to perfect and test emergency preparedness procedures.

PS-P-20 Community Safety Programs. Use public education activities to inform residents, businesses, and City staff | Fire; Public
about carthquake preparedness and response procedures, fire hazard education and fire prevention programs, | Police; Outreach
community policing and crime prevention, and hazardous materials handling and disposal. Public Works

PS-pP-21 Emergency Preparedness for High-Risk Facilities. Require that high-risk facilities such as railroads, Fire; Agency
utility facilities, hospitals, schools, government buildings, and water facilities maintain emergency Police Coordination
preparedness plans.

PS-P-22 Hazardous Material Regulations. Update the Hemet Municipal Code for commercial, industrial, and Fire; Update Plans
agricultural activitics to require building owners, users, and farm operators to comply with all federal, state, Public Works & Standards
and local laws regulating the use, storage, transportation, and disposal of hazardous materials and wastes. Lingincering
Follow all California Integrated Waste Management Board and California Department of Toxic Substances
requirements regarding hazardous materials and wastes, and consult the dambases of regulatory agencics to
determine if sites may have toxic substances 3 {Deleted

PS-P-23 Household Hazardous Material Drop-off. Continue to operate the City’s houschold drop-off center for Public Works Public
antifreeze, batteries, oil, and paint. Publicize the center and monitor and evaluate its performance. Implement QOutreach
changes deemed necessary, if any, to the center’s operation, or partner with other organizations for cost
effectiveness and efficiency.

NPPOS=NEW PROGRAM. PLAN, ORDINANCE OR STANDARD
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Number

IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS E

Program Description

Responsible
Department or
Division

Program
Category

CHAPTER 7

OPEN SPACE AND CONSERVATION (continued)

0S§-P-11

Riverside County Hillside Development, Coordinate with Riverside County on hillside preservation
policies and project review.

Planning

Project Review

O8s-r-12

Resource Conservation Easements. Evaluate scenic or resource conservation easements or Williamson
Act agreements as suitable means for protecting open space or prime farmland located adjacent to residential
areas and where the property does not qualify for inclusion in an agriculture preserve program

Planning

Project Review

0OS-P-13

Agricultural Land Conservation Programs. In cooperation with individual farmers, farming organizations,
and farmland conservation organizations, the City shall support Riverside County’s efforts to improve the
viability of farms and ranches and thereby ensure the long-term conservation of viable agricultural operations
within Bautista Canyon.

Planning

Agency
Coordination

OS5-P-14

Coordination with Non-Governmental Organizations. Encourage landowners to participate in programs
that reduce soil erosion, improve soil quality, and address issues that relate to pest management. To this end,
Hemet shall work with Riverside County to promote coordination between the Natural Resources
Conservation Service, Resource Conservation Districts, UC Cooperative Extension, and other agencies and
organizations, as needed.

Planning

Agency
Coordination

O5-P-15

Mineral Resources and Williamson Act. Accept California L.and Conservation (Williamson Act) contracts,
subject to the use and acreage limitations established by Riverside County, on land identified by the state as
containing significant mineral deposits.

Planning

Agency
Coordination

O8-P-16

Conservation Plannin,

Hemet in multi-species habitat conservation piannmg, waterthd manage.mcnt plaumng and water re«ou_rc-c
management planning efforts. Notify and consult with staff of the RWOQCB. Army Corps of Engmeers
California Department of Iish and Game, U.S. IMish and Wildlife Service, and WRC-RCA when a proposed
land development project may impact vernal pools or streambeds. [mpacts to vernal pools and mitigation

Planning;
Engineering

Agency p

Coordination

lans shall also be reported throu

OSs-P-17

MSHCP Compliance. Development in the City shall be requn:cd to comply with the applicable terms of the
MSHCP including, but not limited to, the payment of mitigation fees, narrow endemic surveys,
ripadan/riverine policy, and other applicable surveys. Anyone applying for a discretionary permit for
property located in an MSHCP-designated Criteria Area/Criteria Cell(s) shall submit a Habitat Evaluation
and Acquisition Negotiation Strategy (ITANS) Application to the City for transmittal to the Riverside
Conservation Agency (RCA).

Project Review

0OS-P-18

Incentives for Conservation. Provide incentives for land conservation in areas subject to natural floodways,
floodplains and water courses. Use the MSHCP Property Owner Initiated Habitat Evaluation and Acquisition
Negotiation Strategy (HANS) to promote conservation of areas subject to inclusion in the MSHCP
Conservation Area.

NPPOS=NEW PROGRAM, PLAN, ORDINANCE OR STANDARD
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ﬁ IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS

P Responsible
$OREAn Program Description Department or . o
Number gr P Ease Category
Division
CHAPTER 8 RECREATION AND TRAILS
RC-P-1 Park and Recreation Master Plan. Update the City’s park and recreation master plan by: Public Works; NIPPOS;
+  identifying potential sites for additional parkland, assessing demand for parkland and facilities concurrent Planning o
with demographic trends, and prioritizing potential packland acquisitions, cxpansions, and improvements I;undmg
within a 5-year patk improvement program; Program;
+  establishing park standards to promote a hierarchy of parks with at least four levels and determining the
: : : Agency
allocation of those parks by number, size, and location; 2 L o
Coordination
prioritizing new park sites to underserved areas of the City;
establishing trail standards to promote the use and integration of a hierarchy of trail systems;
requiring developers of new residential developments to provide on-site recreational or open space
amenities or contribute fees to pay for the provision of recreational facilitics;
«  establishing financing mechanisms to increase the amount and quality of parkland inventory and
considering the inclusion of revenuc-generating activities at City parks and facilitics;
+  pursuing agreements with the Hemet Unified School District, Valley-Wide Recreation and Park District,
and Metropolitan Water District of Southern California, as appropriate, to address joint-use issues and
the expansion of park facilities in the City;
«  incorporating, where feasible, the use of the Salt Creck Channel and other drainage channels and
easements for recreational and open space uses;
+  conducting annual assessments to ensure that facilities are maintained, renovated, and upgraded
regularly;
«  establishing a program to serve the recreational needs of City residents; and
+  identifying an administration and management system for parks, trails, and other recreational amenities.
RC-P-2 Quimby Fees. Review Quimby Act fees on an annual basis to ensure that the in-lieu fecs are appropriately Public Works; Funding
determined and applied. Finance Program
RC-P-3 Sustainable Pask Design. Require new parks and landscaping to incorporate recycled water standards in Public Works; Project Review
park design, naturalized drainage channels, and encrgy conservation measures as appropriate, Require the | Planning =~ FE
-placemc ¢ tree removed from a park s i i > v shade r
RC-P-4 Disabled Access. Identify and implement the best means of ensuring access to and within parks for the Public Works; Project Review
disabled and the elderly through curb cuts, access paths, railings, benches, and other best management Building
practices.
RC-P-5 Park Development Fees. Review the development fec structure periodically and adjust as needed to ensure | Public Works; Punding
the adequate provision of local and regional parks and trails. Finance Program
NPPOS=NEW PROGRAM. PLAN, ORDINANCE OR STANDARD
CaiTy ©F HBMBYT GERNRERRL PLAN 2030
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IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMS ﬂ

Responsible

Program - Program
Nk dar Program Description I)epa-rtfn‘cnt or Category
Division
CHAPTER 8 RECREATION AND TRAILS (continued)
RC-P-6 Off-road Trails. Identify unpaved trails in Simpson Patk for use by mountain bikers and hikers. Work with Public Works; NPPOS;
local residents, biking and hiking groups, service organizations, and environmentalists to encourage a Planning
maintenance schedule for these trails. Public
Outreach
RC-P-7 Nature Education. Research potential opportunities to pursue federal or state grant opportunities and to P : Agency
partner with the University of California at Riverside, San Jacinto Community College, Hemet Unified School | Public Works Coordination
District, the Western Science Center, the Southwestern Riverside County Multi-Species Reserve Management
Committee, or other organizations to establish trails and education centers at the vernal pools, the Santa Rosa
Hills, the Lakeview Mountains, or the Southwestern Riverside County Multi-Species Reserve.
RC-P-8 Recreational Tourism Programs. Partner with other organizations to provide recreational programs that Community Agency
bring people into the City. Such programs could include a “Pines to Vines” cycling event from the Tdyllwild Investment; Coordination
mountain community to the Temecula wineries, bike races and tours, wine tasting, and rail travel adventures. Public Works
RC-P-9 Recreational Marketing. Promote recreational facilities as tourist destinations. These include Diamond Community NPPOS
Valley Lake, Diamond Valley Lake Recreation Center, local museums, the Ramona Bowl, Simpson Park, Investment
Maze Stone Park, and other historic and cultural destinations.
RC-P-10 & Public Works
_____________ and standards;
R S
Improvement
Funding
Program
RC-P-

NPPOS=NEW PROGRAM, PLAN, ORDINANCE OR STANDARD
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Appendix G
City of Hemet General Plan

GENERAL PLAN 2030 CONFORMANCE WITH
MEASURE C/ORDINANCE 1293
PUBLIC SERVICES AND FACILITIES ELEMENT




GENERAL PLAN CONFORMANCE WITH
MEASURE C/ORDINANCE 1293

On June 7, 1988, the voters of the City of Hemet approved Ballot Measure C, which
required the City to develop and adopt a Public Services and Facilities Element (PSFE)
for inclusion in the General Plan that sets minimum standards for six public services or
facilities: Traffic, Drainage Facilities, Water Systems, Park and Recreation Facilities,
Police, Fire, and Sanitary Sewers. Promulgated as Ordinance 1293 on June 28, 1988 by
City Council, Measure C outlined a specific process for the adoption of the PSFE,
including ratification by the voters.

Additionally, Ordinance 1293 states that the City may not reduce or eliminate any of
the standards contained in the PSFE without first obtaining a majority vote of the
people; however, the City may impose more restrictive standards without a vote of the
people. The PSFE also sets correction measures and implementation procedures that
must be followed in the event the minimum PSFE standards are not met.

In compliance, the City developed a PSFE establishing a goal and a performance
standard for each of the six types of services listed in Ordinance 1293/Measure C.
City Council approved the PSFE by Resolution No. 2981 on July 1, 1992, and the
original element and language is included in this appendix. On August 25, 1992, City
Council approved Resolution No. 2994 authorizing the PSFE to be submitted to the
voters for ratification on November 3, 1992. Ballot Measure EE was approved by the
voters, and the following PSFE was subsequently incorporated into the 1992 General
Plan. The provisions of the 1992 PSFE have been incorporated into the General Plan
2030 in various goals, policies, and implementation measures. The table below
identifies where in the General Plan 2030 these measures are referenced.

The goals, policies, and implementation measures in the Hemet General Plan 2030
ensure that new development does not adversely affect the services and facilities
enjoyed by existing residents and that new development pays for itself. Goals, policies
and implementation measures directly implementing each goal and performance
standard of the PSFE have been incorporated into the General Plan 2030. For
reference purposes, each General Plan element is identified by an acronym. Goals are
referenced by element acronym and number; e.g., LU-1, LU-2, LU-3. Policies are
referenced by goal number and policy number; e.g., LU-1.1, LU-1.2, LU-2.1, LU-2.2.

Implementation measures are referenced by element and program number; e.g., LU-P-
1, LU-P-2, LU-P-3.

Acronyms of General Plan 2030 Elements:

AC: Art and Culture HR: Historic Resources
Ce Circulation LU: Land Use
CD: Community Design OS:  Open Space and Conservation




CSI: Community Services PS:  Public Safety
and Infrastructure RC: Recreation and Trails
H:  Housing




SERVICE

1992 PSFE GOALS and
PERFORMANCE STANDARDS

- CORRESPONDING
' GP 2030 :
GOALS/POLICIES/
IMPLEMENTATION

 MEASURES

General

Goal: The goal of the PSFE is to ensure
that new development does not adversely
affect the servies and facilities enjoyed by
existing  residents and  that
development pay for itself.

new

Performance  Standard: No  new
development, whether residential,
commercial, or industrial may occur unless
it is first determined that the services and
facilities related to such development meet

or exceed the minimum standards
established by the PSFE

LU-2

LU-2.1; LU-2.2; LU-2.3;
LU27; LU-2.9; LU-
2.14

LU-P-5; LU-P-15

Traffic

Goal: The goal is to maintain a
transportation system which maximizes
freedom and safety of movement, is cost-
effective, considers all forms of
transportation, and maintains the quality
of the City’s living environment.

Performance Standard: Road links will be
maintained at LOS C (not more than 80
percent of maximum daily capacity), and
intersections will be maintained at LOS D
or better during peak hours (less than 40
seconds average wait at an intersection.)
Note: In 1992, City Council approved a
Statement of Owerriding Considerations for
portions of Florida Avenue, Stetson Avenue,
and Sanderson Avenue in the Final
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
1992 General Plan exempting these
intersections from compliance with this
performance standard.

C-1; C-2; C-3; C4; C-5
C-8

C-1.3

C-P-18

Drainage

Goal: The goal is to provide adequate
facilities to protect Hemet residents and
businesses from flooding conditions.

CSI-4; PS-2
CSI-4.1; CSI-4.9; PS-2.4;
PS-2.5; CSI-4.1; CSI-4.2;




SERVICE 1992 PSFE GOALS and CORRESPONDING
- | PERFORMANCE STANDARDS 'GP 2030
Coiren e S GOALS/POLICIES/
| IMPLEMENTATION
MEASURES
PS-2.6

Performance Standard: Facilities shall be
provided concurrent with development to
protect structures for human occupancy
and major roadways from the 100-year

flood.

CSI-P-5; CSI-P-6; PS-P-
7; PS-P-8; PS-P-9; PS-P-
12

Water Systems

Goal: The goal is to maintain a water
system which is capable of meeting the
daily and peak demands of Hemet
residents and businesses, including the
provision of adequate fire flows.

Performance Standard: Adequate fire
flow as established by the Hemet Fire
Department will be maintained, along
with sufficient storage for emergency
situations and adequate service pressure.

PS-7

CSI-2; CSI-2.1; CSI-2.2;
CSI-2.3; PS-7.1

PS-P-19

Park and Goal: The goal is to maintain a system of | RC-1; RC-2; RC-3; RC-
Recreation park, recreational, and open space lands of | 4; RC-5; RC-6
sufficient size and in the appropriate | RC-1.2; RC-1.6
locations to serve the needs of Hemet | RC-P-1
residents of all ages.
Performance Standard: Five (5) acres per
1,000 population of park land and/or
recreational facilities will be provided.
Police Goal: The goal is to provide police services | PS-8; PS-9
which minimize the risk of crime and | PS-8.1

provide a secure environment.

Performance Standard: A seven (7) seven
minute average response time for
emergency calls will be maintained within
urban areas, and a nine (9) minute average
response time for emergency calls will be
maintained within rural areas.




SERVICE 1992 PSFE GOALS and : CORRESPONDING
PERFORMANCE STANDARDS GP 2030
‘ GOALS/POLICIES/
IMPLEMENTATION
: I MEASURES
Fire Goal: The goal is to provide adequate fire | PS-5; PS-6; PS-7; PS-10
prevention and emergency fire, medical, | PS-7.1
and hazardous materials services for the
protection of lives and property.
Performance Standard: A response time
of five (5) minutes or less for 80 percent of
fire and emergency medical calls will be
provided on both a citywide and response
area basis.
Sanitary Goal: A wastewater collection, treatment, | CSI-1; CSI-3
Sewers and disposal system will be maintained | CSI-3.1
which is capable of meeting the daily and | CSI-P-19

peak demands of Hemet residents and
businesses.

Performance Standard: Sanitary sewers
will exhibit unrestricted flow; the rated
capacity of the treatment facility will not
be exceeded.




IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES IN THE EVENT THE PERFORMANCE

STANDARDS ARE NOT MET
1992 PSFE MEASURES CORRESPONDING
GENERALPLAN 2030

IMPLEMENTATION MEASURE

The City shall determine the nature and
geographic extent of the deficiency, and
establish a Public Facilities Improvement
Target Area.

The City Council shall adopt a program
to ensure that the performance standards
will be met at the earliest reasonable date.

A part of the adoption of the program to
cure the identified deficiency, the City
Council shall set an annual limit on new
development within the Public Facilities
Improvement Target Area as required to
accomplish resolution of the deficiency.
The annual limit shall remain in effect
until the deficiency is resolved.

New development within the Public
Facilities Improvement Target Area shall
be required to provide such facilities as are
necessary to ensure that performance
standards are met for the public services
and  facilities provided to new
development, and that existing public
services and facilities are not further
downgraded.

LU-P-56
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ATTACHMENT 1C

ERRATA DRAFT GENERAL PLAN 2030: FIGURES

Figure

Number

Flgure Name

Recommended Change

Figure 2.1

Land Use

1. Minor map changes to correspond to existing land uses and
entitlements.

2. Minor map changes regarding school site parcels in
response to comments received from Hemet Unified School
District.

3. Added a note regarding the ultimate design of SR 79 in
response to comments received from RCTC and Planning
Commission.

4. Minor map changes to comply with the Airport Land Use Plan
and addition of an Interim Airport Overlay Zone in response to
comments received from the Airport Land Use Commission
(ALUC).

5. Map change from CC to LDR for the front portion of Hemet
West

Figure 2.5

West Hemet

1. Added an overlay of areas subject to MSHCP criteria in
response to comments received from the Native Plant
Society.

2. Added an Interim Airport Overlay Zone in response to
comments received from the ALUC staff.

Figure 2.6a
(formerly

| Figure 2.6)

Airport Land Use
Compatibility
(ALUP map)

Minor map changes to comply with the Airport Land Use Plan
and addition of an Interim Airport Overlay Zone in response to
comments received from the ALUC.,

Figure 2.6b

Airport Safety
Zones

Added Figure 2.6b, which is the Hemet-Ryan Airport safety zone
map from the California Airport Land Use Handbook.

Figure 3.6

SR 79 Cross
Section

Modified the ultimate design of SR 79 in response to comments
received from RCTC.

Figure 4.1

Roadway
Circulation

Added a note regarding ultimate design of SR 79 in response to
comments received from RCTC and Planning Commission.

Figure 4.4

Transit Service

Added the locations of potential Metrolink sites to the map.

Figure 5.5

Schools

Corrections to the names and locations of school sites in
response to comments received from Hemet Unified School
District.

Figure 6.4

Wildland Fire
Hazard Severity

Added a note explaining that the fire hazard zones are
established by CalFire, not the City, in response to comments
from the Fire Department.

Figure 11.1

Vacant Multi-
Family Sites

Added a reference table to clarify the locations of the sites.
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Certifying the
Final Program EIR,
Adopting the Mitigation Monitoring
and Reporting Program, and
Adopting the Findings of Fact and
Statement of Overriding
| Considerations
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CITY OF HEMET
Hemet, California

RESOLUTION BILL NO. 12-007

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF HEMET, CALIFORNIA, CERTIFYING THE FINAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (ENVIRONMENTA
ASSESSMENT NO. 11-002 - SCH #2010061088),
ADOPTING A MITIGATION MONITORING AND
REPORTING PROGRAM, ADOPTING FINDINGS OF
FACT, AND ADOPTING A STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING
CONSIDERATIONS REGARDING THE ENVIRONMENTAL
EFFECTS OF THE CITY OF HEMET COMPREHENSIVE
GENERAL PLAN 2030 UPDATE.

WHEREAS, the City of Hemet initiated a comprehensive update of its General
Plan, and a Program Environmental Impact Report (EIR) to assess the potential
environmental impacts of the proposed City of Hemet General Plan 2030; and

WHEREAS, the proposed General Plan 2030 is considered a “project” as defined
by the California Environmental Quality Act, Public Resources Code § 21000 et seq.
(“CEQA"); and,

WHEREAS, a Notice of Preparation for the Draft Program EIR was circulated to
the public, responsible agencies, and other interested persons for their review and
comment for a 30-day period commencing on June 28, 2010, and a noticed public
scoping meeting was held on July 14, 2010; and

WHEREAS, the Draft Program EIR was prepared in accordance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public resources code Section 21000 et
seq., and the CEQA Guidelines, 14 California Code of regulations Section 15000 et
seq.; and,

WHEREAS, upon completion of the Draft Program EIR, the City provided a
Notice of Completion to the State Clearinghouse on September 30, 2011 as required
under CEQA Guidelines § 15085 and published a Notice of Availability on September
30, 2011 as required under CEQA Guidelines § 15087; and

City Council Resolution Bill No. 12-007
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 11-002
FINAL PROGRAM EIR FOR GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030

Page 1 of 6
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WHEREAS, the Draft Program EIR was circulated to the public, responsible
agencies and other interested parties as required by CEQA Guidelines § 15087 for a
period of 45 days commencing on September 30, 2011 and closing on November 14,
2011 in accordance with CEQA Guidelines § 15105(a); and,

WHEREAS, before or shorlly after the close of the public comment period the
City received fifteen (15) comment letters regarding the Draft Program EIR; and,

WHEREAS, the Hemet Planning Commission conducted duly noticed public
hearings on October 18, 2011, November 15, 2011, and January 17, 2012, at which
time it received public testimony concerning the Draft General Plan 2030 and the
Program EIR; and

WHEREAS, on January 17, 2012, the Hemet Planning Commission adopted
Resolution Bill No. 11-019 recommending that City Council certify the Final Program
EIR, adopt a Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Program, adopt Findings of Fact, and
adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations; and

WHEREAS, the Hemet City Council conducted duly noticed public hearings on
December 13, 2011 and January 24, 2012, at which time it received public testimony
concerning the Draft General Plan 2030 and the Program EIR; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered all public testimony and written and
oral reports and documents provided by staff, and all other documents comprising the
Final Program EIR, including the Draft EIR as amended and the Responses to
Comments, the related Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, and the Findings
and Statement of Overriding Considerations,

NOW THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Hemet, does hereby resolve,
determine and order as follows:

SECTION 1. FINDINGS.

The City Council, in light of the whole record before it, including but not limited to, the
EIR, all documents incorporated by reference therein, any comments received and
responses provided, the Mitigation Monitoring Program, the Findings of Fact, the
Statement of Overriding Considerations and other substantial evidence (within the
meaning of Public Resources Code § 21080(e) and § 21082.2) within the record and/or
provided at the public hearing, hereby finds and determines that:

1. Preparation and Public Notice of EIR: An Environmental Impact Report was
prepared and noticed for the City of Hemet General Plan 2030 Update in
accordance with Public Resources Code § 21080(d) and § 21082.2 and the EIR
was prepared and processed in accordance with the California Environmental
Quality Act (Public Resources Code § 21000 et seq.), the CEQA Guidelines (14

City Council Resolution Bill No. 12-007
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 11-002
FINAL PROGRAM EIR FOR GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030
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California Code of Regulations § 15000 et seq.), and the local CEQA Guidelines
and Thresholds of Significance adopted by the City of Hemet.

Review Period: The City has complied with CEQA Guidelines §§ 15087 and
15105 by making the Draft EIR available to the public for review for the required
period of time.

Response to Comments: The City has responded to all written comments
received during the public review period and included both comments and
responses as part of the EIR. In response to these comments, the City has
made minor revisions to the EIR. These revisions are identified in the responses
and do not constitute significant additional information and do not require
recirculation of the EIR.

Avoidance / Reduction Significant Effects: The EIR identifies potentially
significant effects on the environment that could result if the project were adopted
without changes or alterations in the project and imposition of mitigation
measures. Based thereon, the City Council further finds that:

(a) Changes, alterations, and mitigation measures have been
incorporated into, or imposed as mitigation on the project.

(b)  These changes, alterations, and mitigation measures will avoid the
significant environment effects identified in the EIR or lessen their
impact below the threshold of significance.

(c) These changes, alterations, and mitigation measures are fully
enforceable because they have either resulted in an actual change
to the project as proposed or they have been imposed as mitigation
measures, policies and implementation measures within the
General Plan 2030.

(d) The City has prepared a Mitigation Monitoring Program to track
compliance with these changes, alterations, and mitigation
measures.

Environmental Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations:
Approval of the project will result in significant effects on the environment even
though most potentially significant effects identified in the EIR will be mitigated
through Goals, Policies, Implementation Measures, and mitigation measures,
pursuant to Section 15092 of the CEQA Guidelines. However, these significant
effects will be eliminated or substantially lessened where feasible, and the
remaining significant effects are found to be unavoidable under Section 15091
and acceptable due to overriding considerations under Section 15093. The City
has balanced the economic, legal, social, technological, and other benefits of the
project against the unavoidable environmental risks that may result, and finds

City Council Resolution Bill No. 12-007
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 11-002
FINAL PROGRAM EIR FOR GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030
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that the specific economic, legal, social, technological, and other benefits
outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects.

Independent Judgment: The EIR reflects the independent judgment and
analysis of the City as Lead Agency under CEQA.

SECTION 2. CITY COUNCIL ACTIONS.

Based on the foregoing findings, and on substantial evidence in the whole of the record,
the City Council hereby takes the following actions:

iy

Certify Final Program EIR: The City Council certifies the Final Environmental
Impact Report (Environmental Assessment No. 11-002) (SCH NO. 2010061088)
for the City of Hemet General Plan 2030 Comprehensive Update (General Plan
Amendment No. 11-002), attached as Exhibit 2A.

Adopt MMP: The City Council approves and adopts the Mitigation Monitoring
and Reporting Program for the EIR attached as Exhibit 2B.

Adopt Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations: The
City Council approves and adopts the Findings of Fact and Statement of
Overriding Considerations for the EIR attached as Exhibit 2C.

Notice of Determination: The City Council, in compliance with Public
Resources Code § 21152 and CEQA Guidelines § 15094, directs the
Community Development Director to prepare a Notice of Determination
concerning certification of the Final EIR, and within five (5) days of project
approval, file the Notice with the Riverside County Clerk for posting.

Location: The City Council directs that the Final Environmental Impact Report
(Environmental Assessment No. 11-002) (SCH NO. 2010061088) and all
documents incorporated therein and forming the record of decision therefore, be
filed with the Hemet Planning Department at the Hemet City Hall, 445 E. Florida
Avenue, Hemet, California, 92543 and be made available for public review upon
request.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 24" day of January 2012.

Robert Youssef, Mayor

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

City Council Resolution Bill No. 12-007
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 11-002
FINAL PROGRAM EIR FOR GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030
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Sarah McComas, City Clerk Eric S. Vail, City Attorney

City Council Resolution Bill No. 12-007
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 11-002
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State of California)

County of Riverside)

City of Hemet)

I, Sarah McComas, City Clerk of the City of Hemet, do hereby certify that the
foregoing resolution is the actual resolution adopted by the City Council of the
City of Hemet and was passed by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

Sarah McComas, City Clerk

City Council Resolution Bill No. 12-007
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 11-002
FINAL PROGRAM EIR FOR GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030
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Final
Environmental Impact Report
for the
Hemet General Plan 2030
Update

Distributed to the City Council
and available on the City’s website at
www.cityofhemet.org
and at the Hemet Library and the
Hemet City Hall Planning Counter
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

INTRODUCTION

This Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) has been prepared pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the State CEQA Guidelines. It provides for the monitoring of mitigation
measures required of the City of Hemet General Plan Update (proposed project), as set forth in the Environmental
Impact Report (EIR).

Section 21081.6 of the California Public Resources Code and Sections 15091(d) and 15097 of the State CEQA
Guidelines require public agencies “to adopt a reporting or monitoring program for changes to the project which it
has adopted or made a condition of project approval in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the
environment.,” An MMRP is required for the proposed project because the EIR identified potentially significant
adverse impacts, and identified mitigation measures to reduce some of those impacts to a less-than-significant
level.

This MMRP will be adopted by the City Council when it approves the project.

This MMRP will be kept on file at the City of Hemet Planning Department, 445 East Florida Avenue, Hemet, CA
92543,

PURPOSE

This MMRP has been prepared to ensure that all required mitigation measures are implemented and completed
according to schedule and maintained in a satisfactory manner throughout implementation of the General Plan.
The MMRP may be modified by the City in response to changing conditions or circumstances. A summary table
(attached) has been prepared to assist the responsible parties in implementing the MMRP. The table identifies
individual mitigation measures, and for each measure identifies monitoring/mitigation timing, responsible
persons/agencies, monitoring procedures, and a record of implementation of the mitigation measures. The
numbering of mitigation measures follows the sequence established in the EIR.

ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

Unless otherwise specified herein, the City of Hemet is responsible for taking all actions necessary to implement
the mitigation measures according to the provided specifications and demonstrating that each action has been
successfully completed. The City, at its discretion, may delegate implementation responsibility or portions thereof
to a licensed contractor.

CHANGES TO MITIGATION MEASURES

Any substantive change to the MMREP shall be documented in writing. Modifications to the mitigation measures
may be made by the City subject to one of the following findings and documented by evidence included in the
record:

1. The mitigation measure included in the EIR and the MMRP is no longer required because the significant
environmental impact identified in the EIR has been found not to exist, or to oceur at a level which makes
the impact less than significant as a result of changes in the project, changes in conditions of the
environment, or other factors.

OR

Hemet General Plan FEIR AECOM
City of Hemet G-1 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program



2. The modified or substitute mitigation measure to be included in the MMRP provides a level of

environmental protection equal to or greater than that afforded by the mitigation measure included in the
EIR and the MMRP.

AND

3. The modified or substitute mitigation measures do not have significant adverse effects on the environment

in addition to or greater than those which were considered by the City Council in its decisions regarding
the EIR and the proposed project.

AND

4. The modified or substitute mitigation measures are feasible, and the City, through measures included in
the MMRP or other established City procedures, can assure their implementation.

Findings and related documentation supporting the findings involving modifications to mitigation measures shall
be maintained in the project file with the MMRP and shall be made available to the public upon request.

SUMMARY TABLE

The table that follows should guide the City in its evaluation and documentation of implementation of mitigation
measures. The columns identified in the table are described below:

» Mitigation Measure — provides the text of the mitigation measures identified in the EIR.
» Timing/Schedule — identifies the time frame in which the mitigation will take place.

» Implementation Responsibility — identifies the entity responsible for complying with mitigation measure
requitements.

» Implementation and Verification —These fields are to be completed as the MMRP is implemented. The
“Action” column describes the type of action taken to verify implementation. The “Date Completed” column

is to be dated and initialed by City staff based on the documentation provided by qualified contractors, or
through personal verification.

AECOM Hemet General Plan FEIR
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program G-2 City of Hemet



JowaH jo Aug

I3 Ue|d |elsusg JBway

€+9

leiBoid Bunioday pue Buoyuoyy uonebiipy

1003vY

City of Hemet General Plan Update
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
Summary Table

Implementation and Verification

RS Timing/ Implementation
Mitigation Measure e D
Schedule Responsibilit - ate
d : e Completed
4.3 AIR QUALITY
Mitigation Measure 4.3-1a: Fugitive Dust Emissions. Ongoing — Engineering and
The City shall implement the following measures to reduce the amount of fugitive Imp{?sed prior to | Public Works
dust that is re-entrained into the atmosphere from parking lots and construction grading as Departments
gites. Conditions of
Approval and

» Require the following measures to be taken during the construction of all
projects to reduce the amount of dust and other sources of PM10, in
accordance with SCAQMD Rule 403:

o  Dust suppression at construction sites using vegetation,
surfactants, and other chemical stabilizers

Wheel washers for construction equipment
Watering down of all construction areas
Limit speeds at construction sites to 15 miles per hour

Cover aggregate or similar material during transportation of
material

o Adopt incentives, regulations, and/or procedures to reduce paved
road dust emissions through targeted sireet sweeping of roads
subject to high traffic levels and silt loadings.

o 0O 0 o

construction
specifications

Mitigation Measure 4.3-1b: Reduce Emissions from Construction.

The City shall require each project applicant, as a condition of project approval, to

implement the following measures to reduce emissions from construction:

» Commercial electric power shall be provided to the project site in adequate
capacity to avoid or minimize the use of portable gas-powered electric
generators and equipment.

»  Where feasible, equipment requiring the use of fossil fuels (e.g., diesel) shall
be replaced or substituted with electrically driven equivalents (provided that
they are not run via a portable generator set).

» To the extent feasible, alternative fuels and emission controls shall be used to
further reduce exhaust emissions.

»  On-site equipment shall not be left idling when not in use.

» The hours of operation of heavy-duty equipment and/or the amount of

Ongoing -
imposed prior to
construction as
Conditions of
Approval and
construction
specifications

Engineering and
Building
Departments
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City of Hemet General Plan Update
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
Summary Table

Mitigation Measure

Timing/
Schedule

Implementation
Responsibility

Implementation and Verification

Action

Date
Completed

equipment in use at any one time shall be limited.

Staging areas for heavy-duty construction equipment shall be located as far as
possible from sensitive receptors.

Before construction contracts are issued, the project applicants shall perform a
review of new technology, in consultation with SCAQMD, as it relates to
heavy-duty equipment, to determine what (if any) advances in emissions
reductions are available for use and are economically feasible. Construction
contract and bid specifications shall require contractors to utilize the available
and economically feasible technology on an established percentage of the
equipment fleet. It is anticipated that in the near firture, both NOx and PMy,
control equipment will be available.

Provide temporary traffic controls such as a flag person during all phases of
construction to maintain smooth traffic flow.

Provide dedicated turn lanes for movement of construction trucks and
equipment on- and off-site.

Reroute construction trucks away from congested streets or sensitive receptor
areas.

Appoint a construction relations officer to act as a community liaison
concerning on-site construction activity, including resolution of issues related
to PM; generation.

Improve traffic flow by signal synchronization, and ensure that all vehicles and
equipment will be properly tuned and maintained according to manufactures’
specifications.

Use coatings and solvents with a VOC content lower than that required under
AQMD Rule 1113.

Construct or build with materials that do not require painting, or require the
use of pre-painted construction materials where feasible.

Require the use of 2010 and newer diesel haul trucks (e.g., material delivery
trucks and soil import/export). If the City determines that 2010 model year or
newer diesel trucks cannot be obtained, the lead agency shall use trucks that
meet EPA 2007 model year NO, and PM emissions requirements.

During project construction, all internal combustion engines or construction
equipment operating on the project site shall meet EPA-Certified Tier 2
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City of Hemet General Plan Update
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Mitigation Measure

Timing/
Schedule

Implementation
Responsibility

Implementation and Verification

Action

Date
Completed

emissions standards or higher. A copy of each unit’s certified tier specification,
BACT documentation, and CARB or SCAQMD operating permit shall be
provided at the time of mobilization for each applicable unit of equipment.

» Encourage construction contractors to apply for AQMD “SOON” funds.

Mitigation Measure 4.3-1c: Two-Stroke Engines.

The City shall distribute public information regarding the polluting impacts of two-
stroke engines and the common types of machinery with two-stroke engines.

Ongoing

Building
Department

Mitigation Measure 4.3-1d: Implement the Air Quality Management Plan.
The City shall work with SCAQMD and SCAG to implement the AQMP and meet
all federal and state air quality standards for pollutants. The City shall participate in
any future amendments and updates to the AQMP. The City shall also implement,
review, and interpret the proposed General Plan and future discretionary projects in
a manner consistent with the AQMP to meet standards and reduce overall
emissions from mobile and stationary sources.

Ongoing — at the
time of project
review

Planning
Department

Mitigation Measure 4.3-1e: Reduce Exposure of Sensitive Receptors.

The City shall implement the following measures to minimize exposure of

sensitive receptors and sites to health risks related to air pollution:

»  Encourage the applicants for sensitive land uses to incorporate design features
(e.g., pollution prevention, pollution reduction, barriers, landscaping,
ventilation systems, or other measures) in the planning process to minimize the
potential impacts of air pollution on sensitive receptors.

» Activities involving idling trucks shall be oriented as far away from and
downwind of existing or proposed sensitive receptors as feasible.

Strategies shall be incorporated to reduce the idling time of diesel engines through
alternative technologies such as IdleAire, electrification of truck parking, and
alternative energy sources for TRUs to allow diesel engines to be completely
turned off.

Ongoing — at the
time of project
review

Planning
Department and

Public Works
Department

Mitigation Measure 4.3-4a: Local Significance Thresholds and Dispersion
Modeling

For new discretionary projects of 5 acres or less, the City shall require air quality
analysis to use SCAQMD’s Local Significance Threshold (LST) methodology to

Ongoing — at the
time of project
review

Planning
Department
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Mitigation Measure

Timing/
Schedule

Implementation
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Implementation and Verification

Action

Date
Completed

evaluate air quality impacts. For discretionary projects that are larger than 5 acres,

the City shall require dispersion modeling to identify localized air quality impacts,
potential for impacts on nearby sensitive receptors, and binding mitigation to avoid
or reduce potentially significant impacts.

Mitigation Measure 4.3-4b: Avoid siting new sensitive receptors within buffers | Ongoing —at the | Planning

recommended by ARB. time of project Department

The City shall require disclosure of health risks for all other new sensitive uses TEvIEW

proposed within distances recommended within the Air Quality and Land Use

Handbook (ARB 2005). To the extent feasible, the City shall prohibit the

placement of new schools, parks, day care centers, adult day care facilities,

community centers, and libraries within buffers recommended within the Air

Quality and Land Use Handbook (ARB 2005).

4.7 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Mitigation Measure 4.7-1: Reduce Construction-based GHG Emissions Ongoing — Planning

To further reduce construction GHG emissions, projects consistent with the Draft imposed as Department,

General Plan seeking discretionary approval from the City shall implement all Conditions of Engineering

feasible measures for reducing construction GHG emissions recommended by the Approval' and Depff.rtment, and

City and/or SCAQMD at the time individual portions of the site undergo construction Public Works
specifications Department

construction.

Prior to releasing bid requests to contractors for projects consistent with the Draft
General Plan seeking discretionary approval from the City, the project applicant(s)
shall obtain the most current list of GHG reduction measures recommended by the
City and stipulate that these measures be implemented in the respective request for
bid, as well as the subsequent construction confract. By requiring that the list of
feasible measures be established prior to the selection of a primary contractor, this
measure requires that the ability of a contractor to effectively implement the
selected GHG reduction measures be inherent to the selection process.

The City’s recommended measures for reducing construction GHG emissions at
the time of writing this EIR are listed below. This list will be updated as new
technologies or methods become available. The project applicant(s) shall, at a
minimum, be required to implement the following:

» Improve fuel efficiency of construction equipment:

«  reduce unnecessary idling (modify work practices, install auxiliary power
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for driver comfort);

»  perform equipment maintenance (inspections, detect failures early,
corrections);

= train equipment operators in proper use of equipment;

*  use the proper size of equipment for the job; and

»  use equipment with new technologies (repowered engines, electric drive
trains).

Use alternative fuels for electricity generators and welders at construction sites

such as propane or solar, or use electrical power.

Use an ARB-approved low-carbon fuel, such as biodiesel or renewable diesel
for construction equipment. Emissions of oxides of nitrogen [NOx] from the
use of low carbon fuel must be reviewed and increases mitigated. Additional
information about low-carbon fuels is available from ARB’s Low Carbon Fuel
Standard Program (ARB 2010g).

Encourage and provide carpools, shuttle vans, transit passes, and/or secure
bicycle parking for construction workers.

Reduce electricity use in the construction office by using compact fluorescent
bulbs, powering off computers every day, and replacing heating and cooling
units with more efficient ones.

Recycle or salvage nonhazardous construction and demolition debris (goal of
at least 75% by weight).

Use locally sourced or recycled materials for construction materials (goal of at
least 20% based on costs for building materials, and based on volume for
roadway, parking lot, sidewalk, and curb materials).

Minimize the amount of concrete used for paved surfaces or use a low carbon
concrete option.

Produce concrete on-site if determined to be less emissive than transporting
ready mix.

Use EPA-certified SmartWay trucks for deliveries and equipment transport.
Additional information about the SmartWay Transport Parinership Program is
available from ARB’s Heavy-Duty Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Measure (ARB
2010h) and EPA (EPA 2010f).
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Implementation and Verification

o Timing/ Implementation
Mgy e Schedule Responsibility o Date
Completed
» Develop a plan to efficiently use water for adequate dust control. This may
include the use of nonpotable water from a local source.
The project applicant(s) for any particular discretionary project may submit to the
City a report that substantiates why specific measures are considered infeasible for
construction of that particular discretionary project and/or at that point in time.
Mitigation Measure 4.7-2: Early Actions to Reduce Land Use-based GHG Ongoing — at the | Planning
Emissions time of project Department and
Implementation Program 0S-P-34 requires the City to develop and adopt a CAP. review Engineering
Department

The CAP will contain GHG emission reduction policies and measures to achieve
communitywide GHG reductions to 6.6 MT CO2e/SP/yr by 2020 and 4.9 MT
CO2e/SP/yr by 2030. The City intends to design the CAP to function as a Plan for
the Reduction of GHG Emissions, as defined in the State CEQA Guidelines
(Section 15183.5).

Until a CAP is adopted and before granting approvals for development projects that
are: 1) subject to a Specific Plan, or 2) considered projects of statewide, regional,
or areawide significance (as defined by the CEQA Guidelines) (“covered
development projects™), the City shall take the steps set forth below:

(a) City staff shall formulate proposed measures necessary for the project that
demonstrate the ability to meet any applicable GHG reduction targets adopted
by ARB or SCAQMD at the time of application. These measures may include
but are not limited to the following;

(1) assess the project’s VMT and formulate proposed measures that would
reduce the project’s VMT;

(2) assess the transit needs of the project and identify the project’s proposed
fair share of the cost of meeting such needs;

(3) assess the project’s estimated energy consumption, and identify proposed
measures to ensure that the project conserves energy and uses energy
efficiently;

(4) formulate proposed measures to ensure that City services and
infrastructure are in place or will be in place prior to the issuance of new
entitlements for the project or will be available at the time of
development; and

(5) formulate proposed measures to ensure that the project is configured to
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Implementation and Verification
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(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

allow the entire development to be internally accessible by alternative
modes of transportation.

In conjunction with the public hearing on the project, the City Council
shall review and consider the studies and recommendations of City staff
required by paragraph (a).

The City Council shall consider the feasibility of imposing conditions of
approval, including mitigation measures pursuant to CEQA, based on the
studies and recommendations of City staff prepared pursuant to paragraph (a)
for each covered development project.

The City Council shall consider including in any development approvals, or
development agreements, that the City grants or enters into during the time the
City is developing the CAP, a requirement that all such approvals and
development agreements shall be subject to ordinances and enactments
adopted after the effective date of any approvals of such projects or
corresponding development agreements, where such ordinances and
enactments are directed by the CAP.

The City shall complete the process described in paragraphs (a) through (d)
above (hereinafter, “Climate Impact Study Process™) prior to the first
discretionary approval for a covered development project.

4.11 NOISE

Mitigation Measure 4.11-5: Construction-Induced Vibration.

Where necessary to reduce potentially significant impacts, the City shall implement
or require implementation of the following construction measures through contract
provisions and/or conditions of approval as appropriate:

>

Utilize alternative installation methods where possible (e.g., pile cushioning,
jetting, pre-drilling, cast-in-place systems, resonance-free vibratory pile
drivers) for pile driving required within a 50-foot radius of historic structures.
Specifically, geo-pier style cast-in-place systems or equivalent shall be used
where feasible as an alternative to pile driving to reduce the number and
amplitude of impacts required for seating the pile.

Record, in the form of a preconstruction survey, the preexisting condition of
all buildings within a 50-foot radius and of historic buildings within the
immediate vicinity of proposed construction activities. The preconstruction

Ongoing —
imposed as
Conditions of
Approval and
construction
specifications

Planning
Department,
Building
Department, and
Engineering
Department
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survey shall determine conditions that exist before construction begins for use
in evaluating damage caused by construction activities. Fixtures and finishes
within a 50-foot radius of construction activities susceptible to damage shall be
documented (photographically and in writing) prior to construction. All
damage shall be repaired back to its preexisting condition.

Conduct vibration monitoring prior to and during pile driving operations
occurring within 100 feet of the historic structures. Every attempt shall be
made to limit construction-generated vibration levels in accordance with
Caltrans recommendations during pile driving and impact activities in the
vicinity of the historic structures.

Provide protective coverings or temporary shoring of on-site or adjacent
historic features as necessary, in consultation with the City Building
Department.
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 INTRODUCTION

The City of Hemet has prepared the Hemet General Plan (the Project) and has evaluated the environmental
impacts of implementation of the Project by preparing a Program Environmental Impact Report (EIR) (State
Clearinghouse Number 2010061088). The Program EIR was prepared in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (CEQA) (Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.) and the State CEQA
Guidelines (California Administrative Code Section 15000 et seq., as amended). The findings discussed in this
document are made relative to the conclusions of the Program EIR.

Public Resources Code section 21002 provides that “public agencies should not approve projects as proposed if
there are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available which would substantially lessen the
significant environmental effects of such projects[.]” The same statute states that the procedures required by
CEQA “are intended to assist public agencies in systematically identifying both the significant effects of proposed
projects and the feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures which will avoid or substantially lessen such
significant effects.” Section 21002 goes on to state that “in the event [that] specific economic, social, or other
conditions make infeasible such project alternatives or such mitigation measures, individual projects may be
approved in spite of one or more significant effects thereof.”

The mandate and principles announced in Public Resources Code Section 21002 are implemented, in part,
through the requirement that agencies must adopt findings before approving projects for which EIRs are required.
(See Pub. Resources Code, § 21081, subd. (a); CEQA Guidelines, § 15091, subd. (a).) For each significant
environmental effect identified in an EIR for a proposed project, the approving agency must issue a written
finding reaching one or more of three permissible conclusions. The three possible findings are:

(1) Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or
substantially lessen the significant effects as identified in the environmental impact report.

(2) Such changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public agency and not
the agency making the finding. Such changes have been, or can and should be, adopted by that other
agency.

(3) Specific economic, legal, social, technological, other considerations, including considerations for the
provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make infeasible the mitigation
measures or alternatives identified in the environmental impact report.

(Public Resources Code Section 21081, subd (a); see also CEQA Guidelines Sections 15091, subd. (a).)

Public Resources Code section 21061.1 defines “feasible” to mean “capable of being accomplished in a
successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account economic, environmental, social and
technological factors.” CEQA Guidelines section 15364 adds another factor: “legal” considerations. (See also
Citizens of Goleta Valley v. Board of Supervisors (Goleta II) (1990) 52 Cal.3d 553, 565).

Findings of Fact - Final Program EIR AECOM
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The concept of “feasibility” also encompasses the question of whether a particular alternative or mitigation
measure promotes the underlying goals and objectives of a project (City of Del Mar v. City of San Diego (1982)
133 Cal.App.3d 410, 417 (City of Del Mar).). “*[F]easibility” under CEQA encompasses “desirability’ to the
extent that desirability is based on a reasonable balancing of the relevant economic, environmental, social, and
technological factors.” (Ibid.; see also Sequoyah Hills Homeowners Assn. v. City of Oakland (1993) 23

Cal. App.4th 704, 715 (Sequoyah Hills).)

For the purposes of these Findings, the term “avoid” refers to the effectiveness of one or more mitigation
measures to reduce an otherwise significant effect to a less than significant level. In contrast, the term
“substantially lessen™ refers to the effectiveness of such measure or measures to substantially reduce the severity
of a significant effect, but not to reduce that effect to a less than significant level. These interpretations appear to
be mandated by the holding in Laurel Hills Homeowners Assn v. City Council, 83 Cal.App.3d 515, 519-527, 147
Cal.Rptr. 842 (1978), in which the Court of Appeals held that an agency had satisfied its obligation to
substantially lessen or avoid significant effects by adopting numerous mitigation measures, not all of which
rendered the significant impacts in question (e.g., the “loss of biological resources™) less than significant.

Although CEQA Guidelines Section 15091 requires only that approving agencies specify that a particular
significant effect is “avoid[ed] or substantially lessen[ed],” these Findings, for purposes of clarity, in each case
will specify whether the effect in question has been reduced to a less than significant level, or has simply been
substantially lessened but remains significant.

With respect to a project for which significant impacts are not avoided or substantially lessened either through the
adoption of feasible mitigation measures or feasible environmentally superior alternatives, a public agency, after
adopting proper findings, may nevertheless approve the project if the agency first adopts a statement of overriding
considerations setting forth the specific reasons why the agency found that the project’s benefits rendered
acceptable its unavoidable adverse environmental effects. (California. Code Regs. tit. 14 § 15093, 15043(b); see
also Pub. Res. Code § 21081(b).)

Because the Program EIR identified significant effects that may occur as a result of the Project, and in accordance
with the provisions of the Guidelines presented above, the City of Hemet hereby adopts these findings set forth in
this document as part of the approval of the Hemet General Plan. These findings constitute the City’s best efforts
to set forth the evidentiary and policy bases for its decision to approve the General Plan in a manner consistent
with the requirements of CEQA. These findings, in other words, are not solely informational, but rather constitute
a binding set of obligations that come into effect with the City’s approval of the project.

The findings and determinations contained herein are based on the competent and substantial evidence, both oral
and written, contained in the entire record relating to the Hemet General Plan and the Program EIR. The findings
and determinations constitute the independent findings and determinations by this City Council in all respects and
are fully and completely supported by substantial evidence in the record as a whole.

Although the findings below identify specific sections within the Program EIR in support of various conclusions
reached below, the City Council incorporates by reference and adopts as its own, the reasoning and analysis set
forth in the Program EIR and thus relies on that reasoning, even where not specifically mentioned or cited below,
in reaching the conclusions set forth below, except where additional evidence is specifically mentioned. This is
especially true with respect to the Council’s approval of all mitigation measures recommended in the Program
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EIR, and the reasoning set forth in responses to comments in the Program EIR. The City Council further intends
that if these findings fail to cross-reference or incorporate by reference any other part of these findings, any
finding required or permitted to be made by this City Council with respect to any particular subject matter of the
Hemet General Plan must be deemed made if it appears in any portion of these findings or findings elsewhere in
the record. The Program EIR, comments and responses to comments and all appendices are hereby fully
incorporated herein by this reference.

1.2 ORGANIZATION OF CEQA FINDINGS OF FACT

The content and format of this CEQA Findings of Fact is designed to meet the latest CEQA statutes and
Guidelines. The Findings of Fact is organized into the following sections:

Chapter 1, Introduction outlines the organization of this document and identifies the location and custodian of
the record of proceedings.

Chapter 2, Project Description describes the location, overview, objectives, and the required permits and
approvals for the Proposed Project.

Chapter 3, CEQA Review and Public Participation describes the steps the City has undertaken to comply with
the CEQA Guidelines as they relate to public input, review, and participation during the preparation of the Draft
and Final EIRs.

Chapter 4, Less Than Significant Environmental Effects without Mitigation provides a summary of impacts
determined to be below the threshold of significance without the incorporation of mitigation measures.

Chapter 5, Less Than Significant Environmental Effects with Mitigation provides a summary of potentially
significant environmental effects for which implementation of identified feasible mitigation measures would
avoid or substantially reduce the environmental effects to less than significant levels.

Chapter 6, Significant Environmental Effects provides a summary of potentially significant environmental
effects for which no feasible mitigation measures are identified or for which implementation of identified feasible
mitigation measures would not avoid or substantially reduce the environmental effects to less than significant
levels.

Chapter 7, Findings Regarding Project Alternatives provides a summary of the alternatives considered for the
Proposed Project.

Chapter 8, Statement of Overriding Considerations provides a summary of all of the project’s significant
unavoidable adverse impacts. In addition, this section identifies the project’s substantial benefits that outweigh
and override the project’s significant unavoidable impacts, such that the impacts are considered acceptable.

Chapter 9, Findings on Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program provides a brief discussion of the
project’s compliance with the CEQA Guidelines regarding the adoption of a program for reporting and
monitoring.
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Chapter 10, Findings Regarding Changes to the Draft EIR and Recirculation provides a summary of the
changes to the Draft EIR in response to public comments received and findings that changes to the Draft EIR does
not require recirculation of the Draft EIR for public review.

1.3 RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

The documents and other materials that constitute the record of proceedings upon which City project approval is
based are located at 445 East Florida Avenue in Hemet, and are also available at the Hemet Public Library at 300
East Latham Avenue in Hemet. The Hemet Planning Department is the custodian of such documents and other
materials that constitute the record of proceedings. The record of proceedings is provided in compliance with
Public Resources Code Section 21081.6(a)(2) and CEQA Guidelines Section 15091(e).
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2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

2.1 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Hemet is located in western Riverside County, approximately 35 miles southeast of Riverside. State Route (SR)
74 traverses the City in an east-west direction along Florida Avenue, and connects with Interstate 215 (I-215) to
the west. SR 79 connects the City with San Jacinto to the north, and Temecula and Interstate 15 (I-15) to the
south.

Hemet is bordered by the City of San Jacinto on the north, but is otherwise surrounded by unincorporated areas of
Riverside County. The Hemet-Ryan Airport is located in the city. A former Burlington Northern & Santa Fe

(BNSF) railroad line travels through the city. Exhibit 3-1 in the FEIR illustrates the regional location of the City
of Hemet.

The planning area includes approximately 28.3 square miles within Hemet’s corporate limits, an additional 34.2
square miles in Hemet’s Sphere of Influence (SOI), and approximately 32.4 square miles located beyond the SOL
Exhibit 3-2 in the FEIR identifies the planning area.

2.2 PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

The proposed project analyzed in the Program EIR is the adoption and implementation of the Hemet General
Plan.

The Draft General Plan consists of ten elements, or chapters, that together meet State requirements for a general
plan. The Draft General Plan represents the City’s policy for determining the appropriate physical development
and character of Hemet, and establishes an overall future development capacity. The environmental impact
analysis in the Program EIR is defined primarily by the change between existing conditions and those associated
with future land uses pursuant to the Draft General Plan post-2030, as well as at theoretical build out.

2.21 GENERAL PLAN ELEMENTS
2211 LAND USE ELEMENT

The Land Use Element describes the economie, social, physical, and cultural aspects of the planning area. The
element describes the future location, type, intensity, and design of land uses, and establishes the desired mix and
relationship between land uses. The Land Use Element includes proposed land use designations and a Land Use
Diagram that depicts the types, locations, and intensities of current and future land uses within the planning area.
The Land Use Element also includes strategies to increase economic growth, retain and expand Hemet’s
businesses, attract new businesses that benefit Hemet, and strategies for redevelopment and revitalization.

Each General Plan land use designation generally describes the intended land uses and establishes a permitted
range of density or intensity of development. Corresponding zone districts will specify the permitted uses for each
category as well as applicable development standards. The maximum allowable density or intensity on any
individual parcel may be affected by such factors as the physical characteristics of a parcel, access and
infrastructure issues, and compatibility. Dwelling unit per acre (du/acre) densities are established for residential
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designations, and floor-area ratio (FAR) maximums are identified for commercial, industrial, and public
designations. For mixed-use designations, both densities (du/acre) and intensities (FAR) are established. In cases
where a range is established, the minimum value represents the least intense land use permitted within the area,
while the maximum value represents the most intense land use permitted.

The Draft General Plan identifies six Mixed-Use Areas (Florida Avenue, West Hemet, Hemet Gateway, Page
Ranch, Diamond Valley Lake, and Downtown). Targets for residential and non-residential development are
established for each mixed-use area, along with particular planning goals and objectives for each area.

The Draft General Plan identifies districts as a way to create neighborhood identify and foster a small town
feeling. Special policies and procedures are identified for some districts to meet particular needs in focused area
plans for Downtown Hemet, the Florida-Acacia-Devonshire District, the Diamond Valley Lake District, Hemet-
Ryan Airport, and the West Hemet District. The Diamond Valley Lake District generally includes lands owned by
the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California. The EIR evaluates the effects of the buildout of existing
plans for this district; however, changes to the Specific Plans affecting development of the Diamond Valley Lake
District would be consistent with the Draft General Plan, provided that the changes would not result in impacts
greater than those identified in this EIR.

Table 2-1 provides the anticipated Draft General Plan buildout capacity for the existing City, the SOI, and the
remainder of the planning area, and compares this capacity to existing conditions. Expected buildout of land uses
by 2030 pursuant to the Draft General Plan could result in an increase of 22,615 dwelling units and approximately
47,888,000 square feet of nonresidential building floor area over existing conditions. Based on a population of 2.7
persons per household, an increase of approximately 72,466 persons in Hemet could occur by 2030. These
numbers are approximate and represent an estimate of the high end of the range of new development expected
under the General Plan.

Community Design Element

The Community Design Element is an optional element that provides a comprehensive design framework for the
City. The element focuses on preserving views and hillside development, public design components (such as
streetscapes), citywide signage (such as gateway monument signs and wayfinding signs), as well as development
goals and policies, architectural guidelines, and compatibility requirements.

Circulation Element

The Circulation Element addresses roadway circulation, public transportation, and bicycle and pedestrian
transportation. The element discusses existing routes and specific future roadway projects.

Circulation Element goals and policies emphasize the need to provide a circulation system capable of serving
current and future local and regional traffic. The estimated planning horizon for Hemet’s roadway system is 2030.
The Draft General Plan includes a Circulation Master Plan (Exhibit 3-4) depicting how the roadway system will
accommodate anticipated traffic volumes post-2030. This plan was developed in close coordination with land use
policies to ensure that traffic generated by new development will not compromise the City’s goal to ensure that
intersections and roadway segments operate efficiently. In the past, the City has made exceptions to Level of
Service (LOS) standards associated with traffic volumes at the intersection of Florida and Sanderson Avenues.
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Table 2-1
Draft 2030 Land Use

s General Plan Acres Dwelling Units Non-Residential Square Feet (1,000s) Population

Genaral Plan Dbslgnation Designation City  PlanningArea SO Total City  Planning Area T Total Gty  PlanningArea SO Total Cty  PlanningArea  SOI Total
Residential 8,211 6,795 11,885 26,891 44,814 3,544 18,083 66,441 0 0 0 0 106,884 8,417 43,122 158,422
Rural Residential RR 547 418 888 1,853 595 418 888 1,901 0 0 0 0 1,413 992 2,109 4,515
Rural Residential RR-2.5 72 718 20 809 215 403 8 626 0 0 0 0 511 957 19 1,486
Rural Residential RR-5ac 0 687 700 1,388 0 137 140 278 0 0 0 0 0 327 333 659
Hillside Residential HR 194 2,396 5,673 8,264 39 645 1,135 1,819 0 0 0 0 92 1,533 2,695 4,320
Hillside Residential HR-10 88 1,624 453 2,165 9 162 45 216 0 0 0 0 21 386 107 514
Low Density Residential LDR 5,666 526 4,011 10,202 20,593 1,778 14,037 36,408 0 0 0 0 48,878 4,223 33,222 86,323
Low Medium Density LMDR 810 410 19 1,239 6,498 0 124 6,622 0 0 0 0 15,407 0 294 15,701
Residential
Medium Density Residential MDR 429 16 122 567 6,138 0 1,706 7,845 0 0 0 0 14,293 0 4,343 18,636
High Density Residential HDR 263 0 0 263 5,775 0 0 5775 0 0 0 0 14,166 0 0 14,166
Very High Density Residential VHDR 141 0 0 141 4,952 0 0 4,952 0 0 0 0 12,102 0 0 12,102
Commercial/Office 1,145 162 173 1,480 0 0 0 0 12,940 3,511 138 16,589 0 0 0 0
Neighborhood Commercial NC 134 21 0 155 0 0 0 0 1,459 231 0 1,689 0 0 0 0
Community Commercial CC 794 141 173 1,108 0 0 0 0 8,650 3,280 138 12,068 0 0 0 0
Regional Commercial RC 65 0 0 65 0 0 0 0 851 0 0 851 0 0 0 0
Office Professional/Medical OP 152 0 0 152 0 0 0 0 1,981 0 0 1,981 0 0 0 0
Mixed Use 725 362 279 1,366 2,184 904 735 3,823 5,586 4,770 1,610 11,966 5,186 2,147 1,746 9,080
MU-1 Mixed Use 1 430 0 130 561 516 0 156 673 2,610 0 790 3,400 1,226 1 370 1,598
MU-2 Mixed Use 2 0 241 0 241 0 578 0 578 0 3,270 0 3,270 0 1.372 0 1,372
MU-3 Mixed Use 3 0 121 0 121 0 326 0 326 0 1,500 0 1,500 0 773 0 773
MU-4 Mixed Use 4 0 0 149 149 0 0 579 579 0 0 820 820 0 0 1,376 1,376
MU-5 Mixed Use 5 108 0 0 108 172 0 0 172 980 0 0 980 410 0 0 410
MU-D Mixed Use 187 0 0 187 1,495 0 0 1,495 1,996 0 0 1,996 3,551 0 0 3,351

Downtown

Industrial 1,122 774 50 1,945 0 0 0 0 14,558 10,112 813 25,484 0 0 0 0
Airport ARPT 297 0 0 297 0 0 0 0 1,942 0 0 1,942 0 0 0 0
Business Park BP 402 774 13 1,188 0 0 0 0 3,250 10,111 166 15,527 0 0 0 0
Industrial 1 423 0 37 460 0 0 0 0 7,366 0 647 8,014 0 0 0 0
Public Facilities and Open 4,214 5,667 4,999 14,881 0 1 146 146 787 3,783 1,061 5,631 0 2 346 348
Space
Quasi-Public/Cultural QP/C 919 725 0 1,643 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Public Facilities PF 22 176 54 252 0 0 0 0 363 3,444 1,061 4,868 0 0 0 0
Parks/Recreation P 1,123 5 124 1,252 0 0 0 0 258 338 0 597 0 0 0 0
Open Space 0S 1,899 4,692 1,816 8,407 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Agricultural A 0 15 2,912 2,927 0 1 146 146 0 0 0 0 0 2 346 348
School SCH 252 55 93 400 0 0 0 0 166 0 0 166 0 0 0 0
Right-of-Way/Lake 2,696 6,794 6,301 15,791 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Diamond Valley Lake DVL 557 3,538 1,072 5,167 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Right-of-Way ROW 2,139 3,255 5,229 10,624 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2030 Estimated Totals 18,113 20,553 23,688 62,354 46,998 4,449 18,964 70,410 33,871 22,175 3,623 59,669 112,070 10,565 45,214 167,850
Existing (2006) Totals 32,682 15,113 47,795 10,179 1,602 11,781 63,223 30,161 95,384
Change, 2006-2030 14,316 8,299 22,615 23,692 24,196 47,888 46,847 25,618 72,466
Note: These numbers are approximate and represent an estimate of the high end of the range of new development expected under the General Plan.
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These historical exceptions will continue for intersection operations at Florida and Sanderson Avenues and
Devonshire and Sanderson Avenues. The Circulation Master Plan identifies both existing and proposed new parts
of the City’s roadway circulation system. The primary enhancement is the proposed realignment of portions of SR
79 as an expressway through west Hemet. SR 79 currently runs east-west along Florida Avenue concurrent with
SR 74 from the west end of the City to San Jacinto Street, where SR 79 turns north. Appendix F contains a
description of proposed roadway network changes in Table 3-1 on page 32 of the appendix. Although most of
Hemet is already developed, most remaining developable land is located in the western part of the City. New
development in west Hemet will require construction of new roads to provide circulation for future residents and
businesses. Land Use Element policies enabling reuse and redevelopment within established portions of the City,
particularly within key roadway corridors, may also necessitate roadway widening and intersection enhancements.

In addition to roadways, the Circulation Element addresses public transportation improvements (including the
proposed Metrolink extension to Hemet, expansion of bike paths and pedestrian infrastructure, and provisions for
neighborhood electric vehicle (NEV) travel in the planning area.

Community Services and Infrastructure Element

The Community Services and Infrastructure Element is an optional element permitted under State law. It
describes the City’s infrastructure standards and needs, ranging from water, wastewater, storm drainage, and
waste collection to health care, libraries, education, and community and senior services.

Public Safety Element

The Public Safety Element meets the requirements of State-mandated safety and noise elements. It addresses a
variety of hazards and public safety issues which could affect the planning area, including:

» geologic hazards (including seismic hazards, earthquake planning and mitigation, and slope and soil hazards);
» flood hazards;

» transportation hazards (including traffic, railroad, and airport safety);

» fire protection and emergency services (including wildfire hazards and hazardous materials);

» law enforcement;

» critical facilities and emergency preparedness; and

» noise.

Open Space and Conservation Element

The Open Space and Conservation Element meets the requirements for State-mandated open space and
conservation elements. It addresses a variety of natural resource issues in Hemet. The element also addresses
management of water resources, energy conservation, air quality, and greenhouse gas emissions reductions.
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Recreation and Trails Element

The Recreation and Trails Element is an optional element under state law and focuses on providing a framework
for parks recreational facilities, and trail systems, including Diamond Valley Lake.

Historic Resources Element

The Historic Resources Element is an optional element focusing on three primary areas; historic resources and
historical structures, paleontological resources, and archeological resources. The planning area has rich and varied
historic, archeological, and paleontological resources and is home of the Western Science Center, where “Max”,
the largest mastodon ever found, is located. Numerous cultural sites of the Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians are
located throughout the Hemet/San Jacinto Valley, and preservation of these important areas is a major focus of
the element.

Art and Culture Element

The Arts and Culture Element is an optional element under state law and focuses on providing a framework for
museums and cultural centers such as the Ramona Bowl and Western Science Center, and integration of art into
the built environment through an art in public places program.

Housing Element

The 2006-2014 Housing Element describes the City’s plan to meet its fair share of demand for housing at all
income levels, as well as accommodating special needs groups. The Housing Element includes a profile of
community data, an analysis of constraints on the production of housing, and an evaluation of the City’s past
performance in implementing housing programs. The Housing Element also includes goals, policies, and
programs describing the City’s actions related to housing.

2.3 PROJECT OBJECTIVES
The project objectives, based upon the premises established within the community vision, are expressed below:

» Objective 1: Update the General Plan to accommodate population and employment through 2030 in a manner
reflecting changing demographic shifts.

» Objective 2: Plan for a larger area which can accommodate new economic development and job-creating
industries focused in walkable, mixed-use areas, as well as offering increased housing opportunities to meet
diverse economic needs.

» Objective 3: Amend policies and the Land Use Map to reflect actual land use patterns, including preservation
of existing single-family neighborhoods outside the downtown core and mixed-use areas.

» Objective 4: Provide expanded recreational opportunities, especially around Diamond Valley Lake.

» Objective 5: Provide for a balanced land use mix within the city and planning area that supports industrial and
professional jobs.
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» Objective 6: Accommodate growth that ensures long-term economic viability and promotes a high quality of
life for residents.

» Objective 7: Reflect “state-of-the-art” planning practices that provide for reuse of existing areas, encourage
infill development, enhance pedestrian activities, and conserve valuable water, air, and energy resources.

» Objective 8: Develop strategic measures to facilitate renovation of older areas of the City, including
enhancement of established neighborhoods;

» Objective 9: Integrate new growth into the overall city fabric that complements, rather than competes with,
existing land uses;

» Objective 10: Provide a multi-modal circulation system which effectively moves people throughout Hemet
with minimal disruption to existing businesses and neighborhoods;

» Objective 11: Plan land uses to leverage outside transportation investments in Metrolink and SR 79
expansion; and

» Objective 12: Provide a legally adequate General Plan that complies with State law.

2.4 DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS

For the purposes of CEQA, the project is the City’s discretionary approval of the Hemet General Plan. The City
would review subsequent implementation projects for consistency with the Program EIR and prepare appropriate
environmental documentation pursuant to CEQA provisions for Program EIRs and subsequent projects.
Subsequent discretionary actions under the Hemet General Plan Program EIR may include the following
implementation activities:

» Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance to achieve consistency with General Plan (e.g., adoption of new zoning
districts for mixed-use development);

» Approval of a Climate Action Plan to implement General Plan goals and policies related to greenhouse gas
emissions;

» Annexation of lands within the SOI and planning area and SOI Amendments;
» Approval of Specific Plans (would require additional CEQA review);

» Approval of development plans, including tentative maps, variances, conditional use permits, and other land
use permits (would require additional CEQA review);

» Approval of development agreements (would require additional CEQA review);
» Approval of facility and service master plans and financing plans;

» Approval and funding of public improvements projects;
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» Approval of resource management plans;

» Issuance of municipal bonds;

» Issuance of permits and other approvals necessary for implementation of the General Plan;
» Acquisifion of property by purchase; and

» Issuance of permits and other approvals necessary for public and private development projects.
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3 CEQA REVIEW AND PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

For purposes of CEQA and these Findings, the Record of Proceedings for the Project consists of the following
documents, at a minimum.

Notice of Preparation. In compliance with Public Resources Code section 21092, the City published a Notice of
Preparation (NOP), which was sent to responsible agencies and interested individuals for a 30-day review period
from June 28, 2010 to July 27, 2010. The NOP, identifying the scope of environmental issues, was distributed to
organizations, interested parties, and state, federal, and local agencies. The NOP and the responses to the NOP
from agencies and individuals are included in Appendix A to the Draft EIR. A total of 13 comment letters were
received. Information requested and input provided during the 30-day NOP comment period regarding the scope
of the EIR are included in the EIR.

Public Scoping Meeting. A Public Scoping Meeting was held on July 14, 2010 at the City Council Chambers to
give the public the opportunity to provide comments as related to the Hemet General Plan and the issues the
public would like addressed in the EIR.

Draft EIR. The Draft EIR was distributed for public review on September 30, 2011, for the 45-day review period
with the comment period expiring on November 14, 2011. Fourteen comment letters were received at the close of
the public comment period, and an additional comment letter was received 6 days after the close of the comment
period. The specific and general responses to comments are in the Final EIR, Chapter 7.0. Responses to public
agency comments were distributed to those public agencies on January 12, 2012.

A Notice of Availability (NOA) was distributed to over 40 interested parties which informed them of where they
could view the document and how to comment. The Draft EIR document was available to the public at the
Planning Department and the Hemet Public Library. A copy of the document was also posted online at
www.cityofhemet.org. Notices were filed with the County Clerk on September 30, 2011.

Notice of Completion. A Notice of Completion was sent with the Draft EIR to the Governor’s Office of Planning
and Research State Clearinghouse on September 30, 2011 and notice was provided in newspapers of general
and/or regional circulation.

Final EIR. The Final EIR was distributed on January 12, 2012. The Final Program EIR has been prepared by the
City in accordance with CEQA, as amended, and State Guidelines for the implementation of CEQA. The Final
EIR is a Program EIR prepared in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15168(a). The City has relied on
Section 15084(d)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines, which allows contracting with another entity, public or private, to
prepare the Draft EIR. The City has reviewed drafts of all portions of the Program EIR and subjected them to its
own review and analysis. The Draft EIR which was released for public review reflected the independent judgment
of the City.

Certification. On January 24, 2012, the City Council will hold a public hearing on the City of Hemet General
Plan Program EIR and certify the Final Program EIR.

Findings of Fact - Final Program EIR AECOM
City of Hemet 3 CEQA Review and Public Participation



This page intentionally left blank.

AECOM Findings of Fact - Final Program EIR
CEQA Review and Public Participation 3-2 City of Hemet



4 LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS
WITHOUT MITIGATION

Effects of the project found to be less than significant in the Program EIR, and which require no mitigation, are
identified in the discussion below. The impact area and the appropriate section number follow the impact titling
and follow the numbering conventions used in the FEIR. The City has reviewed the record and agrees with the
conclusion that the following environmental issues would not be significantly affected by the project, and
therefore no additional findings are needed.

These findings do not repeat the full discussions of environmental impacts contained in the Program EIR. The
Council ratifies, adopts and incorporates the analysis, explanation, findings, responses to comments and
conclusions of the Program EIR. The Council adopts the reasoning of the Program EIR, of City staff reports, and
presentations regarding the Project.

4.1 AESTHETICS

The Final EIR discussed the effects related to aesthetics in Section 4.1.

Impact 4.1-1: Adverse Impacts on a Scenic Vista

Implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in new urban development that would permanently alter
and block some views of scenic vistas within the planning area, including views of the San Gabriel Mountains,
San Jacinto Mountains, and San Bernardino National Forest and Mountains, as well as views of hillsides and
other topographic features. As a result of implementing General Plan policies and programs that reduce the loss of
views, this impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.1-2: Degrade Existing Visual Character

Implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in new urban development that would substantially alter
the current visual character present within and surrounding the planning area. As a result of implementing General
Plan policies and programs, this impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

411 FINDINGS

Based on the EIR analysis and the whole of the record, the City finds that the proposed project would result in
less-than-significant aesthetics impacts, relating to scenic vistas, scenic resources, and visual character.

4.2 AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

The Final EIR discussed the effects related to agricultural resources in Section 4.2.

Impact 4.2-2: Conflict with Existing Agricultural Zoning or Williamson Act Contracts

The City includes 1,837 acres of land zoned for agricultural use. There are 2,189 acres of land under Williamson
Act contracts in the planning area. Implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in the designation of
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1,778 acres of agricultural land for other uses, and the designation of 564 acres of Williamson Act contract land to
non agricultural uses. However, the Draft General Plan includes policies and programs that express the City’s
intent to conserve agricultural lands within the planning area by supporting the use of tools like conservation
easements to protect agricultural uses. Furthermore, lands under Williamson Act contracts in the planning area are
all located beyond the current City limits. The City pre-zones land prior to annexation, and would not pre-zone or
annex land in a manner inconsistent with an active Williamson Act contract. With implementation of policies and
programs of the Draft General Plan, this impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

4.21 FINDINGS

Based on the EIR analysis and the whole of the record, the City finds that the proposed project would result in
less-than-significant agricultural resource impacts relating to conflict with existing agricultural zoning or
Williamson Act contracts.

4.3 AIR QUALITY

The Final EIR discussed the effects related to air quality in Section 4.3.

Impact 4.3-5: Exposure to Odors

Implementation of the Draft General Plan would potentially expose sensitive receptors to odors. However,
because odors would either result from agricultural activities where disclosure of potential odors is required, or
would be temporary and disperse rapidly with distance from the source, odors would not result in frequent
exposure of sensitive receptors to objectionable odors. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant. No
mitigation is required.

4.3.1 FINDINGS

Based on the Final EIR analysis and the whole of the record, the City finds that the proposed project would result
in less than significant air quality impacts relating to objectionable odors.

4.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

The Final EIR discussed the effects related to biological resources in Section 4.4.

Impact 4.4-1: Impacts to Special-Status Plant Species

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan could result in the loss or degradation of existing
populations or suitable habitat of special-status plant and wildlife species. However, implementation of Draft
General Plan policies and programs would require identification, preservation, and avoidance of these resources,
which would result in a less-than-significant impact. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.4-2: Impacts to Riparian Habitat or Sensitive Natural Communities

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan could result in the loss or degradation of riparian habitat
or other sensitive natural communities considered sensitive habitats under the California Environmental Quality
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Act (CEQA). However, implementation of Draft General Plan policies and programs would require the
preservation of sensitive communities such as vernal pools and wetlands, which would result in a less-than-
significant impact. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.4-3: Impacts to Federally-Protected Wetlands

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan could result in the loss or degradation of federally-
protected wetlands or vernal pools. However, implementation of Draft General Plan policies and programs would
require the preservation of sensitive communities such as vernal pools and wetlands, which would result in a less-
than-significant impact. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.4-4: Impacts to Movement of Wildlife

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan could impede wildlife movement within the planning
area. However, compliance with the MSHCP and implementation of Draft General Plan policies and programs
would require the establishment of wildlife movement corridors and open space connections. The impact on
wildlife movement would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.4-5: Conflicts with Local Policies or Ordinances

Implementation of the Draft General Plan would require the City to coordinate with Riverside County and other
agencies to implement applicable plans for the protection of biological resources. In addition, implementation of
the Draft General Plan would require that the City adopt a Tree Replacement Ordinance to protect important trees
within the city. There would be a less-than-significant impact. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.4-6: Conflicts with West Riverside County Multi-species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP) or Stephens’
Kangaroo Rat Habitat Conservation Plan (SKR HCP)

Both the MSHCP and SKR HCP identify conservation areas within the planning area. Implementation of the
Draft General Plan could result in development pressure on or around these conservation areas, but compliance
with Draft General Plan policies and programs would reduce impacts by requiring continued consistency with the
MSHCP and SKR HCP. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

4.4.1 FINDINGS

Based on the Final EIR analysis and the whole of the record, the City finds that the proposed project would result
in less than significant biological resource impacts relating to sensitive species; riparian or habitat or other
sensitive species; wetlands; movement of wildlife species; conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources; and conflict with habitat conservation plans/natural community conservation
plans.

4.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

The Final EIR discussed the effects related to cultural resources in Section 4.5.
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Impact 4.5-1: Destruction of or Damage to Historical Resources

Numerous significant or potentially significant cultural resources have been identified in the planning area. These
include historic structures recognized at the State and local level. However, Draft General Plan programs would
ensure that potential historic features are assessed for their significance in advance of future development. Impacts
to these resources that could affect potential historic significance could then be mitigated. Implementation of these
programs would reduce this impact to a less-than-significant level. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.5-2: Destruction of or Damage to Archaeological Resources

Development associated with proposed land uses could affect buried archaeological resources. However, Draft
General Plan policies and programs would ensure that the discovery of archaeological resources is considered
during future development. Policies and programs require consultation with appropriate Indian tribes during the
site review process, monitoring of major earth-moving activities in previously undisturbed areas or in areas with
known archaeological resources and providing an inventory of known archaeological sites that can be reviewed
prior to site excavation. With implementation of these policies and programs, this impact would be less than
significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.5-3: Discovery of Human Remains

Hemet and the surrounding area are known to have been heavily used by Native American groups; in addition,
the project area was settled by Spanish immigrants in the late-18th century. While some burial grounds (generally
from the historic era) are known, it is possible that ground disturbing activities in the planning area could
encounter prehistoric or historic human remains. However, the Draft General Plan includes a consultation process
that would reduce impacts to the discovery of human remains by describing the necessary actions to be taken
should human remains be discovered during project construction, and also requires a certified archaeologist to
monitor major earth-moving activities in previously undisturbed areas or in areas with known archaeological
resources. This impact is considered less than significant. No mitigation is required.

451 FINDINGS

Based on the Final EIR analysis and the whole of the record, the City finds that the proposed project would result
in less than significant cultural resource impacts relating to historical resources, and archaeological resources, and
human remains.

4.6 GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND MINERAL RESOURCES

The Final EIR discussed the effects related to geology, soils, and mineral resources in Section 4.6.

Impact 4.6-1: Fault Rupture

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in future land uses in areas potentially
subject to surface rupture during future earthquake events. However, implementation of Draft General Plan
policies and programs requires compliance with existing state and local regulations, which would result in a less-
than-significant impact. No mitigation is required.
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Impact 4.6-2: Exposure to Seismic Ground Shaking

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in future land uses in areas prone to strong
seismic ground shaking. However, implementation of Draft General Plan policies and programs require
compliance with existing state and local regulations and require structural assessments and mitigation to reduce
the potential for substantial adverse effects due to exposure to seismic ground shaking. This impact would be less
than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.6-3: Soil Liquefaction and Ground Failure

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in future land uses in areas prone to soil
liquefaction and ground failure. However, implementation of Draft General Plan policies and programs require
compliance with existing state and local regulations, which would reduce the potential for substantial adverse
effects due to exposure to soil liquefaction. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.6-4: Earthquake-induced Landslides

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in future land uses in areas susceptible to
earthquake-induced landslides. However, implementation of Draft General Plan policies and programs require
compliance with existing state and local regulations, which would reduce the potential for substantial adverse
effects due to exposure to earthquake-induced landslides. This impact would be less than significant. No
mitigation is required.

Impact 4.6-5: Erosion Hazards

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in future land uses in areas susceptible to
erosion. However, implementation of the Draft General Plan policies and programs and require compliance with
existing state and local regulations, which would reduce the potential for substantial adverse effects due to erosion
or soil loss. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.6-6: Soil Hazards

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in future land uses in areas susceptible to
soil hazards, including landsliding, debris flows, expansive soils, and collapsible soils. However, implementation
of Draft General Plan policies and programs require compliance with existing state and local regulations which
would reduce the potential for substantial adverse effects due to exposure to soil hazards. This impact would be
less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.6-7: Septic Suitability of Soils

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan would generally result in the installation of public sewer
collection systems. Where new individual septic systems are proposed, existing regulatory requirements for septic
permits could not be met in areas with soil not suitable for septic systems. Therefore, no septic system could be
installed in an area with unsuitable soils. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.
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Impact 4.6-8: Mineral Resources

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan could result in land use changes that would affect the
availability of mineral resources. However, implementation of Draft General Plan policies and programs require
compliance with existing regulations and protection of mineral resources for future use. These regulations,
policies, and programs would reduce the potential for substantial adverse effects related to loss of mineral
resources. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.6-9: Paleontological Resources

Ground disturbance associated with future land uses consistent with the Draft General Plan could result in the
discovery of paleontological resources. However, implementation of Draft General Plan policies and programs

would reduce the potential for substantial adverse effects related to loss these resources. This impact would be
less than significant. No mitigation is required.

4.6.1 FINDINGS

Based on the Final EIR analysis and the whole of the record, the City finds that the proposed project would result
in less than significant geology, soils and mineral resource impacts relating to fault rupture, ground shaking,
liquefaction and ground failure, earthquake-induced landslides, soil erosion or loss of topsoil, soil hazards, septic
suitability of soils, mineral resources, and paleontological resources.

4.7 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

The Final EIR discussed the effects related to hazards and hazardous materials in Section 4.8.

Impact 4.8-1: Routine Transport, Use, or Disposal of Hazardous Materials

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in an increase in the routine transport, use,
and/or disposal of hazardous materials, which could result in exposure of such materials to the public through
either routine use or accidental release. Compliance with and enforcement of existing regulations, supported by
implementation of Draft General Plan policies and programs, would result in a less-than-significant impact. No
mitigation is required.

Impact 4.8-2: Emission or Handling of Hazardous or Acutely Hazardous Materials, Substances, or Waste within One-
Quarter Mile of an Existing or Proposed School

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan could result in development of uses that would emit or
handle hazardous waste in proximity to new or existing school. Compliance with existing regulations would result
in a less-than-significant impact related to emission or the handling of hazardous materials near schools. No
mitigation is required.
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Impact 4.8-3: Public Health Hazards from Development on a Known Hazardous Materials Site Compiled Pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5

Several sites within the planning area are identified on the Cortese List as known hazardous materials sites.
Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan could expose construction workers to hazardous materials
from these sites, and hazardous materials could create an environmental or health hazard if left in place. However,
compliance with existing regulations supperted by implementation of Draft General Plan policies and programs
would result in a less-than-significant impact. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.8-4: Safety Hazard for People Working or Residing within Two Miles of an Airport

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in an increase in people working or residing
within two miles of the Hemet-Ryan Airport, which could result in a safety hazard. Implementation of Draft
General Plan policies and programs and existing regulations would result in a less than significant impact. No
mitigation is required.

Impact 4.8-5: Interference with an Adopted Emergency-Response Plan

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan would create additional traffic and future land uses
requiring evacuation in case of an emergency. Implementation of Draft General Plan policies and programs would
ensure conformance with countywide emergency-response programs and continued cooperation with emergency-
response service providers. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.8-6: Expose People or Structures to a Significant Risk of Loss, Injury or Death involving Wildland Fires

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan would increase population located in proximity to
wildlands and VHFHSZs, which would increase the risk from potential wildland fires. Implementation of Draft
General Plan policies and programs would reduce the potential for exposure of people or structures to wildland
fires by requiring adequate access for emergency vehicles, fees to support fire protection services, brush clearing
and fire prevention programs in open space lands, and updated fire protection requirements for structures in
VHFHSZs. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

4.71 FINDINGS

Based on the Final EIR analysis and the whole of the record, the City finds that the proposed project would result
in less than significant hazards and hazardous materials impacts relating to routine use, transportation, disposal,
and release of hazardous materials; interference with an adopted emergency plan; development of a known

hazardous materials site; wildland fire hazards; safety hazards related to airports; and hazardous materials within
0.25 mile of schools.

4.8 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

The Final EIR discussed the effects related to hydrology and water quality in Section 4.9.
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Impact 4.9-1: Degrade Water Quality

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in future land uses that would create
additional discharges of pollutants to receiving water bodies from nonpoint sources. Such pollutants would result
in adverse changes to the water quality of local water bodies. However, with adoption and implementation of
Draft General Plan policies and programs and enforcement of current land use, stormwater, grading, and erosion
control regulations, this impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.9-2: Stormwater Drainage Systems and Patterns

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan would increase the amount of impervious surface within
the planning area, thereby increasing the total volume and peak discharge rate of stormwater runoff. This could
alter local drainage patterns, increasing watershed flow rates above the natural background level (i.e., peak flow
rates). Increased peak flow rates may exceed drainage system capacities, exacerbate erosion in overland flow and
drainage swales and creeks, and result in downstream sedimentation. Sedimentation, in turn, could increase the
rate of deposition in natural receiving waters and reduce conveyance capacities, resulting in an increased risk of
flooding. Erosion of upstream areas and related downstream sedimentation typically leads to adverse changes to
water quality and hydrology. However, adoption and implementation of Draft General Plan policies and programs
and enforcement of current grading, erosion, and flood control regulations would result in a less-than-significant
impact. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.9-3: Groundwater Recharge or Depletion of Groundwater Supplies

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in additional impervious surfaces and
corresponding loss of groundwater recharge areas. Resulting reductions in groundwater recharge in the
groundwater basins underlying the planning area could affect groundwater levels and the yield of hydrologically
connected wells. The Draft General Plan includes policies and programs that would preserve and protect adequate
aquifer recharge areas, require adoption of a multi-agency Groundwater Management Plan, require projects to
minimize stormwater runoff and provide onsite opportunities for groundwater recharge, and reduce drinking water
demand. With implementation of Draft General Plan policies and programs, this impact would be less than
significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.9-4: Flood, Dam Inundation, and Seiche Hazards

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan could place residential or commercial structures in areas
subject to flood hazards, including floodplains, areas subject to dam inundation, and areas potentially affected by
seiche, thereby exposing people and structures to hazards. However, implementation of Draft General Plan
policies and programs and enforcement of existing flood control regulations would reduce this impact to a less-
than-significant level. No mitigation is required.

4.8.1 FINDINGS

Based on the Final EIR analysis and the whole of the record, the City finds that the proposed project would result
in less than significant hydrology and water quality impacts relating to violation of water quality standards;
groundwater resources; surface hydrology and drainage; and flooding, seiche, and dam inundation.

AECOM Findings of Fact — Final Program EIR
Less Than Significant Environmental Effects without Mitigation 4-8 City of Hemet



4.9 LAND USE, POPULATION, AND HOUSING

The Final EIR discussed the effects related to land use, population, and housing in Section 4.10.

Impact 4.10-1: Divide an Established Community

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in future land uses, roadways, and
infrastructure; however new development and redevelopment within the planning area would not physically
divide an established community. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.10-2: Conflicts with Land Use Plans, Policies, or Regulations

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan would be consistent with local and regional land use
plans, policies, and regulations and no conflicts with land use plans, policies, or regulations would occur due to
future development pursuant to the Draft General Plan. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation
is required.

Impact 4.10-3: Displace Existing People or Housing

Adoption and implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in new land uses, roadways, and
infrastructure; however new development and redevelopment within the planning area would not physically
divide an established community. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

4.9.1 FINDINGS

Based on the Final EIR analysis and the whole of the record, the City finds that the proposed project would result
in less than significant land use, population, and housing impacts relating to division of an established
community; conflict with plans, policies, and programs; and displacement of existing people or housing.

4.10 NOISE

The Final EIR discussed the effects related to noise in Section 4.11.

Impact 4.11-1: Expose Noise Sensitive Receptors to Construction Noise Levels

Short-term construction source noise levels could exceed City standards at nearby noise-sensitive receptors. In
addition, if construction were to occur during noise-sensitive hours, construction noise could also result in
annoyance and/or sleep disruption to occupants of existing and proposed noise-sensitive land uses and create a
substantial temporary increase in ambient noise levels affecting sensitive receptors. However, implementation of
the Hemet Municipal Code and Draft General Plan policies would exempt construction noise during working
hours, protect noise sensitive uses, and require evaluation and mitigation of noise conflicts as a condition of future
project approvals. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.
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Impact 4.11-3: Expose Noise Sensitive Receptors to Stationary and Area-Source Noise Levels

Future land uses consistent with the Draft General Plan would result in the siting of new noise sources near
sensitive receptors, and would likely increase the number of noise-sensitive receptors in the planning area.
However, implementation of the Hemet Municipal Code and Draft General Plan policies and programs would
require design features in new construction to reduce noise levels. As a result, this impact would be less than
significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.11-4: Aircraft Noise

Construction of new residential land uses or other sensitive receptors within airport overflight areas and noise
contours could result in increased exposure to aircraft noise compared to existing conditions However,
implementation of the Draft General Plan would not expose new or existing noise sensitive land uses to elevated
aircraft noise levels. This impact is less than significant. No mitigation is required.

4.10.1 FINDINGS

Based on the Final EIR analysis and the whole of the record, the City finds that the proposed project would result
in less than significant noise impacts relating to construction noise; stationary and area-source noise levels; and
aircraft noise.

4.11 PUBLIC SERVICES AND FACILITIES

The Final EIR discussed the effects related to public services and facilities in Section 4.12.

Impact 4.12-1: Demand for Additional Fire Protection Facilities

Implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in an increase in population in the planning area and
would increase demand for fire protection services, which would result in the need for additional and/or expanded
fire protection facilities. However, implementation of Draft General Plan policies and programs would ensure that
new fire services facilities are funded and constructed to serve new development. Therefore, this impact would be
less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.12-2; Demand for Additional Police Protection Facilities

Implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in an increase in population in the planning area and
would increase demand for police protection services, which would result in the need for additional and/or
expanded police protection facilities. However, implementation of Draft General Plan policies and programs
would ensure that police facilities and services would be funded and constructed as-needed to serve new
development. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.12-3: Demand for Additional School Facilities

Implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in an increase in population and the number of school-
aged children in the planning area, which would result in the need for additional and/or expanded school facilities.
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However, payment of school impact fees would offset the cost of constructing new schools. This impact would be
less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.12-4: Demand for Additional Park Facilities

Implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in an increase in population in the planning area, which
would increase demand for parks and recreation services, resulting in the need for additional and/or expanded
parks and recreation facilities. However, Draft General Plan policies and programs would require construction of
new facilities, collection of in-lieu fees to fund new parkland construction, and ongoing parkland maintenance to
prevent deterioration. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.12-5: Demand for Library Facilities

Implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in an increase in population in the planning area, and
would increase demand for library services, potentially resulting in the need for new or expanded library facilities.
However, implementation of Draft General Plan policies would offset the need for additional library services that
would be triggered by new growth by requiring new development to pay for its share of new library demand. This
impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

4.11.1 FINDINGS

Based on the Final EIR analysis and the whole of the record, the City finds that the proposed project would result
in less than significant public services and facilities impacts relating to fire protection facilities; police facilities;
school facilities; parks and recreation facilities; and library facilities.

4.12 TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION

The Final EIR discussed the effects related to traffic and transportation in Section 4.13.

Impact 4.13-2: Air Traffic Patterns

Implementation of the Draft General Plan would not affect air traffic patterns, and compliance with existing
airport land use regulations would result in a less-than-significant impact. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.13-3: Design Hazards

Implementation of the Draft General Plan would include construction of new roadways consistent with the City’s
existing safety standards. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.13-4: Emergency Access

Future land uses consistent with the Draft General Plan would result in additional congestion at intersections
throughout the planning area, which may affect emergency access. However, implementation of Draft General
Plan policies and programs and existing city plans and programs (including the Community Emergency Response
Team and Emergency Operation Plan) would require regular evaluation and modification of the City’s procedures
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to meet changing conditions, including emergency access. This impact would be less than significant. No
mitigation is required.

Impact 4.13-5: Non-Motorized Transportation and Transit

Implementation of the Draft General Plan would increase the use of alternative transportation modes, including
pedestrian, bicycle, transit, and neighborhood electric vehicle (NEV) trips and provide for additional non-
motorized transportation and transit facilities. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is
required.

Impact 4.13-6: Rail Hazards

Future land uses consistent with the Draft General Plan would increase the volumes of both vehicular and
pedestrian traffic crossing the BNSF rail right-of-way. However, implementation of Draft General Plan policies
and programs and compliance with existing regulations would result in a less-than-significant impact. No
mitigation is required.

4.12.1 FINDINGS

Based on the Final EIR analysis and the whole of the record, the City finds that the proposed project would result
in less than significant traffic and transportation impacts relating to air traffic hazards; design hazards; emergency
access; non-motorized transportation and transit; and rail hazards.

4.13 UTILITIES AND ENERGY EFFICIENCY

The Final EIR discussed the effects related to utilities and energy efficiency in Section 4.14.

Impact 4.14-1: New or Expanded Wastewater Treatment and Conveyance Facilities

Future land uses consistent with the Draft General Plan would increase demand for wastewater collection,
conveyance, and treatment facilities. However, the Draft General Plan would prevent development from moving
forward in the absence of adequate wastewater collection and treatment capacity. This impact would be less than
significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.14-2: New Water Facilities

Implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in population growth that would increase potable water
demand, requiring construction of new water supply and distribution facilities. Construction of these facilities
could potentially result in adverse impacts on the physical environment. However, Draft General Plan policies and
programs are designed to reduce impacts associated with construction of new water facilities, which would occur
within the development footprint envisioned within the Draft General Plan. The Draft General Plan includes
policies and programs to prevent development from moving forward in the absence of adequate water supply and
distribution capacity. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.
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Impact 4.14-3: Require the Construction of New or Expanded Stormwater Drainage Facilities

The City would need to provide new and expanded stormwater drainage facilities to accommodate future land
uses consistent with the Draft General Plan. Construction of such facilities could result in significant adverse
environmental affects. However, Draft General Plan policies and programs would minimize the physical
environmental impacts that could result from construction of stormwater drainage improvements, which would
occur within the development footprint envisioned within the Draft General Plan. The Draft General Plan includes
policies and programs to prevent development from moving forward in the absence of adequate stormwater
drainage capacity. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.14-5: Increased Demand for Landfill Capacity to Accommodate Solid Waste Disposal Needs and Compliance
with Solid Waste Regulations

Implementation of the Draft General Plan would allow for future land uses which would result in an increase in
the amount of solid waste sent to landfills, However, compliance with Draft General Plan policies and programs
would require the City to maximize the diversion of solid waste materials that can be reused or recycled
(minimizing the amount of waste sent to landfills) and to update its waste handling strategy to address issues of
landfill capacity. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.14-6: Increased Demand for Other Utility Services

Implementation of the Draft General Plan would increase local demand for electricity, natural gas, and
telecommunication services. The extension of these utilities to currently unserved portions of the planning area
could result in the need for new or expanded facilities. Construction of new or expanded facilities could result in
adverse impacts on the physical environment. However, required improvements would occur within existing
rights-of-way and already disturbed areas within the development footprint envisioned within the Draft General
Plan. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact 4.14-7: Increase Demand for and Consumption of Energy

Future land uses consistent with the Draft General Plan would increase the demand and consumption of energy.
However, Draft General Plan policies and programs would promote efficient use of energy. This impact would be
less than significant. No mitigation is required.

4.13.1 FINDINGS

Based on the Final EIR analysis and the whole of the record, the City finds that the proposed project would result
in less than significant utilities and energy efficiency impacts relating to wastewater treatment and conveyance;
water facilities; stormwater drainage facilities; landfill capacity and compliance with solid waste regulations;
increased demand for other utility services; and increased consumption of energy.
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5 LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL
EFFECTS WITH MITIGATION

The Final EIR determined that the proposed project has potentially significant environmental effects in the areas
discussed in the following paragraphs. The Final EIR identified feasible mitigation measures to avoid or
substantially reduce the environmental effects in these areas to a level less than significant. Based on the
information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR, the project would not have any significant environmental
effects in these areas as long as all identified feasible mitigation measures are incorporated into the proposed
project. The Council again ratifies, adopts and incorporates the full analysis, explanation, findings, responses to
comments and conclusions of the Final EIR.

5.1 NOISE

511 EFFECTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

The Final EIR discussed the effects and mitigation measures related to Noise in Section 4.11.

Impact 4.11-5: Vibration Levels

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings, the project’s
effects could result in significant impacts related to vibration. Short-term project-generated construction source
vibration levels could exceed Caltrans’ recommended standard of 0.2 in/sec peak particle velocity (PPV) with
respect to the prevention of structural damage for normal buildings and the FTA maximum acceptable vibration
standard of 80 vibration decibels (VdB) with respect to human response for residential uses (i.e., annoyance) at
vibration-sensitive land uses.

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings, the following
mitigation measure is feasible and will reduce potentially significant impacts related to vibration to less than
significant levels, thereby avoiding any significant effects:

Mitigation Measure 4.11-5: Construction-Induced Vibration

Where necessary to reduce potentially significant impacts, the City shall implement or require implementation of
the following construction measures through contract provisions and/or conditions of approval as appropriate:

» Utilize alternative installation methods where possible (e.g., pile cushioning, jetting, pre-drilling, cast-in-place
systems, resonance-free vibratory pile drivers) for pile driving required within a 50-foot radius of historic
structures. Specifically, geo-pier style cast-in-place systems or equivalent shall be used where feasible as an
alternative to pile driving to reduce the number and amplitude of impacts required for seating the pile.

» Record, in the form of a preconstruction survey, the preexisting condition of all buildings within a 50-foot
radius and of historic buildings within the immediate vicinity of proposed construction activities. The
preconstruction survey shall determine conditions that exist before construction begins for use in evaluating
damage caused by construction activities. Fixtures and finishes within a 50-foot radius of construction
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activities susceptible to damage shall be documented (photographically and in writing) prior to construction.
All damage shall be repaired back to its preexisting condition.

» Conduct vibration monitoring prior to and during pile driving operations occurring within 100 feet of the
historic structures. Every attempt shall be made to limit construction-generated vibration levels in accordance
with Caltrans recommendations during pile driving and impact activities in the vicinity of the historic
structures.

» Provide protective coverings or temporary shoring of on-site or adjacent historic features as necessary, in
consultation with the City Building Department.

51.2 FINDINGS

The City Council finds that Mitigation Measure 4.11-5 is hereby incorporated into the project and avoids or
substantially lessens the significant vibration effect to a less than significant level as identified in the
environmental impact report.
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6 SIGNIFICANT UNAVOIDABLE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

The Final EIR determined that the proposed project would result in potentially significant environmental effects
related to the issue areas of air quality, traffic, global climate change and public services and utilities. The Final
EIR identified feasible mitigation measures for many of the issue areas that may reduce these impacts; however,
even with implementation of mitigation measures, impacts would remain significant and unavoidable for the
following:

» Agricultural Resources - conversion of Farmland

» Air Quality — compliance with South Coast Air Quality Management District Air Quality Management Plan;
violation of air quality standards — short-term (construction related emissions); violation of air quality
standards — long-term impacts (operational emissions); impacts of air pollutants on sensitive receptors;
Cumulatively considerable increase in criteria air pollutants

» Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions — construction related emissions; operations related emissions
» Noise — transportation noise effects on sensitive receptors

» Transportation and Traffic — intersection level of service

» Utilities and Energy Efficiency — water supply

The Council again ratifies, adopts and incorporates the full analysis, explanation, findings, responses to comments
and conclusions of the Final EIR.

6.1 AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

6.1.1 EFFECTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

The Final EIR discussed the effects and mitigation measures related to Agricultural Resources in Section 4.2.
Impact 4.2-1: Loss of Farmland

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings, the project’s
effects on conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use are significant and unavoidable at the project and
cumulative level.

Expansion of non-agricultural development will introduce potential land use conflicts in existing agricultural
areas, and could result in the conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural uses. The Draft General Plan includes
policies and programs that express the City’s intent to conserve agricultural lands within the planning area by
supporting the use of tools like conservation easements to protect agricultural uses (0S-3.1, 0S-3.2, 0§8-3.3, OS-
3.4, OS-P-12, OS-P-13). Furthermore, program LU-P-48 requires the City to develop an agricultural buffer
ordinance. However, even with implementation of these policies and programs, 2,166 acres of Farmland could
potentially convert to non-agricultural uses through implementation of the Draft General Plan, resulting in a
significant impact.
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Any actions taken by the City, including implementation of Draft General Plan policies and programs and
mitigation measures proposed in this EIR could reduce, but not completely eliminate, the conversion of Farmland
associated with urban development and other conflicts between agricultural and urban uses which might indirectly
result in conversion of agricultural lands. The policies and programs contained within the Draft General Plan
would not prevent these conflicts, and additional conversion or hastening of planned conversion might still occur.
The Draft General Plan would have a significant and unavoidable impact related to the conversion of Farmland
over the 20-year General Plan timeline (Impact 4.2-1).

The City considered an alternative (Alternative 2) that would reduce the impact related to conversion of
Farmland; however, this alternative was found to be infeasible because it would not meet the project objectives
(see Section 7.2). Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings,
no feasible mitigation measures beyond the policies contained within the General Plan are available to further
reduce the project’s effects on conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use.

6.1.2 FINDINGS

The City Council finds that no feasible mitigation measures beyond the policies and programs which are already a
part of the project are available to lessen or avoid the significant effects identified for these agricultural resources
issue areas in the environmental impact report. Therefore, conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use is a
significant and unavoidable impact at both the project and cumulative level. As set forth in the Statement of
Overriding Considerations, these agricultural resource effects are acceptable in light of the project’s benefits.

6.2 AIR QUALITY

6.2.1 EFFECTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

The Final EIR discussed the effects and mitigation measures related to Air Quality in Section 4.3.

Impact 4.3-1: Compliance with SCAQMD Air Quality Management Plan

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings, the project’s
effects on conflicts with the SCAQMD Air Quality Management Plan are significant and unavoidable at the
project and cumulative level.

SCAQMD’s thresholds for criteria air pollutants and precursors for which the region is in nonattainment are
designed to be applied to projects, rather than program activities. The proposed General Plan would increase
population (and thus VMT). Additionally, the proposed General Plan would result in emissions in excess of
project-level thresholds for criteria air pollutants and precursors for which the region is in nonattainment. This
would conflict with SCAQMD air quality planning efforts. This is a significant impact.

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings, the following
mitigation measures are feasible and will reduce the project’s effects on conflicts with the SCAQMD Air Quality
Management Plan:

Mitigation Measure 4.3-1a: Fugitive Dust Emissions
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The City shall implement the following measures to reduce the amount of fugitive dust that is re-entrained
into the atmosphere from parking lots and construction sites.

» Require the following measures to be taken during the construction of all projects to reduce the
amount of dust and other sources of PM10, in accordance with SCAQMD Rule 403:

» Dust suppression at construction sites using vegetation, surfactants, and other chemical stabilizers
» Wheel washers for construction equipment

»  Watering down of all construction areas

» Limit speeds at construction sites to 15 miles per hour

» Cover aggregate or similar material during transportation of material

» Adopt incentives, regulations, and/or procedures to reduce paved road dust emissions through
targeted street sweeping of roads subject to high traffic levels and silt loadings.

Mitigation Measure 4.3-1b: Reduce Emissions from Construction

The City shall require each project applicant, as a condition of project approval, to implement the
following measures to reduce construction emissions:

» Commercial electric power shall be provided to the project site in adequate capacity to avoid or
minimize the use of portable gas-powered electric generators and equipment.

» Where feasible, equipment requiring the use of fossil fuels (e.g., diesel) shall be replaced or

substituted with electrically driven equivalents (provided that they are not run via a portable generator
set).

» To the extent feasible, alternative fuels and emission controls shall be used to further reduce exhaust
emissions.

» On-site equipment shall not be left idling when not in use.

» The hours of operation of heavy-duty equipment and/or the amount of equipment in use at any one
time shall be limited.

» Staging areas for heavy-duty construction equipment shall be located as far as possible from sensitive
receptors.

» Before construction contracts are issued, the project applicants shall perform a review of new
technology, in consultation with SCAQMD, as it relates to heavy-duty equipment, to determine what
(if any) advances in emissions reductions are available for use and are economically feasible.
Construction contract and bid specifications shall require contractors to utilize the available and
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economically feasible technology on an established percentage of the equipment fleet. It is anticipated
that in the near future, both NOX and PM10 control equipment will be available.

Provide temporary traffic controls such as a flag person during all phases of construction to maintain
smooth traffic flow.

Provide dedicated turn lanes for movement of construction trucks and equipment on- and off-site.
Reroute construction trucks away from congested streets or sensitive receptor areas.

Appoint a construction relations officer to act as a community liaison concerning on-site construction
activity, including resolution of issues related to PM,, generation.

Improve traffic flow by signal synchronization, and ensure that all vehicles and equipment will be
properly tuned and maintained according to manufactures’ specifications.

Use coatings and solvents with a VOC content lower than that required under AQMD Rule 1113.

Construct or build with materials that do not require painting, or require the use of pre-painted
construction materials where feasible.

Require the use of 2010 and newer diesel haul trucks (e.g., material delivery trucks and soil
import/export). If the City determines that 2010 model year or newer diesel trucks cannot be obtained,
the lead agency shall use trucks that meet EPA 2007 model year NO, and PM emissions
requirements.

During project construction, all internal combustion engines or construction equipment operating on
the project site shall meet EPA-Certified Tier 2 emissions standards or higher. A copy of each units
certified tier specification, BACT documentation, and CARB or SCAQMD operating permit shall be
provided at the time of mobilization for each applicable unit of equipment.

Encourage construction contractors to apply for AQMD “SOON” funds.

Mitigation Measure 4.3-1c: Two-Stroke Engines

The City shall distribute public information regarding the polluting impacts of two-stroke engines and the
common types of machinery with two-stroke engines.

Mitigation Measure 4.3-1d: Implement the Air Quality Management Plan

The City shall work with SCAQMD and SCAG to implement the AQMP and meet all federal and state
air quality standards for pollutants. The City shall participate in any future amendments and updates to the
AQMP. The City shall also implement, review, and interpret the proposed General Plan and future
discretionary projects in a manner consistent with the AQMP to meet standards and reduce overall
emissions from mobile and stationary sources.

AECOM
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Mitigation Measure 4.3-1e: Reduce Exposure of Sensitive Receptors

The City shall implement the following measures to minimize exposure of sensitive receptors and sites to
health risks related to air pollution:

» Encourage the applicants for sensitive land uses to incorporate design features (e.g., pollution
prevention, pollution reduction, barriers, landscaping, ventilation systems, or other measures) in the
planning process to minimize the potential impacts of air pollution on sensitive receptors.

» Activities involving idling trucks shall be oriented as far away from and downwind of existing or
proposed sensitive receptors as feasible.

Strategies shall be incorporated to reduce the idling time of diesel engines through alternative
technologies such as IdleAire, electrification of truck parking, and alternative energy sources for TRUs to
allow diesel engines to be completely turned off.

Implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.3-1a. 4.3-1b, 4.3-1c, 4.3-1d, and 4.3-1e would substantially lessen
impacts related to air quality. However, the project area lies in a nonattainment air basin and growth associated
with Draft General Plan implementation will continue to contribute pollutant emissions in that nonattainment
context. Emissions of criteria air pollutants and precursors would still exceed significance thresholds; for this
reason, and because of the nonattainment status of the Basin, such emissions could conflict with the AQMP.
Therefore, implementation of the General Plan would not reduce project and cumulative level air quality effects to
a less than significant level even with the incorporation of these mitigation measures.

Impact 4.3-2: Violation of an Air Quality Standard ~ Short Term

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings, the project’s short-
term (construction-related) air quality impacts are significant and unavoidable at the project and cumulative level.

Because the Draft General Plan identifies future land uses rather than providing for specific development
proposals, construction-related emissions that may occur at any one time in the planning area are speculative and
cannot be accurately determined. Assuming relatively robust economic conditions over the next 20 to 25 years,
construction activity would occur throughout the planning area, but the rate of development cannot be anticipated.
Construction-related emissions could lead to violation of an applicable air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation. Construction-related activities associated with
implementation of the proposed General Plan would result in emissions of criteria air pollutants and precursors
from site preparation (e.g., demolition, excavation, grading, and clearing); exhaust from off-road equipment,
material delivery trucks, and worker commute vehicles; vehicle travel on roads; and other miscellaneous activities
(e.g., building construction, asphalt paving, application of architectural coatings, and trenching for utility
installation). This is a significant impact.

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings, Mitigation
Measures 4.3-1a and 4.3-1b (described above under Impact 4.3-1) are feasible and will reduce the project’s short-
term (construction-related) impacts. Although the City will apply SCAQMD’s significance thresholds to
individual projects as they are brought forward, construction-related emissions of criteria air pollutants and
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precursors could still exceed significance thresholds for individual projects. For this reason, implementation of the
General Plan would not reduce project and cumulative level short-term air quality effects to a less than significant
level even with the incorporation of these mitigation measures.

Impact 4.3-3: Violation of an Air Quality Standard —Long Term

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings, the project’s long-
term (operation-related) air quality impacts are significant and unavoidable at the project and cumulative level.

Regional area- and mobile-source emissions of criteria air pollutants and ozone precursors were modeled using
CalEEMod, which is designed to estimate emissions for land use development projects. Although the City will
apply SCAQMD’s significance thresholds to individual projects as they are brought forward, based on the
modeling conducted, operational activities of future specific projects allowed pursuant to the General Plan could
result in emissions of ROG, NOX, CO, PM10, and PM2.5 that exceed SCAQMD’s applicable thresholds. Thus,
operational emissions of these pollutants could violate or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation. This is a significant impact.

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings, Mitigation
Measures 4.3-1c, 4.3-1d, and 4.3-1e are feasible and will reduce the project’s long-term (operation-related) air
quality impacts. However, the project area lies in a nonattainment air basin and growth associated with Draft
General Plan implementation will continue to contribute pollutant emissions in that nonattainment context.
Operational emissions pursuant to implementation of the proposed General could violate or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation or lead to a cumulatively considerable net increase in
nonattainment pollutants. Therefore, implementation of the General Plan would not reduce project and cumulative
level air quality effects to a less than significant level even with the incorporation of these mitigation measures.

Impact 4.3-4: Impacts on Sensitive Receptors

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings, the project’s
effects related to the exposure of sensitive receptors to pollutants are significant and unavoidable at the project
and cumulative level.

Implementation of the Draft General Plan could potentially expose existing sensitive receptors along SR-79 to
criteria air pollutants, toxic air contaminants, and carbon monoxide. A variety of Draft General Plan policies are
intended to improve air quality and reduce air emissions. Impacts to sensitive receptors are largely related to the
future location of the SR 79 expressway in West Hemet; although the City would apply all necessary measures to
reduce risks to new sensitive receptors near SR 79, existing sensitive receptors along the SR 79 alignment could
still be affected, and this impact is considered significant.

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings, the following
mitigation measures are feasible and will reduce the project’s effects related to exposure of sensitive receptors to
air pollutants:
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Mitigation Measure 4.3-4a: Local Significance Thresholds and Dispersion Modeling

For new discretionary projects of 5 acres or less, The City shall require air quality analysis to use
SCAQMD’s Local Significance Threshold (LST) methodology to evaluate air quality impacts. For
discretionary projects that are larger than 5 acres, the City shall require dispersion modeling to identify
localized air quality impacts, potential for impacts on nearby sensitive receptors, and binding mitigation
to avoid or reduce potentially significant impacts.

Mitigation Measure 4.3-4b: Avoid Siting New Sensitive Receptors within buffers recommended by ARB

The City shall require disclosure of health risks for all other new sensitive uses proposed within distances
recommended by the Air Quality and Land Use Handbook (ARB 2005). To the extent feasible, the City
shall prohibit the placement of new schools, parks, day care centers, adult day care facilities, community
centers, and libraries within buffers recommended by the Air Quality and Land Use Handbook (ARB
2005).

Implementation of Mitigation 4.3-4a, and 4.3-4b would substantially lessen impacts related to air quality.
However, the project area lies in a nonattainment air basin and growth associated with Draft General Plan
implementation will continue to contribute pollutant emissions in that nonattainment context, and increased air
pollution in the vicinity of the SR 79 freeway could expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations. Therefore, implementation of the General Plan would not reduce project and cumulative level air
quality effects to a less than significant level even with the incorporation of these mitigation measures.

6.2.2 FINDINGS

The City Council finds that Mitigation Measures 4.3-1a (including additional measures proposed by SCAQMD),
4.3-1b, 4.3-1¢c, 4.3-1d, and 4.3-1e, 4.3-4a, and 4.3-4b are hereby incorporated into the project. As described in the
FEIR in “Conclusion” sections on pages 4.3-19, 4.3-20, and 4.3-24, these mitigation measures will substantially

lessen but not avoid the significant effects identified for these air quality issue areas in the environmental impact
report.

Mitigation Measures 4.3-1a. 4.3-1b, 4.3-1c, 4.3-1d, and 4.3-1e, 4.3-4a, and 4.3-4b will not avoid the project’s
significant air quality impacts (Impacts 4.3-1, 4.3-2, 4.3-3, and 4.3-4). The City is located in an existing
nonattainment region (South Coast Air Basin) and development pursuant to the General Plan would continue to
contribute to the larger regional air quality issue. Being that air quality is a regional issue, attainment would only
be achieved through the implementation of a long-range air quality management plan at the regional level. While
Mitigation Measures 4.3-1a, 4.3-1b, 4.3-1¢c, 4.3-1d, and 4.3-1e, 4.3-4a, and 4.3-4b will help to reduce the air
quality impacts associated with implementation of the General Plan, they would not reduce impacts to a level less
than significant. Therefore, conflicts with the SCAQMD Air Quality Management Plan (Impact 4.3-1), short-term
(construction-related) impacts (Impact 4.3-2), long-term (operation-related) impacts (Impact 4.3-3), and exposure
of sensitive receptors to air pollutants (Impact 4.3-4) are significant and unavoidable at both the project and
cumulative level. As set forth in the Statement of Overriding Considerations, these air quality effects are
acceptable in light of the project’s benefits.
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6.3 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

6.3.1 EFFECTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

The Final EIR discussed the effects and mitigation measures related to GHG emissions in Section 4.7.

Impact 4.7-1: Generation of Construction-Related Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings, the project’s GHG
emission effects from construction are significant and unavoidable at the project and cumulative level.

Neither ARB nor SCAQMBD provide guidance or a method to evaluate construction GHG emissions. Nonetheless,
due to the intensity and duration of construction of future land uses consistent with the Draft General Plan, new
construction would make an incremental, cumulatively considerable contribution to GHG emissions. Construction
would be temporary, but resulting GHGs would persist in the atmosphere. Although new regulations, including
the City’s Climate Action Plan (CAP), are expected to implement AB 32, and although existing regulations will
help reduce construction emissions throughout the state, GHG emissions associated with construction of future
land uses consistent with the Draft General Plan would result in a cumulatively considerable incremental
contribution to this significant cumulative impact. Therefore, this impact would be considered significant.

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings, the following
mitigation measures are feasible and will reduce the project’s effects on construction-related GHG emissions:

Mitigation Measure 4.7-1: Reduce Construction-based GHG Emissions

To further reduce construction GHG emissions, projects consistent with the Draft General Plan seeking
diseretionary approval from the City shall implement all feasible measures for reducing construction
GHG emissions recommended by the City and/or SCAQMD at the time individual portions of the site
undergo construction.

At the time of project review for discretionary approval from the City, the City shall require the
applicant(s) to implement the most current list of GHG reduction measures recommended by the City as
conditions of approval. The list of feasible measures must be established prior to the selection of a
primary contractor, to require that the ability of a contractor to effectively implement the selected GHG
reduction measures be inherent to the selection process.

The City’s recommended measures for reducing construction GHG emissions at the time of writing this
EIR are listed below. This list will be updated as new technologies or methods become available. The
project applicant(s) shall, at a minimum, be required to implement the following:

» Improve fuel efficiency of construction equipment:

* reduce unnecessary idling (modify work practices, install auxiliary power for driver comfort);

* perform equipment maintenance (inspections, detect failures early, corrections);
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* train equipment operators in proper use of equipment;
* use the proper size of equipment for the job; and
* use equipment with new technologies (repowered engines, electric drive trains).

Use alternative fuels for electricity generators and welders at construction sites such as propane or
solar, or use electrical power.

Use an ARB-approved low-carbon fuel, such as biodiesel or renewable diesel for construction
equipment. Emissions of oxides of nitrogen [NOX] from the use of low carbon fuel must be reviewed
and increases mitigated. Additional information about low-carbon fuels is available from ARB’s Low
Carbon Fuel Standard Program (ARB 2010g).

Encourage and provide carpools, shuttle vans, transit passes, and/or secure bicycle parking for
construction workers.

Reduce electricity use in the construction office by using compact fluorescent bulbs, powering off
computers every day, and replacing heating and cooling units with more efficient ones.

Recycle or salvage nonhazardous construction and demolition debris (goal of at least 75% by weight).

Use locally sourced or recycled materials for construction materials (goal of at least 20% based on
costs for building materials, and based on volume for roadway, parking lot, sidewalk, and curb
materials).

Minimize the amount of concrete used for paved surfaces or use a low carbon concrete option.
Produce concrete on-site if determined to be less emissive than transporting ready mix.

Use EPA-certified SmartWay trucks for deliveries and equipment transport. Additional information
about the SmartWay Transport Partnership Program is available from ARB’s Heavy-Duty Vehicle
Greenhouse Gas Measure (ARB 2010h) and EPA (EPA 20101).

Develop a plan to efficiently use water for adequate dust control. This may include the use of
nonpotable water from a local source.

The project applicant(s) for any particular discretionary project may submit to the City a report that
substantiates why specific measures are considered infeasible for construction of that particular
discretionary project and/or at that point in time.

Mitigation Measure 4.7-1 will help to reduce construction-related GHG emissions impacts of the Draft General
Plan but not to a less than significant level. Therefore, GHG emissions impacts are significant and unavoidable at
both the project and cumulative level.
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Impact 4.7-2: Increases in Greenhouse Gas Emissions from New Development

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings, the project’s GHG

emission effects from operation of new development are significant and unavoidable at the project and cumulative
level.

Future land uses consistent with the Draft General Plan would allow for up to 21,152 net new dwelling units and
up to 47,871 million net new non-residential square feet within the planning area. These uses would result in
increased generation of GHGs, which would contribute considerably to cumulative GHG emissions, would
exceed plan-level significance thresholds currently being considered by SCAQMD, and may conflict with the
ARB Climate Change Scoping Plan. The Draft General Plan also requires preparation of a CAP, which will
identify GHG emission reduction and adaptation strategies, including quantified GHG reduction measures. The
CAP will establish a comprehensive, communitywide GHG emissions reduction strategy for Hemet, The City
intends for the CAP to be a Plan for the Reduction of GHG Emissions, as defined in Section 15183.5 of the State
CEQA Guidelines. However, uncertainty exists whether, when, and to what degree the emission reduction
measures proposed in the Draft General Plan and future CAP would be implemented, and if the City would be
able to achieve AB 32 goals by implementing them. Adherence to state regulations, Draft General Plan policies
and programs and future preparation of a CAP would reduce both communitywide emissions and net new
emissions resulting from the Draft General Plan. However, due to uncertainty regarding the degree of Draft
General Plan and future CAP implementation, this impact is considered significant.

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings, the following
mitigation measure is feasible and will reduce the project’s effects on and operation-related GHG emissions:

Mitigation Measure 4.7-2: Early Actions to Reduce Land Use-based GHG Emissions

Implementation Program OS-P-34 and OS-P-35 require the City to develop and adopt a CAP. The CAP
will contain GHG emission reduction policies and measures to achieve communitywide GHG reductions
to 6.6 MT CO2¢/SP/yr by 2020 and 4.9 MT CO2e/SP/yr by 2030. The City intends to design the CAP to
function as a Plan for the Reduction of GHG Emissions, as defined in the State CEQA Guidelines
{Section 15183.5).

Until a CAP is adopted and before granting approvals for development projects that are: 1) subject to a
Specific Plan, or 2) considered projects of statewide, regional, or areawide significance (as defined by the
CEQA Guidelines) (“covered development projects™), the City shall take the steps set forth below:

(a) City staff shall: formulate proposed measures necessary for the project that demonstrate the ability to
meet any applicable GHG reduction targets adopted by ARB or SCAQMD at the time of application.
These measures may include but are not limited to the following;

(1) assess the project’s VMT and formulate proposed measures that would reduce the project’s VMT;

(2) assess the transit needs of the project and identify the project’s proposed fair share of the cost of
meeting such needs;
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(3) assess the project’s estimated energy consumption, and identify proposed measures to ensure that
the project conserves energy and uses energy efficiently;

(4) formulate proposed measures to ensure that City services and infrastructure are in place or will be
in place prior to the issuance of new entitlements for the project or will be available at the time of
development; and

(5) formulate proposed measures to ensure that the project is configured to allow the entire
development to be internally accessible by alternative modes of transportation.

(b) In conjunction with the public hearing on the project, the City Council shall review and consider the
studies and recommendations of City staff required by paragraph (a).

(c) The City Council shall consider the feasibility of imposing conditions of approval, including
mitigation measures pursuant to CEQA, based on the studies and recommendations of City staff
prepared pursuant to paragraph (a) for each covered development project.

(d) The City Council shall consider including in any development approvals, or development agreements,
that the City grants or enters into during the time the City is developing the CAP, a requirement that
all such approvals and development agreements shall be subject to ordinances and enactments
adopted after the effective date of any approvals of such projects or corresponding development
agreements, where such ordinances and enactments are directed by the CAP.

(e) The City shall complete the process described in paragraphs (a) through (d) above (hereinafter,
“Climate Impact Study Process™) prior to the first discretionary approval for a covered development
project.

Mitigation Measure 4.7-2 will help to reduce GHG emissions impacts pursuant to implementation of the Draft
General Plan but not to a less than significant level. The Draft General Plan includes policies and programs that
when implemented, will reduce and serve to mitigate the cumulatively significant impact resulting from
implementation of the Draft General Plan. In particular, Implementation Program OS-P-34 requires the City to
develop and adopt a CAP. The CAP will contain GHG emission reduction policies and measures to achieve
communitywide GHG reductions to 6.6 MT CO2¢/SP/yr by 2020 and 4.9 MT CO2e/SP/yr by 2030. The City
intends to design the CAP to function as a Plan for the Reduction of GHG Emissions, as defined in the State
CEQA Guidelines (Section 15183.5).

No additional feasible mitigation measures beyond Mitigation Measure 4.7-2 and those proposed in the Draft
General Plan are available to reduce GHG emissions. Therefore, GHG emissions impacts are significant and
unavoidable at both the project and cumulative level.

6.3.2 FINDINGS

The City Council finds that Mitigation Measures 4.7-1 and 4.7-2 are hereby incorporated into the project. As
described in Section 4.7.3 of the FEIR, these mitigation measures will substantially lessen but not avoid the
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significant effects identified in the environmental impact report for Impacts 4.7-1 and 4.7-2. Mitigation Measures
4.7-1 and 4.7-2 will not avoid the project’s significant GHG emissions impacts, and these impacts would remain
significant and unavoidable. As set forth in the Statement of Overriding Considerations, construction and
operational GHG emissions impacts (Impacts 4.7-1 and 4.7-2) are acceptable in light of the project’s benefits.

6.4 NOISE

6.4.1 EFFECTS AND MITIGATION MIEASURES

The Final EIR discussed the effects and mitigation measures related to Noise in Section 4.11.

Impact 4.11-2: Transportation Noise Levels

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings, the project’s effects
related to exposure to traffic noise would be significant and unavoidable at the project and cumulative level.

Long-term traffic noise levels would exceed standards and create a substantial permanent increase in ambient
noise levels at existing and proposed noise-sensitive receptors. Future land uses consistent with the Draft General
Plan would create new vehicle trips that would increase existing noise levels substantially (+3 dBA) above
ambient noise levels affecting sensitive receptors. This impact would be significant.

Exterior noise levels at 100 feet from roadway centerlines could be above 65 db, which is identified as an
acceptable exterior level for some sensitive receptors. Although implementation of Draft General Plan policies
and programs would reduce traffic noise impacts on new development, because design features (e.g., insulation;
windows and doors; exterior berms, landscaping, and sound barriers) would be required, exterior noise levels
would still increase more than the standards in Table 4.11-9, and exterior noise levels at 100 feet from roadway
centerlines could still be above 65 db. The increases in noise levels would also affect existing development that is
located adjacent to larger roadways. Although the City would require implementation of barriers and other noise
controls in new development, existing sensitive receptors could be exposed to excessive roadway noise. Although
implementation of Draft General Plan policies and programs would reduce the impact of transportation noise on
sensitive receptors these effects could still occur, especially for existing development. The Draft General Plan
would have a significant and unavoidable impact related to traffic noise exposure.

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings, no feasible
mitigation measures are available to reduce the project’s effects related to exposure of existing sensitive receptors
to traffic noise.

6.4.2 FINDINGS

The City Council finds that no feasible mitigation measures beyond the policies and programs which are already a
part of the project are available to lessen or avoid the significant effects identified for transportation noise impacts
(Impact 4.11-2) in the environmental impact report. Therefore, exposure of sensitive receptors to traffic noise is a
significant and unavoidable impact at both the project and cumulative level. As set forth in the Statement of
Overriding Considerations, these noise effects are acceptable in light of the project’s benefits.
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6.5 TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION

6.5.1 EFFECTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

The Final EIR discussed the effects and mitigation measures related to traffic and transportation in Section 4.13.

Impact 4.13-1: Peak Hour Intersection Level of Service

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final FIR and the record of proceedings, the project’s

effects on peak-hour intersection level of service are significant and unavoidable at the project and cumulative
level.

Implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in two intersections (Sanderson Avenue at Devonshire and
Florida Avenues) operating at unacceptable LOS E or LOS F in 2030. As early as 1992, when the EIR for the last
comprehensive General Plan update was prepared, the City recognized that certain segments and intersections
would exceed LOS “D” ---- the voter approved LOS standard under Measure C. These segments include portions
of Florida Avenue, Stetson Avenue, and Sanderson Avenue. Consequently, the City Council approved a
Statement of Overriding Considerations for circulation for the 1992 EIR. Measure C incorporated these
problematic roads in the measure language with the result that while most intersections within the City need to
comply with the *D” level of service, portions of Florida, Sanderson and Stetson do not need to comply. The
traffic study prepared for the Draft General Plan shows LOS of E and F at the same areas along Florida Avenue
and Sanderson Avenue (but an improvement to acceptable service levels for Stetson Avenue). Specifically, the
Florida/Sanderson intersection and the Sanderson/Devonshire intersection would both exceed a “D” LOS at
buildout of the Draft General Plan. Widening to address this LOS deficiency could only occur if businesses along
Florida Avenue were acquired through eminent domain and demolished to allow roadway construction. In
developing the Draft General Plan, which actually reduces traffic impacts compared to the 1992 General Plan, the
City continues to accept LOS higher than level “D” for Florida and Sanderson for the same reasons as those
considered in 1992 and especially for the fact that the City believes that the costs of imminent domain and
demolition of existing business exceeds the benefits of slightly better capacity.

There is no feasible mitigation for these intersection LOS impacts within the existing right-of-way, and taking
additional right-of-way for vehicular traffic would be infeasible because it would require the demolition of
existing businesses, harming the City’s employment base. This impact would remain significant and unavoidable.

6.5.2  FINDINGS

The City Council finds that no feasible mitigation measures beyond the policies, programs, and improvements
which are already a part of the project are available to lessen or avoid the significant effects identified for these
intersection LOS impacts (Impact 4.13-1) in the environmental impact report. Therefore, peak hour intersection
LOS at two intersections (Sanderson Avenue at Devonshire and Florida Avenues) is a significant and unavoidable
impact at both the project and cumulative level. As set forth in the Statement of Overriding Considerations, these
traffic effects are acceptable in light of the project’s benefits.
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6.6 UTILITIES AND ENERGY EFFICIENCY

6.6.1 EFFECTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

The Final EIR discussed the effects and mitigation measures related to utilities and energy efficiency in
Section 4.14.

Impact 4.14-4: Sufficient Available Water Supply

Based on the information and analysis set forth in the Final EIR and the record of proceedings, the project’s water
supply effects are significant and unavoidable at the project and cumulative level.

Although all three of the water suppliers to the Planning Area (Eastern Municipal Water District [EMWD], Lake
Hemet Municipal Water District [LHMWD], and the City of Hemet) have identified adequate water supplies to
meet demand that would be created by future land uses consistent with the Draft General Plan, the long term
availability of these supplies is uncertain. Although all three agencies indicate adequate water supplies based on
their Urban Water Management Plans (UWMPs), EMWD and LHMWD rely on water from the Metropolitan
Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) for a portion of their supply. Potential climate change
effects, variable hydrology, environmental impacts in the Bay-Delta, and other factors underlie uncertainty
regarding Metropolitan’s water supply. Metropolitan is taking actions (including conservation programs,
increasing local storage and groundwater storage, and water transfers) to ensure an adequate supply, and the
successful implementation of these long-range actions would reduce the uncertainty surrounding Metropolitan’s
supply.

Future groundwater pumping activities in the San Jacinto Groundwater Basin may also be constrained compared
to assumptions made within the water agencies’ 2005 UWMPs. The Groundwater Management Plan has a goal to
increase public water supply from the basin by 15,000 AFY, and identifies management actions and physical
improvements to reach that goal. The City is taking actions which would help to sustain a groundwater yield that
meets increased water needs in the San Jacinto Valley, including infrastructure improvements, groundwater
recharge, water conservation, and increased use of graywater. However, in the short- and medium-term,
implementation of the Hemet/San Jacinto Water Management Plan could potentially require reductions of up to
10% per year, with a total reduction that could reach 35% of the base production rights for each provider serving
the planning area.

Actions described in the Draft General Plan, Metropolitan’s IRP, and the Hemet/San Jacinto Water Management
Plan present a range of activities being undertaken by multiple agencies to ensure reliable water supplies that meet
the future needs of the planning area. Furthermore, Policy CSI-2.2 and Program CSI-P.2 would preclude the
approval of development in the future which could not be supplied with an adequate amount of water.

Although implementation of Draft General Plan policies would result in water conservation and the requirement
for new developments to provide proof of adequate water supply, and the City is taking action to improve
groundwater recharge and supply, uncertainty surrounding future water supply to the planning area and southern
California as a whole results in a significant water supply impact, and no additional mitigation measures beyond
these actions would be feasible for implementation by a single jurisdiction. Thus, the impact related to adequate
water supply is considered significant and unavoidable at both a project and cumulative level.
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6.6.2 FINDINGS

The City Council finds that no feasible mitigation measures beyond the policies, programs, and improvements
which are already a part of the project are available to lessen or avoid the significant effects identified for water
supply (Impact 4.14-4) in the environmental impact report. Uncertainty exists in long-term water supply to
southern California and project and cumulative impacts would remain significant and unavoidable As set forth in
the Statement of Overriding Considerations, these water supply effects are acceptable in light of the project’s
benefits.
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7 FINDINGS REGARDING PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

Chapter 5, Project Alternatives, of the Final EIR discussed several alternatives to the proposed project in order to
present a reasonable range of options. The alternatives evaluated included:

» Alternative 1: No Project/Existing General Plan

» Alternative 2: Reduced Mixed-Use Intensity

» Alternative 3: Reduced Intensity Throughout the Planning Area.

To facilitate this comparison, the objectives of the project contained in Section 3.5 of the EIR are re-stated here:

» Objective 1: Update the General Plan to accommodate population and employment through 2030 in a manner
reflecting changing demographic shifts.

» Objective 2: Plan for a larger area which can accommodate new economic development and job-creating
industries focused in walkable, mixed-use areas, as well as offering increased housing opportunities to meet
diverse economic needs.

» Objective 3: Amend policies and the Land Use Map to reflect actual land use patterns, including preservation
of existing single-family neighborhoods outside the downtown core and mixed-use areas.

» Objective 4: Provide expanded recreational opportunities, especially around Diamond Valley Lake.

» Objective 3: Provide for a balanced land use mix within the city and planning area that supports industrial and
professional jobs.

» Objective 6: Accommodate growth that ensures long-term economic viability and promotes a high quality of
life for residents.

» Objective 7: Reflect “state-of-the-art™ planning practices that provide for reuse of existing areas, encourage
infill development, enhance pedestrian activities, and conserve valuable water, air, and energy resources.

» Objective 8: Develop strategic measures to facilitate renovation of older areas of the City, including
enhancement of established neighborhoods;

» Objective 9: Integrate new growth into the overall city fabric that complements, rather than competes with,
existing land uses;

» Objective 10: Provide a multi-modal circulation system which effectively moves people throughout Hemet
with minimal disruption to existing businesses and neighborhoods;

» Objective 11: Plan land uses to leverage outside transportation investments in Metrolink and SR 79
expansion; and
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» Objective 12: Provide a legally adequate General Plan that complies with State law.

The Council again ratifies, adopts and incorporates the full analysis, explanation, findings, responses to comments
and conclusions of the Final EIR.

7.1 ALTERNATIVE 1: NO PROJECT/EXISTING GENERAL PLAN
ALTERNATIVE

The Final EIR discusses Alternative 1 in Section 5.2.2, and compares this alternative with the project in
Section 5.3.

Alternative 1 assumes that the proposed General Plan would not be adopted and implemented. Instead, the
planning area would be developed according to the existing (1992) General Plan land use diagram (Exhibit 5-1)
and policies. The development capacity estimated within the 1992 General Plan would provide for a population of
307,026 in a smaller geographic area than is proposed in the Draft General Plan.

714 ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

Alternative 1 would result in 26,573 more residential units than the Draft General Plan. There would be 2.56
million less nonresidential square feet under Alternative 1 than envisioned in the Draft General Plan. Alternative 1
also addresses a smaller planning area than the Draft General Plan. The overall acreage designated for developed
uses (i.e., the acreage occupied by residential, commercial, industrial, office, and public land uses) would be 3,742
acres less than with implementation of the Draft General Plan.

This alternative would result in greater environmental impacts to the Draft General Plan in the areas of aesthetics;
air quality; cultural resources; geology, soils, and mineral and paleontological resources; greenhouse gas
emissions; hydrology and water quality; land use, population, and housing; noise; public services and facilities;
traffic and transportation; and utilities and energy efficiency. This alternative would result in similar
environmental impacts to biological resources. This alternative would result in lesser impacts for agricultural
resources and hazards and hazardous materials.

Therefore, Alternative 1 is not environmentally superior to the proposed project.

7.1.2 FINDINGS

Alternative 1 is infeasible as it would not meet the updated goals and policies clearly expressed by the City of
Hemet and set forth in the Draft General Plan such as creating mixed-use environments in new growth areas. The
City is committed to providing the community with a current, long-range planning document that is reflective of
the changing conditions and new state requirements (i.e., AB 32 and SB 375), as well as consistent with current
planning trends, as proposed in the Draft General Plan (Objective 7). The existing General Plan does not address
current planning trends or new state requirements. In addition, the existing General Plan would not meet most of
the Objectives identified for the project. Alternative 1 is designed to address Hemet’s needs as a retirement
community, and as such does not accommodate new population and employment in light of Hemet’s changing
demographic profile (Objective 1). This alternative would not accommodate economic development in walkable,
mixed-use areas (Objective 2) or support industrial and professional jobs (Objective 5). The Alternative 1 Land
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Use Map does not reflect actual land use patterns, and could result in changes to single-family neighborhoods,
contrary to Objective 3. This alternative would not provide expanded recreational opportunities (Objective 4).
Finally, Alternative 1 does not plan land uses to leverage outside transportation investments in Metrolink and SR
79 expansion (Objective 11).

Because of these factors, the existing General Plan would not adequately address the economic, environmental,
and social needs of the community. Therefore, this alternative is considered an infeasible alternative.

The City Council rejects Alternative 1.

7.2 ALTERNATIVE 2: REDUCED MIXED-USE INTENSITY

The Final EIR discusses Alternative 2 in Section 5.2.2, and compares it with the project, in Section 5.3.

This alternative is intended to reduce significant water supply, GHG emissions, air quality, transportation and
traffic, and agricultural resource impacts of the Draft General Plan. Compared to the Draft General Plan, this
alternative would reduce the intensity of development in currently undeveloped portions of the planning area,
including West Hemet. This alternative would also include construction of additional approach lanes at the
intersections of Sanderson Avenue with Florida and Devonshire Avenues beyond the configuration proposed by
the Draft General Plan. An additional approach lane in each of the four approach directions would be added at
each intersection.

In this alternative, proposed Mixed-Use Areas 1,2, 3 and 5 in the Land Use Element would be reduced to 60% of
proposed development capacity (including both dwelling units and non-residential square feet). Mixed-Use Area
4 (the Page Ranch area) would be removed, and would instead be designated for Agricultural use to conserve
Important Farmland in this area. Table 5-2 in the FEIR provides estimated dwelling units, non-residential square
feet, and population that would occur with implementation of Alternative 2.

Alternative 2 would result in 1,877 fewer residential units and 4,458 fewer people than the Draft General Plan.
There would also be 5.28 million less nonresidential square feet under Alternative 2 than envisioned in the Draft
General Plan. Although Alternative 2 would have potentially lesser environmental effects than the proposed
project under some issue areas, reducing intensity in Mixed-Use Areas would impede the City’s efforts to provide
residents and workers with a variety of transportation options, including transit and pedestrian travel. Higher

density and intensity development is also generally more energy efficient than lower density and intensity
development.

7.21 ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

This alternative would result in lesser environmental impacts to the Draft General Plan in the areas of aesthetics;
agricultural resources; air quality; cultural resources; geology, soils, and mineral and paleontological resources;
greenhouse gas emissions; hydrology and water quality; hazards and hazardous materials, noise; public services
and facilities; traffic and transportation; and utilities and energy efficiency. This alternative would result in similar
environmental impacts to biological resources and land use, population, and housing. Therefore, Alternative 2 is
environmentally superior to the proposed project.
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7.2.2 FINDINGS

Because Alternative 2 would restrict the amount of additional development in the mixed-use districts which are
intended to be the focus of employment development, this alternative would not achieve key project objectives.
With lower density in the mixed-use focus areas, these areas would not be conducive to transit or pedestrian
travel, and this alternative would not meet Objective 2, which requires accommodating economic development
and job-generating uses in walkable areas, Because the mixed-use focus areas disproportionately accommodate
the job-generating uses that the City seeks to balance its current abundance of residential housing, this alternative
would not meet Objective 5, which requires providing a balanced land-use mix. Because this alterative would
reduce the densities and intensities in areas along the proposed SR 79 expansion and near proposed Metrolink
stations, this alternative would not plan land uses to leverage outside transportation investments in Metrolink and
SR 79 expansion as required by Objective 11.

Alternative 2 is infeasible as it would not meet the City’s goals of improving the overall economic conditions and
economic future of the community. This alternative would apply lower intensities in the mixed-use focus areas
that are the primary location for job-generating uses in the planning area. Reducing intensities to 60% of those in
the proposed project would effectively remove about 40% of the potential square footage for job generating uses
in the plan and prevent the City from meeting its objective of a balanced land use mix. Therefore, Alternative 2
would not meet the economic, environmental, and social needs of the community to the degree of the land use
diagram proposed in the Draft General Plan, and Alternative 2 is considered an infeasible alternative because it
does not achieve the project objectives.

The City Council rejects Alternative 2.

7.3 ALTERNATIVE 3: REDUCED INTENSITY THROUGHOUT THE
PLANNING AREA

The Final EIR discusses Alternative 2 in Section 5.2.2, and compares it with the project, in Section 5.3.

This alternative is intended to reduce significant water supply, GHG emissions, and air quality impacts of the
Draft General Plan. Compared to the Draft General Plan, this alternative would reduce the intensity of
development in currently undeveloped portions of the planning area, including West Hemet.

In this alternative, all land use designations providing for residential units or non-residential uses would provide
for 15% less density or intensity compared to the Draft General Plan. Alternative 3 would result in 10,561 fewer
residential units and 25,178 fewer people than the Draft General Plan. There would also be 8.95 million less
nonresidential square feet under Alternative 3 than envisioned in the Draft General Plan.

7.3.1 ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

This alternative would result in lesser environmental impacts to the Draft General Plan in the areas of air quality;
greenhouse gas emissions; hazards and hazardous materials; noise; public services and facilities; traffic and
transportation; and utilities and energy efficiency. This alternative would result in similar environmental impacts
to aesthetics; agricultural resources; biological resources; cultural resources; geology, soils, and mineral and
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paleontological resources; hydrology and water quality; and land use, population, and housing. Therefore,
Alternative 3 is environmentally superior to the proposed project.

7.3.2  FINDINGS

Alternative 3 would restrict the density and intensity of additional development throughout the planning area,
including in the mixed-use districts which are intended to be the focus of employment development. With lower
density in the mixed-use focus areas, these areas would not be conducive to transit or pedestrian travel, and this
alternative would not meet Objective 2, which requires accommodating economic development and job-
generating uses in walkable areas. Because the City currently has an abundance of residential housing compared
to job-generating uses and this alternative would reduce the intensity of future job-generating uses, this alternative
would not meet Objective 5, which requires providing a balanced land-use mix. With the lower densities and
intensities proposed in this alternative, it would not accommodate growth to ensure the long-term economic
viability of Hemet as required by Objective 6. The reduced densities and intensities permitted by this alternative
could not support transit or pedestrian travel, and would require automobile use for most or all trips. Therefore,
this alternative would not provide densities supportive of a multi-modal circulation system which effectively
moves people throughout Hemet, as required by Objective 10. Furthermore, by reducing densities and intensities
in the mixed-use focus areas proposed at future Metrolink stations, this alternative would fail to leverage outside
transportation investments in Metrolink expansion as required by Objective 11.

Alternative 3 is infeasible as it would not meet the City’s goals of improving the overall economic conditions and
economic future of the community. This alternative would apply lower intensities in the mixed-use focus areas
that are the primary location for job-generating uses in the planning area, and the city has an existing abundance
of residential land uses compared to job-generating uses. Reducing intensities to 75% of those in the proposed
project would effectively remove about 25% of the potential square footage for job generating uses in the plan and
prevent the City from meeting its objective of a balanced land use mix. Alternative 3 would not accommodate an
adequate amount of job-generating land uses in mixed-use focus areas, or accommodate the City’s expected
growth. Therefore, Alternative 3 would not meet the economic, environmental, and social needs of the community
to the degree of the land use diagram proposed in the Draft General Plan, and Alternative 3 is considered an
infeasible alternative because it does not achieve the project objectives.

The City Council rejects Alternative 3.
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8 STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

The City Council has considered all potentially feasible mitigation measures to substantially lessen or avoid the
Project’s significant and unavoidable impacts. Where feasible, mitigation measures have been adopted as part of
the Project. The imposition of these measures will reduce the identified impacts, but not to a less-than-significant
level. The Council finds that it is not feasible to fully mitigate these Project impacts.

After review of the entire administrative record, including, but not limited to, the Program EIR, the staff reports,
and the oral and written testimony and evidence presented at public hearings, the City Council finds that specific
economic, legal, social, technological and other anticipated benefits of the Project outweigh the significant and

unavoidable impacts, and therefore justify the approval of the Project notwithstanding the identified significant
and unavoidable impacts.

The State CEQA Guidelines provide that:

“CEQA requires the decision-maker to balance the benefits of a proposed project against its
unavoidable adverse risks in determining whether to approve a project. If the benefits of the
proposed project outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects, the adverse impacts
may be considered acceptable. Where the decision of the public agency allows the occurrence of
significant effects which are identified in the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) but are
not at least substantially mitigated, the agency must state in writing the reasons to support its
action based on the Final EIR and/or other information in the record. This statement may be
necessary if the agency also makes the finding under Section 15091 (a)(2) or (a)(3). If an agency
makes a statement of overriding considerations, that statement should be included in the record of
the project approval and should be mentioned in the Notice of Determination.” (Section 15093 of
the State CEQA Guidelines)

Pursuant to these Guidelines, and to the extent that any impacts from adoption of the Draft General Plan (the
project) are significant and have not been mitigated to a level of insignificance, the City of Hemet adopts and
makes the following Statement of Overriding Considerations regarding the potential unavoidable significant

environmental impacts of the project and the anticipated economic, social, and other benefits or considerations of
the project.

All of the project’s significant adverse impacts can be mitigated to a level of insignificance through
implementation of feasible mitigation measures identified in the Final EIR, except for the following significant
adverse impacts:

» Agricultural Resources — conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use, including cumulative effects

» Air Quality — compliance with South Coast Air Quality Management District Air Quality Management Plan;
violation of project-level air quality standards — short-term (construction related emissions); violation of air
quality standards — long-term impacts (operational emissions); exposure of sensitive receptors, and
cumulatively considerable increase in criteria air pollutants
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Greenhouse Gas Emissions — cumulatively considerable increase in construction and operation related GHG
emissions

Noise — potential transportation noise impacts on existing sensitive receptors, including cumulative effects
Transportation and Traffic — intersection level of service, including cumulative effects

Utilities and Energy Efficiency — water supply, including cumulative effects

These significant adverse impacts would remain even after implementation of all feasible mitigation measures
identified in the Final EIR. Thus, these significant adverse impacts are unavoidable.

The City has balanced the project’s benefits against the project’s significant and unavoidable impacts on air
quality, greenhouse gas emissions, noise, transportation and traffic, and water supply. The City finds that the
project’s benefits outweigh the project’s significant unavoidable impacts, and the impacts are therefore considered
acceptable in light of the project’s benefits. . The City Council finds that each of the overriding considerations
expressed as benefits constitutes a separate and independent ground for such a finding. Any one of the reasons
for approval cited below is sufficient to justify approval of the Project. Thus, even if a court were to conclude that
not every reason is supported by substantial evidence, the City Council will stand by its determination that each
individual reason is sufficient by itself. The substantial evidence supporting the various benefits can be found in
the findings within this document and in the documents found in the record of proceedings regarding this Project.

1.

The Draft General Plan, as proposed, would provide a long-range planning document for the City, fulfilling
the State laws related to General Plans, including setting a framework for compliance with the requirements
set forth in AB 32 and SB 375. The Draft General Plan would also comprehensively address changed
conditions in the City that have occurred over the past two decades, and would implement smart growth
principles, concepts of sustainable development and resource management, and environmental protection.

Pursuant to State law, the Draft General Plan identifies current and future housing needs and sets forth an
integrated set of goals, policies, and programs (in Chapter 11, the Housing Element) to assist in the
preservation, improvement, and development of housing to meet the needs of all income segments of the
community. For example, Program H-3b calls for the City to maintain an inventory of available sites for
construction of housing, including infill sites.

Through the land use policy map and related policies and programs in Chapter 2, the Land Use Element, the
Draft General Plan would promote economic development and a broad range of employment opportunities in
Hemet by increasing opportunities for the development of commercial, office, and retail, primarily in mixed-
use areas. Section 2.6 of the Land Use Element identifies six mixed-use areas for future growth, and
identifies a process for those mixed-use areas to develop while maintaining a balance of land uses, integrating
with surrounding land uses, and complying with requirements of the Western Riverside Multiple-Species
Habitat Conservation Plan. For example, the West Hemet Mixed-Use Area identifies retail/commercial and
office uses on 75% of the available acreage, and policy LU-9.6 focuses the majority of the land area within
West Hemet to accommodate employment based uses including business parks, office, clean industrial and
high tech, light manufacturing, medical, regional and community commercial, hospitality, education and
professional schools, and other employment-generating uses to build a stronger, healthier City economy..
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4. The Draft General Plan would encourage sustained economic growth recognizing the importance of economic
generators, job generators and a balance between jobs and housing, as described in Chapter 2, the Land Use
Element. Section 2.11.1 outlines four key economic development strategies (focused efforts, realignment of
SR-79 and Metrolink expansion, retention and expansion of the employment base, and attracting new
businesses that benefit Hemet) which are woven into policies and programs throughout the plan to achieve an
economically successful community. As an example, Goal LU-11 and related policies call for the City to
build a strong and diversified economic base, and policies LU-9.4 and LU-9.5 express the City’s support for
SR-79 realignment and the development of a Metrolink station in West Hemet, respectively.

5. The Draft General Plan would promote a high quality of life for the community by ensuring that future
development is provided with adequate public facilities and services when that development occurs, as
described in Chapter 5, Community Services and Infrastructure Element. For example, Policy CSI-1.2 ensures
that new development and redevelopment provides infrastructure for water, sewer, and stormwater that
adequately serves the proposed uses and that has been coordinated with affected infrastructure providers.

6. The circulation system of the Draft General Plan strategically links land use and transportation to make
efficient use of the existing system and leverage future transportation improvements, including Metrolink rail
expansion. The Draft General Plan includes an increased focus on the pedestrian, transit, and bicycling
environment in the City of Hemet. For example, Policy C-4.5 would require new development to include
opportunities for alternative transportation, such as bicycle paths, pedestrian connections, bicycle storage, and
other facilities such as NEV paths, and charging stations.

7. Through its conservation policies and programs in Chapter 2, the Land Use Element, and Chapter 5, the
Community Services and Infrastructure Element, the Draft General Plan would help promote energy
efficiency, the conservation of water resources, and encourage the reduction of waste through recycling. For
example, policy LU-2.12 requires connections and use of recycled water facilities where possible to irrigate
public landscapes and create water elements that will add to community value.

Accordingly, the City Council adopts the Statement of Overriding Considerations, recognizing that significant
unavoidable impacts will result from implementation of the Project. Having (i) adopted all feasible mitigation
measures, as discussed in the Program Environmental Impact Report; (ii) rejected alternatives to the Project, as
discussed in the Program Environmental Impact Report; and (iii) recognized the significant unavoidable impacts
of the Project, the City Council hereby finds that each of the separate benefits of the proposed Project, as stated
herein, is determined to be unto itself an overriding consideration, independent of other benefits, that warrants
approval of the Project and outweighs and overrides its significant unavoidable impacts, and thereby justifies the
approval of the Project.
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9 FINDINGS ON MITIGATION MONITORING
AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Pursuant to Section 15091 (a)(1) of the CEQA Guidelines, the City finds that implementation of the mitigation
measures and project design standards identified as an appendix to the Final EIR would substantially lessen the
significant environmental effects resulting from the proposed project. These mitigation measures and design
features have been required in, or incorporated into the proposed project. In accordance with Section 15091 (d),
and Section 15097 of the CEQA Guidelines, which require a public agency to adopt a program for reporting or
monitoring required changes or conditions of approval to substantially lessen significant environmental effects,
the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program provided as an appendix to the Final EIR is hereby adopted as
the mitigation monitoring and reporting program for this proposed project.
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10 FINDINGS ON CHANGES TO THE
DRAFT EIR AND RECIRCULATION

10.1 CHANGES TO THE DRAFT EIR

In response to comments from the public and other public agencies, the project has incorporated changes
subsequent to publication of the Draft EIR. All of the changes to the Draft EIR are described in Chapter 7 of the
Final EIR.

10.2 FINDINGS REGARDING FINAL EIR

Pursuant to CEQA, on the basis of the review and consideration of the Final EIR, the City finds:

1

Factual corrections and minor changes have been set forth as clarifications and modifications to the
Draft EIR;

The factual corrections and minor changes to the Draft EIR are not substantial changes in the Draft EIR
that would deprive the public of a meaningful opportunity to comment on a substantial adverse
environmental effect of the Proposed Project, a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect, or a
feasible project alternative;

The factual corrections and minor changes to the Draft EIR will not result in new significant
environmental effects or substantially increase the severity of the previously identified significant effects
disclosed in the Draft EIR;

The factual corrections and minor changes in the Draft EIR will not involve mitigation measures or
alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in the Draft EIR that would
substantially reduce one or more significant effect on the environment; and

The factual corrections and minor changes to the Draft EIR do not render the Draft EIR so fundamentally
inadequate and conclusory in nature that meaningful public review and comment would be precluded.

Thus, none of the conditions set forth in CEQA requiring recirculation of a Draft EIR have been met.
Incorporation of the factual corrections and minor changes to the Draft EIR into the Final EIR does not require the
Final EIR to be circulated for public comment.
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CITY OF HEMET
Hemet, California

RESOLUTION NO. 11-016

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF
THE CITY OF HEMET, CALIFORNIA RECOMMENDING
CITY COUNCIL ADOPTION OF THE HEMET GENERAL

PLAN UPDATE 2030 (GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO.
11-002)

WHEREAS, the City of Hemet initiated a comprehensive update of its General
Plan, and a General Plan Update and Program Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
have been prepared to guide the future of the City by describing the goals and policies
regarding land use, community design, circulation, community services and
infrastructure, public safety, open space and conservation, recreation and trails, historic
resources, art and culture, and housing; and,

WHEREAS, along with these goals and policies are implementation actions
geared towards carrying out these goals and policies; and,

WHEREAS, the General Plan 2030 is a citywide document that is an integrated,
internally consistent statement of the official land use policy for the City of Hemet; and,

WHEREAS, the Program EIR (SCH #2010061088) prepared for the project
provides a description of potential environmental impacts of the proposed General Plan
2030 and recommends mitigation measures to reduce the impacts to a less than
significant level, where feasible; and,

WHEREAS, a Notice of Preparation for the draft EIR was circulated to the public,
responsible agencies, and other interested parties for their review and comment from
June 28, 2010 to July 27, 2010, as required by CEQA,; and,

WHEREAS, the draft EIR was prepared in accordance with applicable law,
including the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code of
Regulations Section 21000 et seq., and the CEQA Guidelines, 14 California Code of
Regulations Section 15000 et seq., and the draft EIR and General Plan Update were
circulated to the public, responsible agencies and other interested persons for their

review and comment from September 30, 2011 to November 14, 2011, as required by
CEQA; and,
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WHEREAS, written comments and oral testimony were received on the draft EIR
and General Plan Update during the 45-day review period including those given at the
public hearings before the Planning Commission; and,

WHEREAS, on October 18, 2011 and November 15, 2011, the Planning
Commission held duly noticed public hearings on the Comprehensive General Plan
Update 2030, and has considered all written and oral reports of staff and public

testimony on the matter, and such other matter as are reflected in the record of this
matter; and,

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Government Code Section 65354, the
Planning Commission is required to make written recommendation to the City Council
whether to approve, approve in modified form, or deny proposed general plan
amendments as made by an affirmative vote of not less than a majority of the total
membership of the Commission.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission of the
City of Hemet does Resolve, Determine, Find and Order as follows:

1. The proposed General Plan is consistent with the requirements of the
California Government Code regarding General Plans and the adopted
General Plan guidelines in effect as of the date of this resolution, and
ensures and maintains internal consistency with all of the objectives,

policies, general land uses, programs and actions of all elements of the
general plan.

The Hemet General Plan Update 2030 is a comprehensive update of the 1992
General Plan, which includes an update of existing elements, as well as the
addition of new elements. The General Plan 2030 comprises the following State
mandated and optional elements: Land Use; Community Design; Circulation;
Community Services and Infrastructure; Public Safety; Open Space and
Conservation; Recreation and Trails; Historic Resources; Art and Culture; and
Housing.

Development of the General Plan 2030 was a multi-year process and involved
extensive public participation in the form of public workshops, surveys and public
hearings. Based upon the public participation, ten vision statements were
established which guided the development of the goals and policies of the
General Plan 2030.
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The objectives of the General Plan 2030, as stated within the Draft Program
Environmental Impact Report, include;

Objective 1. Update the General Plan to accommodate population and

employment through 2030 in a manner reflecting changing demographic
shifts;

Objective 2: Plan for a larger area which can accommodate new
economic development and job-creating industries focused in walkable,

mixed-use areas, as well as offering increased housing opportunities to
meet diverse economic needs;

Objective 3: Amend policies and the Land Use Map to reflect actual land
use patterns, including preservation of existing single-family
neighborhoods outside the downtown core and mixed-use areas;

Objective 4: Provide expanded recreational opportunities, especially
around Diamond Valley Lake;

Objective 5: Provide for a balanced land use mix within the city and
planning area that supports industrial and professional jobs;

Objective 6: Accommodate growth that ensures long-term economic
viability and promotes a high quality of life for residents;

Objective 7: Reflect “state-of-the-art” planning practices that provide for
reuse of existing areas, encourage infill development, enhance pedestrian
activities, and conserve valuable water, air, and energy resources;

Objective 8: Develop strategic measures to facilitate renovation of older
areas of the City, including enhancement of established neighborhoods;

Objective 9: Integrate new growth into the overall city fabric that
complements, rather than competes with, existing land uses;

Objective 10: Provide a multi-modal circulation system which effectively

moves people throughout Hemet with minimal disruption to existing
businesses and neighborhoods.

The above described objectives are reflective of the community’s concerns,
issues, and priorities as expressed through the public participation process.
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Each element of the General Plan has been reviewed by City staff, the General
Plan Consultant and the Planning Commission for internal consistency and has
been determined to be internally consistent.

. The Proposed General Plan would not be detrimental to the public

convenience, health, safety, or general welfare of the City.

The General Plan 2030 will promote the health, safety and welfare of the City
through the listed goals and policies included within each Element. A Program
Environmental Impact Report has been prepared for the project and provides a
description of potential environmental impacts of the proposed General Plan
2030 and recommends mitigation measures to reduce impacts to a less than
significant level, where feasible. After implementation of General Plan 2030
goals and policies and the recommended mitigation measures, most of the
significant or potentially significant impacts associated with implementation of the
proposed General Plan 2030 would be reduced to a less than significant level.
Impacts in areas of Traffic and Circulation, Air Quality, Noise, Greenhouse Gas
Emissions, Agricultural Resources, and Utilities could not be completely
mitigated and would result in significant unavoidable impacts associated with
implementation of the proposed General Plan 2030. However, these identified

unavoidable impacts would occur to a much greater extent under the existing
General Plan.

. The Proposed General Plan is in compliance with the provisions of the

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

A Program Environmental Impact Report has been prepared for the project that
provides a description of potential environmental impacts of the proposed
General Plan and recommends mitigation measures to reduce impacts to less
than significant levels, where feasible.

A Notice of Preparation for the EIR was circulated to the public, responsible

agencies, and other interested parties for their review and comment from June
28, 2010 to July 27, 2010, as required by law.

The draft EIR and General Plan Update 2030 were circulated to the public,
responsible agencies, and other interested parties for their review and comment
from September 30, 2011 to November 14, 2011, in accordance with applicable
law, including the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public
Resources Code Section 21000 et seq., and the CEQA Guidelines, 14 California

Code of Regulations Section 15000 et seq., and other applicable laws and
regulations.

Planning Commission Resolution No. 11-016
DRAFT PROGRAM EIR FOR GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030 (EA 11-002)
GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030 (GPA 11-002)
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The program EIR for the General Plan 2030 addresses all related environmental
concerns in compliance with CEQA, including but not limited to the following:

Aesthetics

Agricultural Resources

Air Quality

Biological Resources

Cultural Resources

Geology, Soils, Mineral and Paleontological Resources
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Hydrology and Water Resources
Land Use, Population, and Housing
Noise

Public Services and Facilities

Traffic and Transportation

Public Utilities and Energy Efficiency
Theoretical Buildout

Written comments and oral testimony were received on the draft EIR during the
45-day review period, including those given at the public hearing before the
Planning Commission. Written responses to comments were prepared in
accordance with CEQA in order to address comments submitted on the draft EIR
and are included in the final EIR.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that based on the written information provided, the
public comments received and the findings stated above, the Planning Commission
hereby recommends that the City Council take the following action:

1. Accept the Draft Program Environmental Impact Report for the Hemet
General Plan 2030 (SCH No. 2010061088), subject to responses to
comments received and the preparation of the Final EIR;

2. Adopt the Hemet General Plan 2030 (GPA 11-002) as presented to the
Planning Commission at the hearing on November 15, 2011 and referenced
as Exhibit A, and including the incorporation of changes noted in the Errata
Package and the supplemental errata package distributed at the November
15, 2011 Planning Commission meeting, which is attached hereto and
incorporated herein as Exhibit B, as visualized in the updated Land Use Plan
Map including the modifications to the Land Use Plan recommended by the
Planning Commission, and modifications to other General Plan maps, which
are attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit C.

Planning Commission Resolution No. 11-016
DRAFT PROGRAM EIR FOR GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030 (EA 11-002)
GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030 (GPA 11-002)
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PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 15" day of November 2011 by the
following vote:

AYES: Chairman Gifford, Vice Chairman Deuber and Commissioners Overmyer,
Rogers and Thompson
NOES: None

ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: None

TN

John\GTffé’r//Oﬁalr an

Hemet Plannlng Commission

ATTEST:

ancie Shaw, rds Secretary
Hemet Planning Commission

Planning Commission Resolution No. 11-016
DRAFT PROGRAM EIR FOR GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030 (EA 11-002)
GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030 (GPA 11-002)
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Attachment 4

Planning Commission
Resolution No. 11-019

Recommending
Certification of the Final EIR
and adopftion of the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program,
Findings of Fact and Statement of
Overriding Considerations
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CITY OF HEMET
Hemet, California

RESOLUTION NO. 12-001

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF
THE CITY OF HEMET, CALIFORNIA, RECOMMENDING
THAT THE CITY COUNCIL CERTIFY THE FINAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (ENVIRONMENTA
ASSESSMENT NO. 11-002) (SCH #2010061088), ADOPT
A MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM, ADOPT A
STATEMENT OF FACTS AND FINDINGS, AND ADOPT A
STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS
REGARDING THE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OF THE
CITY OF HEMET GENERAL PLAN 2030
COMPREHENSIVE UPDATE.

WHEREAS, the City of Hemet initiated a comprehensive update of its General
Plan, and a Program Environmental Impact Report (EIR) to assess the potential
environmental impacts of the proposed City of Hemet General Plan 2030; and

WHEREAS, the proposed General Plan 2030 is considered a “project” as defined
by the California Environmental Quality Act, Public Resources Code § 21000 et seq.
(“CEQA"); and,

WHEREAS, a Notice of Preparation for the Draft Program EIR was circulated to
the public, responsible agencies, and other interested persons for their review and
comment for a 30-day period commencing on June 28, 2010, and a noticed public
scoping meeting was held on July 14, 2010; and

WHEREAS, the Draft Program EIR was prepared in accordance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public resources code Section 21000 et
seq., and the CEQA Guidelines, 14 California Code of regulations Section 15000 et
seq.; and,

WHEREAS, upon completion of the Draft Program EIR, the City provided a
Notice of Completion to the State Clearinghouse on September 30, 2011 as required
under CEQA Guidelines § 15085 and published a Notice of Availability on September
30, 2011 as required under CEQA Guidelines § 15087; and,

Planning Commission Resolution No. 12-001
FINAL PROGRAM EIR FOR GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 11-002 FOR GPA 11-002
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WHEREAS, the Draft Program EIR was circulated to the public, responsible
agencies and other interested parties as required by CEQA Guidelines § 15087 for a
period of 45 days commencing on September 30, 2011 and closing on November 14,
2011 in accordance with CEQA Guidelines § 15105(a); and,

WHEREAS, at or before the close of the public comment period the City received
fifteen (15) comment letters regarding the Draft Program EIR; and,

WHEREAS, the Hemet Planning Commission conducted duly noticed public
hearings on October 18, 2011, November 15, 2011, and January 17, 2012, at which
time it received public testimony concerning the Draft General Plan 2030 and the
Program EIR;, and

WHEREAS, having considered all public testimony and written and oral reports
and documents provided by staff, and all other documents comprising the Final
Program EIR, including the Draft EIR as amended and the Responses to Comments,
the related Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, and the Findings and
Statement of Overriding Considerations,

NOW THEREFORE, the Planning Commission of the City of Hemet, does hereby
resolve, determine and order as follows:

SECTION 1. FINDINGS.

The Planning Commission, in light of the whole record before it, including but not limited
to, the EIR, all documents incorporated by reference therein, any comments received
and responses provided, the Mitigation Monitoring Program, the Statement of Facts and
Findings, the Statement of Overriding Considerations and other substantial evidence
(within the meaning of Public Resources Code § 21080(e) and § 21082.2) within the
record and/or provided at the public hearing, hereby finds and determines that:

1. Preparation and Public Notice of EIR: An Environmental Impact Report was
prepared and noticed for the City of Hemet General Plan 2030 Update in
accordance with Public Resources Code § 21080(d) and § 21082.2 and the EIR
was prepared and processed in accordance with the California Environmental
Quality Act (Public Resources Code § 21000 et seq.), the CEQA Guidelines (14
California Code of Regulations § 15000 et seq.), and the local CEQA Guidelines
and Thresholds of Significance adopted by the City of Hemet.

2 Review Period: The City has complied with CEQA Guidelines §§ 15087 and
15105 by making the Draft EIR available to the public for review for the required
period of time.

8 Response to Comments: The City has responded to all written comments
received during the public review period and included both comments and
responses as part of the EIR. In response to these comments, the City has

Planning Commission Resolution No. 12-001
FINAL PROGRAM EIR FOR GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 11-002 FOR GPA 11-002
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made minor revisions to the EIR. These revisions are identified in the responses
and do not constitute significant additional information and do not require
recirculation of the EIR.

Avoidance / Reduction Significant Effects: The EIR identifies potentially
significant effects on the environment that could result if the project were adopted
without changes or alterations in the project and imposition of mitigation
measures. Based thereon, the Planning Commission further finds that:

(a) Changes, alterations, and mitigation measures have been
incorporated into, or imposed as mitigation on the project.

(b)  These changes, alterations, and mitigation measures will avoid the
significant environment effects identified in the EIR or lessen their
impact below the threshold of significance.

(c) These changes, alterations, and mitigation measures are fully
enforceable because they have either resulted in an actual change
to the project as proposed or they have been imposed as mitigation
measures, policies and implementation measures within the
General Plan 2030.

(d) The City has prepared a Mitigation Monitoring Program to track
compliance with these changes, alterations, and mitigation
measures.

Environmental Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations:
Approval of the project will result in significant effects on the environment even
though most potentially significant effects identified in the EIR will be mitigated
through Goals, Policies, Implementation Measures, and mitigation measures,
pursuant to Section 15092 of the CEQA Guidelines. However, these significant
effects will be eliminated or substantially lessened where feasible, and the
remaining significant effects are found to be unavoidable under Section 15091
and acceptable due to overriding considerations under Section 15093. The City
has balanced the economic, legal, social, technological, and other benefits of the
project against the unavoidable environmental risks that may result, and finds
that the specific economic, legal, social, technological, and other benefits
outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects.

Independent Judgment: The EIR reflects the independent judgment and
analysis of the City as Lead Agency under CEQA.

SECTION 2. PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION.

Based on the foregoing findings, and on substantial evidence in the whole of the record,
the Planning Commission hereby takes the following actions:

Planning Commission Resolution No. 12-001
FINAL PROGRAM EIR FOR GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 11-002 FOR GPA 11-002

Page 3 of 4

IA\COMMON\PLAN\Planning Commission\PC Project Resolutions'2012112-001 (EA11-002 for FEIR related to GPA11-002 for CGPU 2030).doc



W ~ND g ON-—

11
12

13
14
15
16
17

18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41

Certify Final Program EIR: The Planning Commission recommends that the
City Council approve and certify the Final Environmental Impact Report
(Environmental Assessment No. 11-002) (SCH NO. 2010061088) for the City of
Hemet General Plan 2030 Comprehensive Update (General Plan Amendment
No. 11-002), attached as Exhibit 1A.

Adopt MMP: The Planning Commission recommends that the City Council
approve and adopt the Mitigation Monitoring Program for the EIR attached as
Exhibit 1B.

Adopt Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations: The
Planning Commission recommends that the City Council approve and adopt the
Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations for the EIR
attached as Exhibit 1C.

Notice of Determination: The Planning Commission recommends that, in
compliance with Public Resources Code § 21152 and CEQA Guidelines § 15094,
the City Council direct the Community Development Director to prepare a Notice
of Determination concerning certification of the Final EIR, and within five (5) days
of project approval, file the Notice with the Riverside County Clerk for posting.

Location: The Planning Commission recommends that the Final Environmental
Impact Report (Environmental Assessment No. 11-002) (SCH NO. 2010061088)
and all documents incorporated therein and forming the record of decision
therefore, be filed with the Hemet Planning Department at the Hemet City Hall,
445 E. Florida Avenue, Hemet, California, 92543 and be made available for
public review upon request.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 17" day of January 2012 by the

following vote:

AYES:

NOES

Chairman Gifford, Vice Chairman Deuber, and Commissioners Overmyer
and Rogers

: None

ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: None

John Gifford, Chairman
Hemet Planning Commission

ATTEST:

Nancie Shaw, Records Secretary
Hemet Planning Commission

Planning Commission Resolution No. 12-001
FINAL PROGRAM EIR FOR GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2030
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 11-002 FOR GPA 11-002
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Public Correspondence
received on the
Draft General Plan 2030




Attachment 5.1

Comment Letters from
Members of the Public




Comments Received from Members of the Public

on General Plan 2030:
COMMENT
TOPICIAREA FROM RECEIVED VIA DATE RECEIVED
Presentation Letter
General / Hwy 79 Gene Hikel dated October 18, October 18, 2011
2011 at PC Meeting
; ; Jeff Slepski / City of Email dated
Recreation and Trails Hamat Park Comimission | Noveenbir 3,201 November 3, 2011
Recreation and Trails Email dated
(Bike Trails) Chad Walton November 4, 2011 November 4, 2011
Introduction / Land -
A g Email dated
Use / Historic Mary Whitney November 9, 2011
RasolUrcas November 9, 2011
Recreation and Trails
(Tree removal & Chuck Wright Letter — Not dated November 10, 2011

replacement)

Ef;;rssgg%:g Trats Donald G. Ogden E?:;:s;?% 2011 November 11, 2011
Recreation and Trails | Pete Kirkham E?\?e”rr(]jt?é?i 1, 2011 November 11, 2011
EBE;ES?::{;;‘ nd Trails Kevin Wade Tumner E?\?e”nggéﬁ 22011 November 12, 2011
Frc;::i?:gerﬂforgestg) i E?f;;jt?:i 4, 2011 Hagemibir 14, 2011
General Jeff & Jeanette Grismer ﬁ':\f;lnfgéﬁ 5, 2011 November 15, 2011
Circulation Element Jim Muholland Phone call to staff December 13, 2011




GP PRESENTATION TO PCON 10/18/11

Chair Giitord, Vice Thair Deubey, and Cominissionars, My nams s Gene Hikel, |
arvs The Thair of he Four Seasons Comwranily Awarenesy Comnilies. ifvea 8405
Singh 5., Hemei CA.

Az you ave sWares s Four Seasons Community Avearshiess Conmmltfss s been
very sciive in the preparstion of the City of Hemet General Plan, We are sleased
0 se2 the rogulis. {hove skimmed through the Plan aol think Emests tha nedde
of Hemet and provides guideiines that will result in quality developmens,
Davelopment thet will provide guality iobs, quality shopping, guaifty amusem
and quality housing for the citizens of Hemet. {commend GPAL, siaff, andthe
consuitants for the hord work they put forth to wiite this document. tespacially
cormuend the Community Developiment Direcior, Deanns Siilancior the
izadershin she provided to ensure the City of Hermet Seneval Planwould he aplan
wia sould 5l be proud of,

Thiz is o comprehensive plan. suspect vou will receive requests to change parls
of the plan, usually for the benefit of cortain Interest groups. Twould hopeyou
wotd resfive a ot of pecpls contributed to the plan and they have worked hard
o Insure & benefifs ol the ciifzens of Hemet and will upgrade the gualliyoflife in
and sround Hemet, The GFAC consistad of representatives of o divesss grosia of
gitizens, These peopie worked hovd fo reach agreemenis shant varinus sspecis of
the plen. 1think they did an excallent iob. | hope vousgres,

We do have one concern. I appears an off-ramp for Highway 79 is scheduled o
be built ot Tres Corritos. This seoms o sivange placs becauss there Is no aceess
into Hamet. East of that off ramp is mountains and West Is very low density
estate type homas, ¥ ancther off ramp bs needed babween Florida and Esplanads,
the logical focation would be at Devonshire because Devonshice goes diractly into
Hemst,

Agsin, wa support the General Plan and hope you will adopt R sowe can begin
the provess of meking Hemset s great placs o five,
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From: Jeff Slepski <jslepski@msjc.edu>

To: <ngutierrez@cityofhemet.org>

Date: 11/3/2011 3:58 PM

Subject: COH: WWW INFORMATION REQUEST FORM

The following e-mail message was generated by a form
submitted on the hitp://www cityofhemet.org web site.
It was submitted by jslepski@msjc.edu (Jeff Slepski)
on Thursday, November 03, 2011 at 03:57:44 PM.

Name: Jeff Slepski

Address: 27895 Vista del Valle
City: Hemet

State: CA

ZIP; 92544

Phone: (951) 587-7546

email: jslepski@msjc.edu
contact me_by: e-mail
Message:

11/3/2011

Dear Members of the Planning Department,

1 would like to thank the Planning Department for taking the time to formally present the aspects of the
City of Hemet General Plan pertaining to Parks and Recreation to the Park Commission on Monday, Oct.
31st.

In reading through the Recreation and Trails element of the new General Plan, it was clearly evident that
the City Planners of Hemet have designed and detailed a promising future for our community. They have
provided direction through a quality plan that incorporates the values of our community and the potential
of our local setting. It is also obvious that the planners took the time to meticulously access the interests,
ideas, hopes and aspirations of the Hemet community and have integrated these ideas into a cohesive,
thoughtful and pragmatic plan.

I think that | can speak on behalf of all the Park Commissioners at the presentation in that we were
impressed with the plan and the willingness of the members of the Planning Dept. to elaborate, explain
and address any questions asked of them about the plan. We found the plan to be comprehensive, yet
coherent and well-articulated,

The work presented to the Park Commission demonstrates that the City of Hemet is a city that is
committed fo a optimistic future by identifying the interests, resources and opportunities unique to the
community. Furthermore, the plan embodies the values and culture that the citizens of the area have
clearly identified as important to them.

Hopefully the partnering of the diverse individuals, agencies and organizations of our area will help see
the goals detailed in the general plan, come to fruition.

Sincerely,

Jeff Slepski
Park Commission

submit: Send Message
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From: Chad Walton <chad.cjwgc@gmail.com>

To: <nshaw@cityofhemet.org>

Date: 11/4/2011 5:33 PM

Subject: COH: WWW INFORMATICN REQUEST FORM

The following e-mail message was generated by a form
submitted on the http:/iwww.cityofhemet.org web site.

It was submitted by chad.cjwge@gmail.com (Chad Walton)
on Friday, November 04, 2011 at 05:33:13 PM.

Name: Chad Walton

Address: 359 Cheshire Ln.
City: Hemet

State: CA

ZIP: 92544

Phone: 760.275.3254

email: chad.cjwgc@gmail.com
contact_me_by: e-mail
Message: Dear City

This is a positive comment due fo the fact that | ride all the trails everyday. This is one of my ways to’

train for my mountain bike racing season. More frails would be the best thing, because sometimes the
same frails get old.

Thanks
Chad
submit: Send Message

remote address: 75.215.11.157
remote host.  157.sub-75-215-11.myvzw.com

user agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.0) AppleWebKit/535.2 (KHTML, like Gecko)
Chrome/15.0.874.106 Safari/535.2

referer: http:/Mwww cityothemet.org/forms/planning_email.htm
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Nancy Gutierrez - Fwd: Draft
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General Plan
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From:  Nancy Gutierrez < NNNGGGGGNGNG—
To: <ngutierrez@city othemet.org>

Date: 11/9/2011 5:50 AM

Subject: Fwd: Draft General Plan

Begin forwarded message:

From: —
Date: October 17, 2011 11:29:11 AM PDT

To:
Subject: Draft General Plan

Nancy:

During the past weekend, I went through the following sections/chapters of
the Draft City of Hemet General Plan - Introduction, Land Use, Community
Design, Community Services, Historic Resources, and Art & Culture. I am
very much impressed with the above, especially the organization,
descriptions - some in great depth, and the concluding suggestions and
recommendations. It is a fremendous amount of work, and it shows.

The following are my suggested changes/corrections in the Introduction,
Chapters 2., Land Use, and 9. Historic Resources.

1.Introduction - On page 1.2 it is stated that "Hemet is one of the oldest
communities in Riverside County." And in Chapter 2, page 2-50, the
following is written, "Since Hemet's incorporation in 1910, as the second
oldest city in Riverside County, . . .." The following Riverside County

cities were incorporated before 1910: Riverside 1883; Elsinore 1888; San
Jacinto 1888; and Corona 1896.

2. Land Use - Chapter 2 page 2-48. The "Hub of the Valley" is discussed
and 1887 is presented as the beginning of the "Hub" or Hemet. As I pointed
out in an earlier e-mail, the town of Hemet was officially started in

1892. This took place after Mayberry and Whittier abandoned their first
townsite, South San Jacinto, when the California Southern railroad tracks
from Perris did not go to or through their South San Jacinto townsite.

Chapter 2 page 2-50. The suggested change in #1 above applies to this page
also, since "The Hub of the Valley" is again presented as starting in
1887.

3. Chapter 2 pages 2-50 and 2-51. Since the Hemet Heritage Foundation

(HHEF) is presented in Chapter 9, the Hemet Area Museum Association (HAMA)
given on pages 50 and 51 in the Land Use Chapter, is incorrect. In 2008,

HHF was incorporated after HAMA was disincorporated.
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4. Chapter 9 - Historic Resources, page 9-11. The Ramona Pageant is
presented as initiated by Hemet. This is not true. The daughter of the

owner of the San Jacinto Register first came up with the idea of San

Jacinto presenting a play abouit the book Ramona in the 4/12/1906 issue of
the Register. Seven years later, 6/19/1913, the Register again suggested

that the play be held as an annual outdoor pageant. In 1922, men from San
Jacinto and Hemet got together and started the Ramona Pageant in 1923.
Through the years, a great many San Jacinto people have done outstanding
service for and on behalf of the Ramona Pageant, one in particular was
Edward Poorman. The only reason why the play is presented in Hemet is that
that particular venue has the best acoustics in the San Jacinto Valley,

Hemet and San Jacinto have enough problems without starting another one!!!

If you have time tomorrow, stop by the Museum, and I will show you the map
I have of the South San Jacinto townsite before Mayberry and Whittier

changed their site and named it Hemet. My duty starts at 11:00 a.m and
ends at 3:00.

Mary



RECEIVED
NOV 10 201

PLANNING

Ms. Deanna Elliano, Community Development Director:
From: Chuck Wright, City Parks Commissioner.
Subject: Draft 2030 General Plan.

Here are some changes to Chapter 8 of the Draft 2030 General Plan that I think will have a
long term positive effect for the city.

\
Add language to‘chapter8 reqiiiring ‘the'tity to-identify funds to prowde replacement- - -
trees so the city can always comply with it’s pohcy of planting a tréé when one is removed.

Establish an annual tree replacement budget

ER -

Add language that tracks tree removal and replacement to ensure that the c1ty po]lcy is
being adhered to.

Without a method of tracking tree removal and replacement and the funds to buy
replacement trees the city will continue lose more trees than it plants.-

Add a new policy that establishes @ goal of planting 8iié trée a month instead of o onetree a
year on Arbor Day.

Respectfully Chuck Wright



(11/14/2011) Nancie Shaw - COH: WWW INFORMATION REQUEST FORM “Page 1 |

From: Donald G. Ogden <den_ogden@hotmail.com>
To: <ngutierrez@cityofhemet.org>

Date: 11/11/2011 12:28 PM

Subject: COH: WWW INFORMATION REQUEST FORM

The following e-mail message was generated by a form
submitted on the hitp://www.cityofhemet.org web site.

It was submitted by don_ogden@hotmail.com (Donald G. Ogden)
on Friday, November 11, 2011 at 12:27:44 PM.

Name: Donald G. Ogden
Address: 41450 Hyde Road
City: Hemet

State: CA

ZIP: 92544

Phone: (951) 216-5596

email: don_ogden@hotmail.com
contact_me_by: e-mail

Message: First 1 would like to thank everyone involved in the Hemet City General P!an Update. Thisis a
very extensive and professional plan which clearly has the public's interest at heart. | would like to
especially thank the people who put the Simpsen Park Plan together.

1 was attracted to Hemet by Simpson Park. | retired from the U.S.Forest Service after 35 years of service.
| spent half of my career as a Wild Land Firefighter. When we were not fighting fires we were working on
campground improvements, wilderness hiking trails and many other forest projects.| spent the other half
working in the Engineering Department on a construction crew. We built Fire Stations, Admin. Buildings,
Visitor Information Centers and even an ADA Fishing Pier. | have had the privilege to work on many
recreation sites throughout the San Bernardino National Forest. In comparison, Simpson Park is cne of
the best recreational sites | have been to. It is well maintained, clean and provides a wide range of
recreational activities for retirees, families and all who visit it. | am also an avid mountain biker(off road
cyclist). The Simpson Park Trail System is extremely well designed and provides some of the best
mountain biking experinces in Southern California. | and other volunteers have spent many hours
constructing, maintaining and improving this trail system for public use with safety being foremost. | fully

support the City's Plan to keep Simpson Park OPEN and THRIVING. THANK YOU ALL!l Don Ogden
submit: Send Message .

remote address: 75.215.109.14
remote host:  14.5ub-75-215-108.myvzw.com

useragent. Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 8.0; Windows NT 6.1; Trident/4. 0; GTB7.1; SLCC2; .NET

CLR 2.0.50727; .NET CLR 3.5.30729; .NET CLR 3.0.30729; Media Center PC 6.0: BRI/1; BRI/2:
.NET4.0C)

referer: http:/fwww.cityofhemet.org/forms/gp2030_email.him
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From: Pete Kirkham <pdkirky @aol.com>

To: <ngutierrez@cityothemet.org>

Date: 11/11/2011 1:31 PM

Subject: COH: WWW INFORMATION REQUEST FORM

The following e-mail message was generated by a form
submitted on the http://www.cityofhemet.org web site.
It was submitted by pdkirky@aol.com (Pete Kirkham)
on Friday, November 11, 2011 at 01:30:31 PM.

Name: Pete Kirkham
Address: 28300 Vista Del Valle
City: Hemet
State: CA
ZIP: 92544
Phone: 951-719-9231
email: pdkirky@aol.com
contact_me_by: e-mail
Message: Thank you for providing such a comprehensive 'Draft 2030 General Plan' for the City of Hemet
for public review on the web. ' '

[ am a frequent user of trails in and around the City. | live about 1 mile from Simpson park. My family and
myself are constantly either hiking, running and mountain biking the local trails in and around the local
foothill areas which include Simpson Park.

After reading the Report, especially Chapter 8 which focuses on the master plan for Recreation and
Trails within our valley, | am very confident in the positive direction the city is aiming in this regard.

The residents of the Valley deserve and need a focussed plan for both recreation and trails, which would
include all trail users. | firmly beleive this Master Plan outline achieves just that.

Thank you again for the opportunity fo comment.

Pete Kirkham
submit: Send Message

remote address: 96.251.67.66

remote host: static-96-251-67-66.[sanca.dsl-w.verizon.net

user agent: Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 8.0; Windows NT 5.1; Trident/4.0; GTB7.1; .NET CLR
1.1.4322; .NET CLR 2.0.50727; .NET CLR 3.0.4506.2152; .NET CLR 3.5.30729)

referer: http://cityofhemet.org/forms/gp2030_email.htm



(11/14/2011) Nancie Shaw - COH: WWW INFORMATION R

EQUEST FORM

Pége ’LJ

BT

T

e . — e

From: Kevin Wade Turner <vegmanager@verizon.net>
To: <ngutierrez@cityofhemet.org>

Date: 11/12/2011 10:33 AM

Subject: COH: WWW INFORMATION REQUEST FORM

The following e-mail message was generated by a form
submitted on the hitp://www.cityofhemet.org web site.

It was submitted by vegmanager@verizon.net (Kevin Wade Turner)
on Saturday, November 12, 2011 at 10:33:15 AM.

Name: Kevin Wade Turner

Address: 26591 Chad Ct

City: Hemet

State: CA

ZIP: 92544

Phone: 951-927-1286

email: vegmanager@verizon.net

contact_me_by: e-mail

Message: Thank you to comment on the General Plan. Specifically, my comments are in regards to the
Recreation and Trails Element. | am very glad to see that the city has recognized the imporiance of
hiking and cycling opportunities for our community. As alluded to in the report, the Hemet area is getting
an excellent reputation for those of us that enjoy mountain biking because of the trails at Simpson Park, in
near-by Idyliwild and other close by venues. This popularity is good for our local businesses too, bicycle
shops, restaurants and other services. | strongly support the development of additional trails, such as the
proposed Pines to Vines Trail. 1 am willing to donate time and effort to help develop trails and perform

occasional maintenance. Thank you again for this opportunity to comment.
submit: Send Message

remote address: 71.110.7.117
remote host:  pool-71-110-7-117.Isanca.dsl-w.verizon.net

useragent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.0; WOW®64; rnv.7.0.1) Gecko/20100101 Firefox/7.0.1
referer: hitp://www.cityothemet.org/forms/gp2030_email.htm
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General Plan

From: Fugene Hikel <chikel@msn.com>

To: Deanna Elliano <delliano@cityothemet.org>
Date: Monday - November 14, 2011 4:27 PM.

Subject: General Plan
Attachments: Mime. 822

November 14, 2011

City of Hemet Planning Department
ATTN: Deanna Elliano
450 E. Latham

Hemet, CA 92546

Regarding: General Plan Update

Dear Ms. Elliano:

1 am the Chair of the Four Seasons Community Awareness Committee. We are
pleased to see Hemet is adopting a General Plan with a vision for the future that will
make Hemet a quality community to live, work and play. As you know we heartily
support the adoption of the Plan. However, it appears some wording in the Plan is

different from actions that have recently occurred. On Page 11-12 of the Housing
Element it states:

“Tres Cerritos Specific Plan/2011 Amendment The Tres Cerritos Specific Plan was
originally adopted in 1990. It was amended in 1999 and in 2004 and is currently being
amended to increase density and fo create a product more appropriate for Hemet’s
changing demographics. The amendment adds three planning areas designated for
higher density use that will produce 210 moderate-income units. Architectural designs

https://mail.cityothemet.org/gw/webacc?User.context=e6c623bc9ac51a6a3... 11/14/2011



General Plan Page 2 of 2

include various combinations of shared driveways, shared paseo entrances, and two
and three- story townhouses. The 931-unit project will be built in five phases.”

As you know, at the August 16, 2011 Planning Commission Meeting, the
Commissioners unanimously voted to deny Tres Cerritos East (Specific Plan
Amendment 06-001}). Instead they recommended the City Council consider a density
reduction in line with Alternative 3 in the EIR. On September 20, 2011 the
Commission approved to deny this SPA with Resolution Bill No. 11-014. In addition,
based upon our recent dialogue via email regarding Tuesday evening’s City Council
meeting on November 8, 2011, no further decision regarding SPA 06-001 has been
concluded at this time. Furthermore, it appears no further action will be taken untit
early next year. It is pre mature to assume Tres Cerritos East will be built as worded in
the General Plan. 1 would hope that the Planning Department will update the wording
of this section to more reflect the recent actions taken by the Planning Commission.

Sincerely,

Gene Hikel, Chair of the Four Seasons Community Awareness Committee
8405 Singh Ct.
Hemet, CA 92545

(951) 223-3543

https://mail.cityofhemet.org/gw/webacc?User.context=e6¢623bc9ac51a6a3... 11/14/2011



Page 1 of 1

Deanna Elllano Planmng Commlssmn Meeting November 15; 2011 at 6 00 p m. - General Plan

From: "Carlsbad Raceway" <carlsbadraceway@verizon.net>
To: <delliano@cityothemet.org>
Date: 11/15/2011 3:06 PM -

Subjeet: Planning Cmmmssmn Meeting Novembel 15, 2011 at 6:00 p m. - General Plan

Hello,

We are unable o attend the Council meeting to lodge our support of the general plan and more specifically

the provisions regarding Reinhardt Canyon. We are in faver of responsible development that provides for a
minimum of 5 acre lots in the canyon behind Four Seasons.

Thank you for allowing us the opportunity through e-mail to voice our support.

Jeff & Jeanneite Grismer
24291 Three Springs Read
Hemet, CA 92545

file://C:\Documents and Settings\delliano\Local Settings\Temp\XPorpwise\AEC27FF0CO... 11/15/2011



General Plan Comment.

Received by: Nancy Gutierrez, Contract Planner

Date:
Mode:

From:

Comment:

December 13, 2011; 3:30 pm
Telephone call to City Hall

Jim Mubholland, resident
Sunburst Senior Mobile Home Park

RTA has established its local transit hub on North Gilmore Avenue
between Latham Avenue and Devonshire Avenue. Previously located on
Hemet Mall property, the hub is now located on the street adjacent to the
Sunburst Mobile Home Park. At all times of the day and evening, there is
constant noise associated with a transit stop such as buses coming and
going and idling, horn honking, alarms, “high idle”, announcements,
people talking loudly, and mechanical noise. Additionally, there are bus
fumes, and increased incidences of litter, property damage, and petty theft.

Requests:

1. Add policies and implementation measures that ensure appropriate
locations for transit hubs with buffer zones between the hub and
residential uses. For example, could the transit hub be moved to Kirby
Street on the west side of the Hemet Mall?

2. Add policies and implementation measures that establish appropriate
performance standards at bus stops and transit hubs such as limiting
the number of buses per hour, reducing idling time, lowering
announcement volumes, prohibiting horn honking, keeping the stop
clean and tidy, and other “good neighbor” measures.



Attachment 5.2

Comment Letters from
Public Agencies




Comments Received from Public Agencies

on General Plan 2030:

COMMENT TOPIC/AREA FROM RECEIVED VIA | DATE RECEIVED
Land Use / Open Space and - ;

; < Riverside County Habitat | Letter dated

Conservation / Historic Resources / . \ October 31, 2011
Implementation Programs Conservation Authority October 25, 2011

' P - ; Emailed letter dated
Circulation Riverside Transit Agency October 31, 2011 October 31, 2011
Land Use / Community Services
and Infrastructure / Open Space Hemet Unified Letter dated

and Conservation / Recreation and
Trails / Historic Resources

School District

November 2, 2011

November 7, 2011

General - Land Use / Circulation /
Community Design

Riverside County
Department of Public
Health

Email dated
November 14, 2011

November 14, 2011

Open Space and Censervation /

Fred M. Roberts, Rare
Plant Coordinator —

Emailed letter dated

Land Use California Native Plant November 14, 2011 November 14, 2011
Society
. . .| Riverside County
Clrcplatlon { Land Use / Community Transportation Letter dated November 16, 2011
Design / Hwy 79 c o November 14, 2011
ommission
. Airport Land Use Letter dated
Public Safety Element Ciminiesin November 14, 2011 November 16, 2011
Appendix F - “Achieving a Healthy | Department of Emailed letter dated
Community, General Plan Policies” | Public Health December 13, 2011 December 13, 2011




RIVERSIDE COURTY HABITAT CONSERVATION AGENCY ¥

A Joint Powers Authiority RECEIVED
ocT 21 2%
RCHCA
Board of Directors October_ 25,2011 PLAN N i NG
- Ms. Deanna Elliano
City of Corona Community Development Director
Eugene Montanez City of Hemet
445 East Florida Avenue
City of Hemet Hemet, CA 92543
Linda Krupa
RE: City of Hemet Draft General Plan Update and Draft Program EIR
> . State Clearinghouse No. 2010061088
City of Lake Elsinore 2

Melissa Melendez

City of Menifee
Vacant

City of Moreno Valley
William H. Batey IL
Vice-Chairperson

Dear Ms. Elliano:

The Riverside County Habitat Conservation Agency (RCHCA) is the agency that
implements the Stephens” Kangaroo Rat (SKR) Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP).

The RCHCA examined the City of Hemet Draft General Plan Update and Draft
Program EIR and has the fol!owmg comments

Draft General Plan Update:

City of Murrieta 4
Alan Long s Page 2-9 last paragraph

The RCA is the Regional Conservation Authority
City of Perris
Mark Yarbrough » Page 7-9 Riverside County Integrated Project (RCIP) last line

The Community and Environmental Transportation Acceptability
Gity of Riverside Process is CETAP
Mike Gardner

e Page 7-10 Southwestern Riverside County Multi-Species Reserve should
. include the following information:

County of Riverside

Supervisor Bob Buster

Multiple ownerships comprise the Reserve that extends from
Diamond Valley Lake to Lake Skinner

This is a core reserve for the Stephens’ kangaroo rat under the SKR

City of Temecula HCP

gﬁgﬁ;’: sggwards The last sentence in the section should read, “Additionally, it offers
more than 10 miles of hiking and equestrian trails with the potential
for strategically expanding the trail system.”

City of Wildomar

g Rl e Page 7-10 through 7-11 Western Riverside County Multi-Species Habitat
Conservation Plan

Executive Director The Regional Conservation Authority (RCA) is comprised of member

Carolyn Syms Luna agency elected representatives
The area encompassed by the MSHCP includes the city of Wildomar

General Counsel and also the new cities of Jurupa Valley and Eastvale

Tiffany North

Deputy County Counsel

4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor e Riverside, California 92501 e (951) 955-6097
P.O. Box 1605 e Riverside, California 92502-16805 e Fax (951) 955-0090



= Page 9-9 Section 9.4.2
Should say 6,000 acres of sloping (not slopping)

e Page 12-2 final bullet
Should say MSHCP and add SKR HCP

Draft Program EIR

o Page 4.4-7 Stephens’ Kangaroo Rat Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP)
There are eight core reserves encompassing about 51,200 acres with
15,000 acres of SKR-occupied habitat
The land acquisition requirement under the SKR HCP has been met
Any private lands in and around the established SKR reserves are not
part of a reserve

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the referenced documents.

Sincerely,

Codip) shino Wume_

Carolyn Syms Luna
Executive Director, RCHCA

Cc Linda Krupa



Riverside Transit Agency
October 31, 2011 1825 Third Street
P.O. Box 59968
Riverside, CA 92517-1968

Deanna Elliano Phone: (951) 565-5000
Community Development Director Fax:  (951) 565-5001
City of Hemet

445 East Florida Ave

Hemet, CA 92543

Subject: City of Hemet General Plan Update

Dear Ms. Elliano:

Thank you for the opportunity for Riverside Transit Agency (RTA) to review the Draft
Environmental Tmpact Report for the City of Hemet. The proposed General Plan includes a
comprehensive set of goals and policies that is inclusive of ways to strengthen transportation and
circulation. Public transportation is an integral pait to building sustainable communities and the
recognition that has been given to it in the General Plan is appreciated. These include
coordination efforts with land use designations, improving corridors, allowing for multiple
modes of travel, and pedestrian-friendly access such as “complete streets.”

‘We look forward to building on this foundation further through collaborative efforts with the
city. The update of your General Plan comes at an opportune time as RTA will be conducting a
Comprehensive Operational Analysis (COA) Study in 2012. The COA can be considered the
transit equivalent to a local jurisdiction’s general plan. As RTA progresses with the COA
process, planning documents such as this will be utilized to enhance existing and future public
transit services and stakeholders such as local cities will be encouraged to participate.

Upon reviewing your draft General Plan, following is a list of additional elements that may be
recognized to advance public fransit.

Integrate methods that will allow buses to stop at transit stops while not disrupting
vehicular traffic.
o One strategy is to having the outer traffic lane twenty feet wide, including the
bike lane. While this creates a safer condition for the bus to stop, it also provides
a greater distance between pedestrians and vehicular fraffic.
o Incases where the outer lane is less than twenty feet wide, consider a turnout for
the bus at the stop location. (See Exhibit A for an example of a turnout design).
Have transit stops located at far side locations from intersections where traffic is likely to
be clear -allowing buses easier mobility (See Exhibit B for illustrations).
Similar to sidewalks, accessibility to transit stops must meet ADA requirements. A part
of that requirement is having a continuous paved connection to and from the stop. Most
commonly, these are sidewalks and at the stop itself, provide clearance for wheelchair
movement (See Exhibit C for examples).

o Provide amenities for transit users such as lighting, shelters and benches.



For more information on design guidelines for transit bus service please see RTA’s Design
Guidelines for Bus Transit document at www.riversidetransit.com under publications.

Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions by phone at (951)565-5166 or email at
Imoeluna@riversidetransit.com.

Sincerely,

Lorelle Moe Luna
Senior Planner



Attachment A:
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(Sidewalk designs should eliminate landscape buffering to comply with ADA law)



Dr. Steven A. Lowder
Superintendent

Dr. LaFaye Platter
Deputy Superintendent

Dr. Sally Cawthon
Assistant Superintendent

Vincent Christakos
Assistant Superintendent

Professional Development -
Service Center

1791 W. Acacia Avenue
Hemet, CA 92545
(951) 765-5100
Fax: (951} 7655115

Professional Development
Academy

2085 W. Acacia Avenue
Hemet, CA 92545
(951} 765-5100
Fax: (951) 765-6421

www.hemetusd.kl2.ca.us

Governing Board
Paul Balkom
Dr. Lisa DeForest
Marilyn Forst
Charlotte Jones
Bill Sanborn
Ross Valenzuela
Joe Wojcik

November 2, 2011

Deanna Elliano

Community Development Director ,
City of Hemet @E@Eﬂf ED
445 E Florida Avenue

Hemet, CA 92543 NOV 07 2

PLANMNING

Re: Draft 2030 General Plan Comments
Dear Community Development Director Elliano,

The Hemet Unified School District (HUSD) is in receipt of the Draft 2030 General
Plan. We are aware that the City has been working on this comprehensive update to
its general plan for years now. Congratulations on bringing the years of work to
fruition. We would also like to thank the City for allowing HUSD to be a part of the

General Plan Advisory Committee and also for allowing the District to give input to
the general plan update over the last few years.

Throughout the Draft General Plan is a theme of the City and HUSD working jointly
on various issues, for early planning for the future to avoid negative impacts before
they are on top.of us. This will work to the benefit of both the City and HUSD.

Following are HUSD’s comments to the Draft General Plan. While most are
grammatical in nature, HUSD is requesting several other changes, such as.existing
school sites not designated with the SCH land use be changed to reflect the SCH land
use. HUSD respectfully requests the following changes to the Draft General Plan:
Page iii Under “Hemet Unified School District” Tina “Koonz” is spelled
“Koonce”. '

Figure 2.1 -+ Change the land use designation to “SCH” for the following school

sites. These sites are all existing school sites owned by HUSD (Refer to attachments
A-E). ;

Site to Add as SCH Land Use APN
Bautista Creck 551-190-003
(Attachment A) 551-190-004
551-190-075
551-190-077
Cawston 444-100-013
(Attachment B)
HELP 443-222-014
(Attachment C) 443-222-015




Site to Add as SCH Land Use APN ]
Jacob Wiens/Santa Fe Ed. Center 443-163-001-
(Attachment D) 443-213-001
443-214-001
445-104-001
445-170-006
Little Lake 449-090-020
(Attachment E) 449-090-021

These changes would also affect Table 2.3, page 2-27, and other related tables and calculations.

Figure 2.1  Remove the “SCH” land use designation from a portion of Hemet High. This

portion is a single-family residence, not part of the school site and not owned by HUSD (refer to
Attachment F).

Site to Remove as SCH Land Use | APN

Hemet High - portion of 449-270-001
(Attachment F)

These changes would also affect Table 2.3, f)age 2-27, and other related tables and calculations.

Page 5-27  San Jacinto Unified School District also serves a small portion of the City of .
Hemet northwest of Park Ave and Meridian Street. In the second paragraph on this page add to
the sentence “The San Jacinto Unified School District serves an area of the City north of Menlo

Avenue and east and west of State Street and a small area northwest of Park Avenue and
Meridian Street.”

Page 5-27  Change the third paragraph TIUSD operates + elementary schools ﬁvexmddle
schools three hlgh sohools A : d

Ag&aﬂga—aﬁd—ld-yﬂs&ﬂd—respeeﬁvely ” 10 ‘I—IUSD operates 10 elementary schools four middle
schools, three high schools, two charter schools, and an alternative education site which
houses a continuation high school, adult education, independent study, and other
alternative education programs. An additional five HUSD schools are located outside the
Planning Area in Aguanga, Anza, Idyllwild and Winchester.”

Page 5-27 Change the first sentence of the fourth paragraph from “One of HUSD’s middle
schools is the Western Center Academy, a-charterseheel established in 2010 by HUSD in
conjunction with the Western Science Center.” to “One of HUSD’s charter schools, the Western

Center Academy, was established in 2010 by HUSD in conjunction with the Western Science
Center.”

Page 5-28 Several changes need to be made to the “Energy Conservation Opportunities”
section. In the first paragraph delete “ground and roof mounted”. Change the sentence “The
solar project ties together solar panels at 16 schools and other buildings.” to “The solar project

ties together solar panels at 17 schools and other sites.” In the last sentence change “build” to
“built”.

Figure 5.5 Change the symbol for Western Center Academy from “Middle School” (blue) to
“Alternative School” (purple).



Figure 5.5 Change the label for “Alessandro HS” to “Alessandro™.
Figure 5.5 Add an Alternative School at 136 N Ramona Street labeled “HELP”.

Figure 5.5 Add an Alternative School at 26400 Dartmouth Street labeled “HAAAT”
(adjacent to and south of Dartmouth MS).

Figure 5.5 Change the label of “FTLC/HHI/HAAAT/APA” to “Santa Fe Education Center”.

Page 7-26 The second paragraph from the bottom discusses “Active Solar” and states “In
2010, the Hemet Unified School District initiated a passive solar program...” Would the
construction of solar panels throughout the District be considered an “active solar” project?

Figure 8.1 The Exchange Club Park (#13) will be located at the southwest corner of
Mayberry Avenue and Fairview Avenue, not at the northeast corner, where it is shown on the

map. This park is also listed as existing. However, this park hasnot been funded and therefore it
has yet to be determined when it will be built. '

Page 8-11  Table 8.2 lists the “Exchange Club Park, Community Park”. This park has not
been funded and therefore it has yet to be determined when this park will be built.

(1=

23
HERE-Taces-permanent-crosure-necause- o O assoctated—w P Vi

Page 9-15 Delete the second to last sentence in the paragraph for Hemet Elementary School:
Thank you again for the opportunity to provide input to this comprehensive update to the City’s
General Plan. HUSD applauds the content as well as the effort the City has put into this

document. Should you have any questions or comments do not hesitate to contact me at (951)
765-5100 ext. 5465 or jbridwell@hemetusd.k12.ca.us.

Sincerely,

=~

oL
SESSE B DELC

Jesse Bridwell
Facilities Planner -
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From: Miguel Angel Vazquez <mvazquez@rivcocha.org>.
To: <ngutierrez@cityofhemet.org>

Date: 11/14/2011 2:45 PM

Subject: COH: WMVW INFORMATION REQUEST FORM

The following e-mail message was generated by a form

submitted on the hitp://www.cityofhemet.org web site.

It was submitted by mvazquez@rivcocha.org (Migue! Angel Vazquez)
on Monday, November 14, 2011 at 02:44:42 PM.

Name: Miguel Angel Vazquez
Address: 3900 Sherman Dr.
City: Riverside

Siate: CA

ZIP: 92503 )
email: mvazquez@rivcocha.org
Cellular: (951) 830-8101
contact_me_by: e-mail
Message: Dear Ms. Elliano,

Thank you for the opportuhity to comment on the City of Hemet's Draft General Plan. At the Riverside
County Department of Public Health, we applaud your efforts to integrate policies that will explicitly
enhance Hemef's residents’ health.

Our review of this document generated three general comments:

1. Please consider including indicators that could help tracking down the health in the City
of Hemet over the next 19 years.

2. Please consider identifying acceptable walking/driving thresholds of services, access to
food, amenities, shopping, entertainment choices, ete. that promote healthy mobility. For example, the
City of Chino has a policy related to focal points:

POLICY: Focal points should be within ¥-mile walking distance of any point in the neighborhood.

This language may be appropriately integrated in the Land Use and Transportation when discussing
mixed used developments.

3. Please consider working with our Department by including language to that effect in your
implementation plan.

The City of Murrieta's General plan has crafted a policy as part of the recent General Plan Update that
could be used as a model:

POLICY: Partner with community groups, the Riverside Public Health Department,and the Murrieta
Valley Unified School District to encourage school-based health Centers.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (951) 830-8101 cor at
mvazquez@rivcocha.org

Sincerely,

Miguel A. Vazquez, AICP
Healthy Communities Urban Regional Planner

___ Pagef]|
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Rare Plant Coordinator
Riverside/San Bernardino County Chapter CNPS
P.O.Box 517
San Luis Rey CA, 92068

Deanna Elliano

Community Development Director
City of Hemet

445 East Florida Avenue

Hemet, CA 92543

November 14,2011

- RE: City of Hemet Draft General Plan Update

Dear Ms. Elliano,

The California Native Plant Society (CNPS) is a non-profit volunteer organization dedicated-to the
conservation and preservation of California’s native flora. The Riverside/San Bernardino Counties
Chapter of CNPS works to increase the public awareness of the significance of native plants and to
preserve the native vegetation of Riverside and southwestern San Bernardino Counties. We have
reviewed the City of Hemet Draft General Plan Update Draft Program Environmental Impact Report
(State Clearinghouse No. 2010061088) and are providing the following comments.

Our primary concern in regards to the City of Hemet is adequate preservation of-the seasonally
flooded alkali vernal plains habitat, often referred to as “alkali playa” in the West Riverside Muliiple
Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP), on the western edge of Hemet. These plains occur only
in areas where a unique combination of alkaline soils and flooding are found. It consists ofa matrix of
alkali scrub, alkali playa, alkali annual grassland, and vernal pools. At Hemet, historically these lands
have supported hundreds of vernal pools, extensive enough flooding to support perennial obligate
perennials such as spike rush (Eleocharis macrostachys), and several federally listed endangered
and threatened species including San Jacinto Valley crownscale (Atriplex coronata var. notatior),
spreading navarretia (Navarretia fossalis), Orcutt’s grass {Orcuttia californica), and thread-leaved

brodiaea (Brodiaea filifolia). An assortment of other rare and sensitive plants is nearly as diverse as
those found on the Santa Rosa Plateau.

Members of CNPS have monitored this habitat for over 20 years. These water dependent habitats
are unique in southern California where they are found only in western Riverside County and are
. habitat to a diversity of rare and sensitive plant species. The Hemet site represents one of three

major locations for this habitat that is essentially endemic to Riverside County in southern California.
The other two sites are at the San Jacinto Wildlife Area and the adjacent San Jacinto River flood plain
between Ramona Expressway and the Kaiban Hills just south of Perris.

The Seasonally flooded alkali vernal plains at Hemet are the wettest of the three major locations,

and as aresult, supports rare and sensitive species not seen along the San Jacinto River. While this
sensitive habitat is partially protected on the San Jacinto Wildlife Area, the major San Jacinto River

1



flood plain portion has been significantly degraded by manure dumping, especially following the
implementation of the MSHCP. By comparison, while drier then it was in the 1980s and 1990s due
to artificial changes in hydrology, and further impacted by discing and sheep grazing, the Hemet

habitat is remains of generally good quality and it is critical that an adequate portion of the habitat
is preserved.

GENERAL COMMENTS

We are especially concerned that proposed zoning will increase pressure on sensitive plants
and seasonally flooded alkali plain within the West Hemet Planning Area. In regards to the area
identified by the MSHCP as significant biological areas between Devonshire Road and the BNSF
Railroad Tracks west of Warren Road, a comparison of the current official zoning map for the City of
Hemet to the proposed land use map (Figure 2.1), the new map shows considerable zone upgrading.
For example, it appears that about 285 acres ofland zoned for agricultural use and 260 acres zoned
for manufacturing or under specific plans in the current City Zoning map. An additional 320 acres
of flats west of the Metropolitan Water District (MWD] canal is currently under County of Riverside
jurisdiction but is either planned for Hemet annexation or within the City’s sphere of influence and
considered within the proposed plant. The land is currently zoned for agricultural use.

In the proposed land use map, taking in account both lands currently within Hemet or those currently
under the County but addressed in the General Plan update, 46 acres are zoned as conservation open
space (MWD), 55 acres as Rural Residential, and 445 acres as Industrial or Mixed Use lands. Only
five percent of the land is zoned for conservation, agriculture has changed from 605 acres to none,
and land zoned for residential, indusfrial, and mixed use has risen from 285 acres to 764 acres.

While agricultural zoning is certainly not ideal for habitat preservation, rare and sensitive plants
have persisted on lands zoned for such use. The plan acknowledges that not all these lands will
likely build out and that some will likely be preserved because of sensitive plants and habitats, but
the upgraded zoning will increase the potential for environmental conflicts, make acquisition of
sensitive lands more expensive, and encourage land owners to build on sensitive habitats.

While the MSCP criteria overlay clearly indicates which parcels will require special environmental
oversight, we believe that proposing these lands at more intense land use designations will
significantly complicate conservation efforts and violate the spirit of the MSHCP effort.

Our specific comments pertain primarily to section 4.4 of the EIR: Biological Resources.

4.4..1 Regional and Local Plans, MSHCP, pages 4.4-4 to 4.4-7:

The General Plan should include a summary of Area Plans approved or proposed within and adjacent
to the MSHCP criteria lands.



4.4.2 Environmental Setting
Page 4.4-8, Table 4.4-1 habitat Types and Acreages

The table is incomplete and needs to be revised. See comments under vegetation communties.
Especially sensitive plant communities have not been adequately addressed. For example, southern
interior basalt vernal pools are known only to occur on the Santa Rosa Plateau and not in Hemet
General Plan area. Vernal pools within the planning area are described as alkali vernal pools, San
Jacinto Valley vernal pool, or southern intérior claypan vernal pools. A brief description of these
communities should be included within the document. For example, what is meant by “coastal
scrub” and how is that different then coastal sage scrub? Ifit is coastal sage scrub, then Riversidian
coastal sage is a form of coastal sage scrub. Riparian scrub and southern willow scrub are included
as separate units but their descriptions suggests they are one and the same and should be combined.

The non-native annual grassland category appears to include native alkali grasslands (native alkali
grasslands should be included within the “alkali playa” category).

Exhibit 4.4-1.

The alkali playa/vernal pool habitat extends north of Florida Ave. and includes habitats mapped
as residential urban/exotic between Florida Ave. and Devonshire, The Stoney Mtn. Preserve by the
southeast of the junction of Esplanade and Warren, which by MSHCP descriptions would be termed
“alkali playa” is mapped as Cropland. A casual review of the map suggests that natural habitats
farther north are also incorrectly mapped. The patches of chaparral in the hills west of Hemet
and south of Florida are likely incorrect and probably represent north-facing slope variations of
Riversidian sage scrub. For example, the map shows the north-facing slope just west of the MWD

Vernal Pool Preserve as chaparral. However, photographs of this hill show that it is predominately-
covered with species characteristic of Riversidian coastal sage scrub.

Sensitive Habitats, pages 4.4-11 t0 4.4-13

While the description focuses on sensitive habitats, a brief description of other habitats relayed on
Table 4.4-1 should have been included. For example, the reader has no idea what “Coastal Scrub” is
and whether it has any relationship to Riversidian sage scrub or if it is another form of coastal sage
scrub. We recommend some revisions and updating of the habitat descriptions.

Alkali Playa, page 4.4-11

The text should provide a description of the habitat community. Essentially, “alkali playa” as defined
in the MSHCP is more appropriately called seasonally flooded alkali vernal plain and includes four
subcommunities including true alkali playa, alkali scrub, alkali annual grassland, and vernal pool
communities. Alkali playa is largely made up of open pans with little vegetation. Alkali scrub is a
low shrub community largely dominated by bush seepweed (Suaeda nigra), alkali heath (Frankenia
salina), and Mojave silver scale (Airiplex argentea). Alkali annual grassland is a native annual
grassland dominated by vernal barely (Hordeum intercedens), low barely (Hordeum depressum), and

a diversity of other annuals. For vernal pools, see comments under southern interior basalt vernal
pools.



The phrase:

Due to this unique geology and topography, this habitat is only suitable for select plants such as various nafive saltbush
species (Afriplex spp.) and rare annval herbs including thread-leaved brodiasa (Brodiaea filifolid), smooth tarplant
(Centromadia pungens ssp. laevis), and Coulter’s goldfields (Lasthenia glabrata ssp. coulteri).

is incorrect and should be changed to:

“Due to this unique geology, topography, and hydrology, this habitat is dominated by plants adapted
for wet alkaline soils and fends to exclude species that can nof tolerate either flooding or high
alkalinity. Species that are found within the alkali playa include native saltbushes (Atriplex spp.),
seepweed (Suaeda nigra), alkali heath (Frankenia salina), native barleys (Hordeum spp.) and species
typically associated with vernal pools like hair grass (Deschampsia danthinoides) and little mousetail
(Myosurus minumus var. apus). Rare annuals and perennials include thread-leaved brodaea

(Brodiaea filifolia), smooth tarplant (Centrodmadia pungens ssp. laevis), and Coulter’s goldfields
(Lasthenia glabrata ssp. coulteri).”

As currently written, it sounds like only a select few plants grow in this habitat. "The diversity
is actually quite high. At least until recent changes in hydrology and increased discing activities

became important elements, the wet conditions and alkaline soils prevented wide scale invasion by
non-native species.

Coast Live Oak Woodland /Riparian Forests, pages 4.4-11 and 12

The descriptions do not appear to be typical of these habitats within the planning area. For example,
Engelmann’s oak (Quercus engelmannii) is largely absent from the area. Big-leaved maple is a typical
element of montane riparian forest but while included in the overall list of trees, it is not included in
the montane riparian forest (the only place you would find it). We recommend that these sections
are redone and written to be more appropriate for the area discussed.

Riparian Scrub and Southern Willow Scrub,.page 4412,

The difference hetween these two community catagories is unclear. Either a more detailed
composition for riparian scrub should be developed or the two communities combined.

Southern Interior Basalt Vernal Pool, page 4.4-13.

Southern Interior Basalt This type of vernal pool habitat is found only on the Santa Rosa Plateau. We
recomimend one of the following names are applied to the vernal pools within the Hemet General

Plan Area: alkali vernal pools, San Jacinto Valley vernal pool, or southern interior claypan vernal
pools.

The indicator list is more appropriate for the broader seasonally flood alkali vernal plain (aka “alkali
playa” in the MSHCP). San Jacinto Valley crownscale and thread-leaved brodiaea, for example are
not found in vernal pools and generally prefer a somewhat drier habitat.



Exhibit 4.4-2

The information presented in this figure is so general, that it provides very litile useful information
on the distribution of special status plant species within the area of the General Plan. It is recom-

mended that it be replaced with map that accurately presents the distribution of, at least, the listed
and California Rare Plant Rank (CRPR) 1B plant species.

Table 4.4-2 Special Status Plant Species, Page 4.4-17

The table should be revised to provide some general information on the distribution of these spe-
cies within the area of the General Plan.

The table fails to include a number of special status plant species documented from the General
Plan area and should be included on the table, including Plummer’s mariposa lily (Calochortus
plummerae), Parry’s spineflower (Chorizanthe parryi var. parryi), small-flowered morning glory
(Convolvulus simulans), Palmer’s grappling Hook (Huarpagonella palmeri), vernal barley (Hordeum

intercedens), small-flowered microseris (Microseris douglasii subsp. platycarpha), and paniculate
tarplant (Deinandra paniculatda).

Parish’s brittlescale. The description, meager as it is, requires updating. The species has been

collected at three locations since 1974: Hemet, Winchester (were presumably extirpated), and at
Ramona.

Reports of Davidson's saltscale and south coast saliscale all are referable to the same plant and
should be considered Davidson’s saliscale for purposes of this document. Likely the plants at

Hemetrepresent an undescribed narrowly endemic species as briefly noted under Aériplex coulteri
in the 2™ ediiion of the Jepson Manual (2012; currently reviewable online).

Species Accounts, Pages 4.4-18-4.4-19

Overall the accounts of the special status plant species are too general, poorly writien, and should
be revised. The current information presented on the distribution of these species within the area
of the General Plan is inadequate and more details on the localities of these species should be pro-
vided. For example, San Jacinto Valley crownscale is known from at least three fragmented popu-
lation complexes (San Jacinto River, Hemet, and Nichols Wetlands near Lake Elsinore) and it oc-
curs in the west and northwest areas of the Planning Area, not just the northwest. Thread-leaved
brodiaea is fypically associated with vernal pools in the southwest, not northwest portion of the
Planning Area. The EIR states that no sites for Orcutt’s grass have been found in the Planning Area

but one of Riverside County’s better known and important sites is at Stowe Vernal pool, definitely
within the West Hemet Planning area.

The descriptions also leave out the bulk of Hemet's sensitive plant species. We recommend that
the species are discussed separately and that some one actually reviews the available information

and the California Consortium to assemble accounts that actually describe the habitat and number
of sites known within the Planning Area.



Invertebrates, Page 4.4-23

This section should note that the vernal pool fairy shrimp has been documented from a vernal pool
in the west Hemet area, and the potential for this species fo occur in other pools found in the gen-
eral vicinity of the recorded site. '

Wetlands, Page 4.4-23

This section should address the vernal pools, alkali playa and grassland habitats as potentially
regulated wetlands or Waters of the US.

Section 4.4.3 Impacts and Mitigation Measures, Page 4.4-25

0S 1.1 Development Procedures: This policy should be amended, to note the procedures within
areas already identified as containing significant biological resources.

0S 1.2 Vernal pools: The policy statement should be maodified to note that the watershed around
the pools would be conserved, to maintain the hydrology of these wetlands. The policy should also
be amended to note that adequate buffers around these pools would be required.

0S 1.3 Wetlands, Page 4.4-26: A statement should be added to this policy, to note that wetlands
would also be conserved in the Salt Creek drainage, especially the upper Salt Creek watershed.

Figure 2-1 Land Use Plan

The figure needs to be updated to include the current open space areas found within the area of
the General Plan. Some examples of areas not mapped include the Wilhem parcel, and the Stoney
Mountain Ranch reserve site. It is highly recommended that currently owmed City and County
properiies found west of Warren and north of Stetson also he mapped as open space. Finally, it
would seem likely that the hazard zone areas of the Hemet Ryan airport found west of Warren,
should also be zoned as open space for the General Plan.

In the MSHCP criteria areas, it would appear that the proposed zoning of Mixed Use and Neighbor-
hood Commercial could reduce the potential conservation of these lands in the future. Itis recom-
mended that the localities within the MSHCP criteria areas be zoned as agricultural lands, until
projects are proposed for the individual parcels found within the criteria cells.

Figure 2-5 West Hemet Plan

This figure fails to note the MSHCP criteria areas located in the area of the west Hemet plan and
the figure should be revised.

The map also fails to note some of the current open space parcels found within the limits of this
planning area. Some examples of areas not mapped include the Wilhem parcel, and the Stoney
Mountain Ranch reserve site. It is highly recommended that currently owned City and County
properties found west of Warren and north of Stetson also be mapped as open space. Finally, it
would seem likely that the hazard zone areas of the Hemet Ryan airport found west of Warren Rd,,



should also be zoned as open space for the General Plan.
Section 7.4 Open Space, Page 7-11

Undeveloped lands, Page 7-11

This description should also include a section on undeveloped valley areas that should maintained
as open space within the City. These contain intact alkali playa, grassland and vernal pool habitats.

If you have any questions, I can be reached at the address above or at anishrike@cox.net

Sincerely,

hed M Kbt .

Fred M. Roberts,
Rare Plant Botanist, Riverside/San Bernardino Chapter CNPS.



4080 Lemon Street, 3rd Floor * Riverside, CA
Mailing Address: P O. Box 12008 = Riverside, CA 92502-2208
(951) 787-7141 * Fax (951) 787-7920 * www.rcc.org

Riverside Cuun{y Trunspnﬂnh_r;n Commission
November 14, 2011 | RECEIVED

NOV 16 2011
Deanna Elliano P
Community Development Director MNNHNG

City of Hemet
445 East Florida Avenue
Hemet, CA 92543

Subject: City of Hemet Draft General Plan Update and Draft Program
Environmental Impact Report' — September 20, 2011
(State Clearinghouse No. 2010061088)

Dear Ms. Elliano:

The Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC) has reviewed the City of Hemet
Draft General Plan Update and the Draft Program Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The
Draft General Plan Update is important to RCTC because a Measure A Project, the State
Route 79 Realignment Project (SR-79-Project), occurs .within the City of Hemet (City}, as
well as.within the City! of San -Jacinto and- the County .of:Riverside. -RCTC.is currently
preparing’ a Draft EIR/Environmental Impact--Statement (EIS)" for .the SR-79 Project-and,
plans to circulate it for review in early 2012,

Below are RCTC's comments on the City's Draft General Plan Update and the Draft
Program EIR.

1. The Draft General Plan Update, Circulation Element, page 4-4 and 4-16 documents
that the City has selected a Locally Preferred Alternative for the Project. RCTC and
the California Department of Transportation (Department) have not chosen a
preferred alternative. Should RCTC’s and the Department’'s Selected Alternative
differ from the City’s Locally Preferread Alternative, RCTC would request that the

City amend the Circulation Element of its General Plan to reflect the Selected
Alternative.

2. Draft General Plan Update, Chapter 2 Land Use, page 2-65: Last paragraph
references an interchange at Menlo Avenue along the realigned SR-79. The
reference is incorrect. The SR-79 Realignment Project is not proposing an

interchange at Menlo Avenue. The reference should be changed to Tres Cerritos
Avenue.

' _ 3." The Draft General ‘Plan Update, Chapter' 4, Circulation Element, page 4-4 and the
"~ . Draft Program EIR, page 3-1, statés that the Project proposes to. widen SR-79.
However, the Project is not associated with any widening activities but preposes to



CITY OF HEMET DRAFT GENERAL PLAN UPDATE AND DRAFT PROGRAM
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT — SEPTEMBER 30, 2011
(STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NO. 2010061088)

4,

5.

realign SR-79. It is suggested that the discussion is clarified to state that the
Project proposes to realign SR-79.

The Draft General Plan Update, Chapter 3 Community Design, page 3-15, Figure
3.6 SR-79 Cross Section shows a cross section of the Project, with a median width
of 41" and with 3 lanes in each direction. However, the Project proposes a median
with a width of 84’ and 2 lanes in each direction. In addition, Figure 3.6 notes a
right of way width of 213’; our Project right of way would vary along the
alignment.

RCTC ' requests a coordination meeting to review the design of the SR-79
Realignment Project and the compatibility with Land Use, and Circulation Elements,
including the San Jacinto Rail line. While the City has identified a Locally Preferred
Alternative for SR-79, RCTC is concerned that the Circulation Element is not
currently shown to be compatible with a future realigned SR-79. For example, the
severance of Olive Avenue is not shown.

RCTC would greatly appreciate receiving a hard copy of the City of Hemet Draft General
Plan Update and Draft Program EIR. Please ensure that we are on your distribution list for
future notices and distribution. In addition, please communicate the schedule/timeline to
address comments received on the City of Hemet Draft General Plan Update and Draft
Program EIR and when the Final is anticipated to be completed.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit our comments on the City of Hemet Draft General
Plan Update and Draft Program EIR.

Sincerely,

Gy e

Cathy Bechtel
Project Development Director
Riverside County Transportation Commission
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A|RFORT LAND USE COMMISSION
RIVERSIDE COUNTY

RECEIVED
NOV 16 201

PLANNING
November 14, 2011

Deanna Elliano, Director of Community Development
City of Hemet

445 East Florida Avenue

Hemet CA 92543

RE: City of Hemet General Plan Update and Draft Program Environmental Impact Report

State Clearinghouse No. 20100061088

Dear Ms. Elliano:

Thank yo-u for providing the Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) with a
copy of the Notice of Availability of the City of Hemet General Plan Update and the Draft

Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) addressing the potential impacts of this Plan,
and a CD copy of those documents.

Over the course of the past five years, we have tried to work closely with Richard Masyczek,
Ron Running, and other members of the City of Hemet Planning and Community
Development staff in regard to airport land use compatibility concerns, and we hope that the

City will elect to continue that partnership as the City General Plan process enters its final
phase.

For your information, the Riverside County Economic Development Agency (EDA) — Aviation
Division and its consultants (in consultation with the City of Hemet and various local, state,
and federal agencies) have completed a new Draft Master Plan for Hemet-Ryan Airport.
Once the new Master Plan is adopted, this action “triggers” the need for adoption of a new
Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) for Hemet-Ryan Airport.

As you know, California Government Code Section 65302.3 requires a jurisdiction’s general
plan (and any applicable specific plan) to be consistent with the ALUCP (subsection (a)) and
further states that that these land use plans must be amended within 180 days of adoption of
a new or amended ALUCP (subsection (b)), In our letter responding to the Notice of
Preparation for this PEIR, we encouraged coordination of our efforts, in order to minimize the
need for after-the-fact amendments to your updated General Plan to comply with the
compatibility criteria of a 2012 or 2013 ALUC Plan based on the new Hemet-Ryan Master
Plan prepared by EDA. The provisions of a new Compatibility Plan may be substantially

different from the provisions of the 1992 Hemet-Ryan Airport Comprehensive Airport Land
Use Plan (1992 HRACALUP).

ALUC staff is in the initial stages of developing a work program for the preparation of the new
Compatibility Plan. We are hopeful that City staff will be able to provide data (such as
locations and status of development projects) that will assist ALUC staff in preparing the

environmental analysis. City staif are welcome to take an active role in providing input in the
preparation of Plan policies.




AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION ; November 14, 2011

We are pleased to note that the PEIR (most prominently in the sections addressing Hazards
and Hazardous Materials and Land Use, Population, and Housing) includes analyses of the
consistency of proposed General Plan land uses with both the criteria of the 1992
HRACALUP and the recommended safety zones from the 2002 California Airport Land Use
Planning Handbook (CALUPH), as we had recommended in our response to the Notice of
Preparation (letter dated July 20, 2010).

However, based on the information in the PEIR, it would appear that the proposed General
Plan assigns residential designations in Airport Areas | and Il that are inconsistent with the
limits mandated by the 1992 HRACALUP (22 acre minimum lot size). This would be
considered to be a direct conflict between General Plan designations and the limitations of
the existing Compatibility Plan. Art this time, it is too early to know whether the future
Compatibility Plan would ease or magnify such conflicts. The PEIR states (on page 4.8-21)
that the proposed residential land use designations within Area Il that provide for densities
greater than Rural Residential densities “reflect baseline conditions of existing development
on the ground, and land uses consistent with these designations are currently built out.”
However, there is insufficient data {o enable independent verification that these designations
simply recognize existing or approved developments in these areas. Before the General
Plan may be recommended for a finding of consistency, further documentation will be
needed in order to demonstrate that these designations have only been applied to reflect

existing uses and developments that have already received their final discretionary
approvals.

In addition to the concemn regarding residential designations, the Community Commercial
designation is of concern in Areas | and [Il. Uses more intense than retail trade (in terms of
occupancy per square foot) occupying significant square footage constitute “places of
assembly,” which are prohibited in Areas | and Il

We very much appreciate the proposed policies in the Public Safety Element of the General
Plan addressing airport land use compatibility. The City’s commitment to refer “legislative
land use changes and ordinances” to ALUC for review is stated in Policy PS-4.1 of the Public
Safety Element. However, we would note that we have not received any cases (either
privately-initiated or City-sponsored) within your jurisdiction for official ALUC consistency
review for over two years. (The last case submitted for official review was the proposed

hospital in Area lll, which was subsequently withdrawn from ALUC consideration by the
applicant.)

As the Hemet-Ryan Airport Influence Area is included in the City and its Planning Area, this
General Plan Update should be submitted to ALUC for official review, as the Cities of Blythe,
Murrieta, Perris, Riverside, and Temecula have done in the past seven years. Application
forms and fee schedules are available online at www.rcaluc.org (click Forms).

In submitting the application for ALUC review, please note that a requirement for site-specific
projects is the submittal of labels of all property owners within a 300 foot radius of the
involved properties, including the owners of said properties. However, for the General Plan
review, since the number of property owners within the Airport Influence Area exceeds 1,000,
the legal requirement may be met through publication of a one-eighth page display
advertisement in a newspaper of general circulation.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. If you have any questions, please
contact me at (951) 955-5132.



- AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION - November 14, 2011

Sincerely,
RIVERSIDE COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION

ward C. (?92

.Cc:  Economic Development Agency — Aviation Division (Attn.: Chad Davies)
CALTRANS Division of Aeronautics — Attn.: Philip Crimmins
ALUC Staff

Diregk/fr
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Riverside County
Community Health Agency

+t Susan Hamrington, M.S.. R.D.
Department of?“ 6[“ eﬂlfﬁ Director, Depariment of Public Health

December 13,2011 RECEIVED, - -

DEC 13 2011
Ms. Deanna Elliano, Planning Director
City of Hemet PLAN NING
445 East Florida Avenue
Hemet, CA 92543

RE: Support for approval for the proposed City of Hemet’s General Plan Update—Appendix F “Achieving a Healthy
Community, General Plan Policies™

Dear Ms. Elliano:

The purpose of this letter is fo extend our support for the adoption of the City of Hemet’s proposed Appendix F
“Achieving a Healthy Community, General Plan Policies”. Our reason stems from the following:

The Riverside County Board of Supervisors recently adopted the Healthy Riverside County Resclution. This action
resulted from the County’s resolve to “support policies that focus on health and wellness and healthier lifestyles in all
comnnmities”. The principal tool to fulfill this determination is the Healthy Communities Element (HCE), which has
been incorporated into the County’s General Plan. Although the Board®s Resolution and the HCE apply only to the
unincorporated areas of Riverside County, the Department of Public Health is building a countywide coalition that
includes intra jurisdictional collaboration for the purpose of the HCE implementation. This unconfined regjonal

approach is one of our strategies intended to maximize our effectiveness through information sharing, education and
open dialogue.

We are pleased to know that the City of Hemet’s Planning Commission recommended the incorporation of a policy that
would facilitate our collaboration as the City moves forward into incorporating its Healthy Policies.

We also encourage the City Council to further consider the adoption of a Healthy Communities Resolution (see
enclosed) which would strengthen the commitment towards & healthier Hemet.

We are ready to assist; the very first step into gamering mutual collaboration is supporting your vision for a healthy

community. If you have any questions regarding this letter please contact Miguel Vazquez, Healthy Communities
Regional Planner at 951-358-6327 or email mvazquez@rivcocha.org.

Sincerely,

Michael Osur, MPH

Deputy Director
Department of Public Health
enclosure

s

4065 County Circle Drive, Riverside, California 92503, ph 951.358.5058, fax 951.358.4529, tdd 951.358.5124



Attachment 5.3

Requests for
Land Use Map Changes




Requests for Land Use Map Changes
for General Plan 2030:

COMMENT
TOPIC/AREA

FROM

RECEIVED VIA

DATE RECEIVED

Land Use / 43.56 Acres within
Southwest Quadrant of Kirby
St and Acacia Ave.

Copperfield Investment &
Development Company

Emailed letter dated
October 18, 2011

October 18, 2011

Land Use / 335.5 Acres of
vacant land to the West of the
City's western border, South
of Florida Ave. and Northwest
of Stetson Ave. known as
“Emerald Acres”

Peak Emerald Acres, LLC

Emailed letter dated
December 9, 2011

December 12, 2011
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Peak Emerald Acres, LLC
9595 Wilshire Bivd., Suite 710
Beverly Hills, CA 90212

RECEIVED
December 9, 2011 DEC 12 2[]11«!,, ;

Ms. Deanna Elliano PLAN NI NG

Community Development Director
City of Hemet

445 E. Florida Ave.

Hemet, CA 92543

Re:  Hemet General Plan Update
Public Review Draft General Plan 2030 and
Draft Environmental Impact Report Comments

Dear Ms. Elliano:

The purpose of this letter 18 to submit our comments on the proposed City of Hemet
(“City”) General Plan 2030 Update and Draft Environmental Impact Report that is
currently being contemplated by City Council.

In particular, Peak Emerald Acres, LLC is very concerned that the currently proposed
changes in the General Plan designations for Peak Emerald's property will substantially
reduce the development density of its property, which contradicts the development
planning that resulted from a years-long coordinated and cooperative planning effort
between the City and the former owners of the property. And the currently proposed
changes appear to be an inappropriate effort to limit the development of the property in
order to reduce the amount of just compensation the Riverside County Transportation
Commission will have to pay if it eventually decides to proceed with its Highway 79
project. Instead of the currently proposed changes in the General Plan designations for
the property, the City should change those designations to make them consistent with the
previous planning effort.

City / Owner Co-operative Planning Effort for Emerald Acres

Peak Emerald Acres, LLC is the owner of a 335.5 acre parcel of vacant land located to
the west of the City’s western border, south of Florida Ave. between Calvert Ave. to the -
east and Stetson Estates to the west, north west of Stetson Ave. (See attached Aerial
Photograph and Vicinity Map). The property, commonly referred to as Emerald Acres,
was initially to be processed in the County of Riverside for all entitlement approvals.




Ms. Diana Elliano
Community Development Director

City of Hemet
December 9, 2011

In early 2005, the owner’s representative met with the then Mayor, members of the City
Council, City Manager and Planning Director regarding the property being submitted to
the County of Riverside for subdivision entitlement approvals. The APNs for the
Emerald Acres Property are as follows.

APN Acres
465-040-005 10.2
465-040-016 109.6
465-050-005 81.3
465-050-006 132.4

Total 333.5

During those initial meetings, the Mayor and members of the City Council indicated that
this western area of Hemet was being planned for annexation by the City as the “New
Hemet” and the Emerald Acres property was considered to be a key component of the
gateway to the “New Hemet”. Accordingly, upon the encouragement and request of the
Mayor, members of the City Council and the Planning Director, the application to the
County of Riverside was withdrawn and submitted to the City of Hemet at its request.

After working closely with City staff, an application was submitted in 2005 for an
annexation of the property to the City, a Master Tentative Map, a Tentative Map, Specific
Plan and Environmental Impact Report (“EIR™).

Through the course of the planning process with the City, including addressing the City’s
New Hemet goals and objectives and working closely with the City Manager, members
of City Council, engineering and planning staff and taking into account the density, land-
use design issues, infrastructure and traffic considerations, etc. the attached Land-use
map was prepared and became the design basis for the following Five Village design that
ranged in lot count of 640 home-sites in various configurations depending upon which
Highway 79 alignment is ultimately chosen by the Riverside County Transportation
Commission (RCTC),

In December 2007 the City’s Planning Commission held its first meeting to hear and
consider the below noted design for the community.



Ms. Diana Elliano
Community Development Director
City of Hemet

December 9, 2011

Emerald Aeres Community Design

Village Lot Size Proposed Highway | Proposed Highway
(Sq.Ft.) 79 Alignment A 79 Alignment B
One 6,500 113 113
Two 5,300 104 104
Three 5,100 102 87
Four 4,000 76 91
Five Courtyard 245 245
Total 640 640

Inappropriateness of the Currently Proposed New General Plan Designation

With respect to the City’s proposed General Plan update currently being considered by
City Council, we note that the City’s last update to their General Plan was done in 1992.
Accordingly, at the time the Emerald Acres application was submitted, the attached
General Plan land-use map was in effect. Under that General Plan, the land-use
designation for the Emerald Acres property was Commercial for a portion of the property
fronting Florida Ave. (APN 465-040-005) and Rural Residential with a density allocation
of 1 d.u/ 2.5 acres for the balance of the property. Both prior to the application being
submitted and also throughout the entitlement process, the members of the City Council
had indicated their support of the Emerald Acres project including the proposed
community design and density.

City Council members also indicated their willingness to amend the General Plan to
reflect this design, and to approve an EIR and Specific Plan which would have become
the zoning for the property to allow for the above noted product type and density.

The owners of the property relied on the requests by the City to not process the
application in the County of Riverside but to rather process only in the City of Hemet and
to have that community become an integral part of the gateway to the New Hemet.




Ms. Diana Elliano
Community Development Director

City of Hemet
December 9, 2011

We note that the proposed land-use map for the 2030 General Plan update that is being
considered by City Council provides for the following land-use designations

Land-use Density General
_ Designation Location
LDR - Low |2.1-5.0du/ac Adjacent to
Density Florida Ave. and
Residential west of Highway
79 Preferred
Alignment
HR - Hillside | 0.0 -0.5 du/ac South of Florida
Residential Ave. and west of
Highway 79
Preferred
Alignment
LDR - Low |2.1-5.0du/ac East of Highway
Density 79 Preferred
Residential Alignment  and
north of Stetson
Ave.

This proposed land-use designation is inconsistent with the land-uses and densities that
have been proposed by the Emerald Acres Tentative Map, Specific Plan, EIR and
application to amend the General Plan. In the event that the General Plan were to be
approved with the current proposed land-use designations and densities, this would result
in a substantial detriment to the property and would be inconsistent with the good faith
and fair dealings that the property owner had with the City during its entitlement process
that began in 2005. '

The owners of the property have invested substantial time and funds towards the approval
of the Emerald Acres application and have relied upon both the requests and the
representations made by the City Manager, members of the City Council and the City’s
senior staff in both the Planning and Engineering Departments.



Ms. Diana Elliano
Community Development Director
City of Hemet

December 9, 2011

Conclusion: The Appropriate General Plan Designation for Emerald Acres

Accordingly we strongly urge the City to re-consider the land-use designations proposed
for the Emerald Acres property and to amend the proposed General Plan 2030 to reflect
the land-uses and densities as reflected in the attached Emerald Acres land-use plan and

the proposed Specific Plan that has been previously submitted to the City for their
consideration.

Thank you for your review of the attached information and we look forward to receiving
your written response on this matter.

Sincerely,

Peak Emerald”Acres, LLL.C

A4
Greg Scott / -

Tts Manager




AGENDA# J2~

Staff Report

To: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council
From: Brian 8. Nakamura, City Manager
Date: January 24, 2012

Subject: Approval Amended and Restated Searl Park Well Agreement

Recommendation:
That the City Councili approve the Amended and Restated Searl Park Well Agreement
approved by Valley-Wide Parks and Recreation District on December 11, 2011.

Background:

On or about November 28, 1991, the City and District entered into an agreement to
develop a water well within Sear! Park for the joint purpose of providing necessary water
to the park, the City's water system and to promote the development of parks
throughout the City.

In that original agreement the first 30 acre feet of pumped water per year from the Well
Facility was to be used by the District for irrigation and potable water purposes at Searl
Park. The City then had the right to pump the remaining water from the Wel! Facility and
the City was obligated to pay $30 per acre foot for the water it pumped, provided the
City first recoup its capital investment for the Waterline and Equipment.

At this time both parties recognize that the original agreement terms have and will not
be met. The City's capital investments in the Waterline and Equipment has cost more
than anticipated and the water draw from the Well Facility has been less than originally
anticipated. As a resuli, the City has not recouped its original capital investment and the
District has not qualified for nor received its payments of $30 per acre foot.

Further, due to the number of City wells that have gone down and/or required
substantial repair this past year it is imperative that the Searl Well be included as part of
our infrastructure and maintained to insure that we meet current and future water
demands. If the City were to secure the lease rights {o a new well in the event that the
Searl Well Facility is not accessible and available to the City could cost more $700,000
to $900,000 with an annual lease charge of $10,000 or more in addition to equipment
charges.

B-1



Finally, the proposed amended and restated agreement will clarify, expand upon and
amend the terms and conditions of the original agreement for the purpose of enabling
both parties o use the Well Facility at a lower cost than if the District was required to
purchase water at a retail or wholesale rate from the City or another water purveyor and
the City benefits from continued production from the Well Facility and its use at a lower
costs than if the City was required to purchase or lease a new well site at fair market
value.

riscal Impact:

The fiscal impact associated with approving the amended and restated agreement is
anticipated to have a net benefit for the City, as the District will waive its rights to charge
the City $30 per acre foot for water pumped by the City and the District shall pay the
City $25 per acre foot of water conveyed (wheeled) to locations identified by the District.
A Wheeling Rate shall increase annually by two percent each July 1, commencing July
1, 2012 and continuing thereafter for the term of the agreement.

That said, the City does agree to waive its rights, under the original'agreement, to
recoup its capital investment costs from the District.

Respectfully submitted,

Brian Nakamura
City Manager



AMENDED AND RESTATED AGREEMENT
{Searl Park Water Well)

This Amended and Restated Agreement (“Agreement”) is made and entered into this 13th
day of December, 2011, by and between the City of Hemet (“City™), a California municipal
corporation, and Valley-Wide Recreation and Park District (“District™), a recreation and park
district organized and existing under the Recreation and Park District Law (California Public
Resources Code § 5780 et seq.). City and District may be collectively referred (o as the

“Parties.”
RECITALS

A, On or about November 26, 1991, City and District entered into an agreement to
develop a water well within Sear! Park for the joint purpose of providing necessary water to the
park, the City’s water system and to promote the development of parks throughout the City

{“Original Agreement”).

B. Pursuant to the Original Agreement, District caused a hole in the ground to be
drilled within Sear] Park to a depth sufficient to reach the groundwater supply (the “Well Hole™)
and commected the Well Hole to the City’s water system via an underground pipeline (the
“Waterline™). City purchased and installed all improvements and equipment to the Well Hole as
necessary to produce water from the Well Hole (the “Equipment™). District owns the Well Hole
and City owns the Equipment and Waterline. The Well Hole and Equipment are jointly referred
to as the “Well Facility.” District and City shared the cost of drilling the Well Hole. City paid
the costs of the Waterline and Equipment.

C. Currently, the first 30 acre feet per year of water pumped from the Well Facility is
used by District for irrigation and potable water purposes at Sear] Park. City has the right to
pump the remaining water up to its gallons per minute capacity from the Well Facility. The
Original Agreement required City to pay District $30 per acre foot of water it pumps provided
that City first recouped its capital investment for the Waterline and Equipment.

D. Due to circumstances beyond the control of the Parties, their expectations in
entering into the Original Agreement have not been met. The City’s capifal investment in the
Waterline and Equipment was more costly than anticipated and the Well. Facility proved less
effective for City than desired. As a result, City has not recouped its original capital investment
and District has not qualified for nor received its payments of $30 per acre foot.

E. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Parties agree that their cooperative use of the
Well-Facility remains beneficial. The District benefits from water provided from the Well
Facility at a lower cost than if District was required to purchase water at a retail or wholesale rate
from City or another water purveyor. City benefits from continued production from the Well
Facility and its use of the Well Facility is provided at a lower cost than if City was required to
purchase or lease a new well site at fair market value.

RIV #4826-2621-7738 v3
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E Therefore, City and District desire to enter imto this Amended and Restated
Agreement to clarify, expand upon and amend the terms and conditions of the Original
Apreement,

OPERATIVE PROVISIONS

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and covenants made by
the Parties and contained here and other consideration, the value and adequacy of which are
hereby acknowledged, the parties agree as follows:

SECTION 1. TERM. The term of this Agreement shall commence on December 13,
2011, and shall expire fifteen years later, on December 12, 2026, unless earlier terminated or

extended as provided in this Agreement.

SECTION 2. OWNERSHIP. District owns the Well Hole. City owns the Equipment.
Upon the termination of this Agreement, City will remove the Equipment from Sear]l Park at no
cost to District. District shall be responsible for re-equipping or capping the Well Hole.

SECTION 3. OPERATION OF WELL FACILITY. Af no cost to District, and
except as expressly provided herein to the contrary, City is responsible for maintaining,
repairing, and operating (including incurring power costs) the Well Facility during the Term of
this Agreement as necessary for the Well Facility to function consistent with the rights of the
Parties as stated in this Agreement. Notwithstanding the foregoing, City shall not be required to
repair or replace the Well Facility and/or Equipment or to otherwise make the Well Facility
operational at any time during the term, provided that City continues to provide District with
water as set forth in Section 4 of this Agreement for the duration of the Term.

SECTION 4. DISTRIBUTION OF WATER. During the Term of this Agreement,
District shall have the right to receive from City 130 acre feet of water annually from the Well
Facility, or at the option of District, from an existing City connection at any other District
recreational facility within City’s water service area, subject to the wheeling charges provided
for in Section 5. District shall use the water for irrigation of, and uses related to the operation of,
its recreational facilities within City’s waier service area. City shall have the right to pump the
remaining capacity of the Well Facility for its puzposes. District hereby waives any right it had
under the Original Agreement to charge City $30 per acre foot for water pumped by the City.
City hereby expressly waives any right it had under the Original Agreement to recoup its capital
investment from District under the Original Agreement.

SECTION 5. WHEELING RATES. Where District requests delivery of water under
this Agreement at a location other than st Sear] Park, District shall pay City twenty-five dollars
($25) per acre foot (“Wheeling Rate’) of water conveyed (or “wheeled”) to the requested
location. The Wheeling Rate Shall increase ammually by two percent (2%) each July 1%
commencing July 1, 2012 and contiring thereafter for the Term, and extended Term if any, of
this Agreement. City will invoice District for these charges on an annual basis. District shall
pay each invoice within thirty (30) days of its issuance.

SECTION 6. DEFAULT. In the event that either Party is in default under the terms of
this Agreement, the non-defaulted Party may give notice to the defaulted Party of the default and

RIV #4826-2621-7738 v3
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the reasons for the defaulf. The notice shall include the timeframe in which the defaulted Party
may cure the default. This timeframe is presumptively thirty (30) days, but may be extended,
though not reduced, if circumstances warrant. If the defaulted Party does not cure the default,
the non-defaulted Party may take necessary steps to terminate this Agreement under Section 7.
Any failure on the part of the non-defaulted Party to give notice of a defavlt by the defaulted
Party shall not be deemed to result in a waiver of the non-defaulted Party’s legal rights or any
rights arising out of any provision of this Agreement.

SECTION 7. TERMINATION.

(a) Termination by City. City may terminate this Agreement upon six {6)
months prior written notice to District in the event District fails to operate any parks or
recreational facilities within City’s water service area.

(b)  Termination by District. District may terminate this Agreement upon six
(6) months prior written notice to City, provided however that such notice shall not be deemed to
be effective or operative until the expiration of the useful life of the Equipment as determined by
City, or the expiration of the Term, whichever is the first to occur. However, after such notice is
received by City, City shall not upgrade or replace existing equipment (unless required to effect a
minor repair). This provision shall not prohibit City from performing normal or routine
maintenance of the Equipment or Well Facility.

{c) Termination by Bither Party. Fither Party may terminafe this Agreement
1mmed1ately if the other Party is in default of the Agreement and has not cured the default as
provided for in Section 6 of this Agreement.

SECTION 8. ASSIGNMENT. This Agreement may not be assigned by District
without the prior written consent of City. Any attempt by District to assign this Agreement
without the prior written consent of City shall be null and void. This Agreement may not be
agsigned by City without the prior written consent of District. Any attempt by City to assign this
Agreement without the prior written consent of District shall be null and void.

SECTION 9. NO REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES. The Parties agree that
any waler production by either party from the Well is made pursuant fo each party’s respective
water rights and not pursuant to water rights of the other party. Neither City nor District makes
any representations or warranties, and shall bear no responsibility whatsoever, for the quality or
suitability of the water pumped from the Well for any purpose.

SECTION 16. GENERAL PROVISIONS.

(a) Notices. All notices required or permitted to be given under this
Agreement shall be in writing and shall be personally delivered, or sent by telecopier or certified
mail, postage prepaid and return receipt requested, addressed as follows:

To City: City of Hemet
Attn: City Manager
445 E, Florida Avenue
Hemest, CA 92543

RIV #4826-2621-7738 v
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To District: Valley-Wide Recreation and Park District
Attn: General Manager
901 W. Esplanade Ave.
P.O. Box 907
San Jacinto, CA 92581

Any such notice or communication shall be deemed to have been delivered when delivered
personally, received, or if mailed, on the earlier of the date and time of receipt of two (2) days
after the docurnented date of mailing.

(b) Binding Effect. This Agreement shall be binding upon the heirs,
execuiors, administrators, successors and assigns of the Parties.

(c)  Modifications. No amendment to or modification of this Agreement shall
be valid unless made in writing and approved by District and by City. The Parties agree that this
requirement for written modifications cannot be waived and that any attempted waiver shall be

void.

@ Waiver. Waiver by any party to this Agreement of any term, condition, or
covenant of this Agreement shall not constitute a waiver of any other term, condition, or
covenant. Waiver by any party of any breach of the provisions of this Agreement shall not
constitute a waiver of any other provision nor a waiver of any subsequent breach or violation of
any provision of this Agreement.

(e} Law to Govern; Venue. This Agreement shall be interpreted, construed
and governed according to the laws of the State of California. In the event of ltigation between
the parties, venue in state irial courts shall lie exclusively in the County of Riverside, California.
In the event of litigation in a UL.S. District Court, venue shall lie exclusively in the Central
District of California, in Los Angeles.

(£ Attorneys Fees. In the event litigation or other proceeding is required to
enforce or intexpret any provision of this Agreement, the prevailing party in such litigation or
other proceeding shall be entitled to an award of reasonable attorney's fees, costs and expenses,
in addition to any other relief to which it may be entitled.

{(g)  Entire Apreernent. This Agreement is the entire, complete, final and
exclusive expression of the parties with respect to the matters addressed therein and supersedes
all other Agreements or understandings, whether oral or written, or entered into between District
and City prior to the execution of this Agreement, including the Original Agreement. No
statements, representations or other Agreements, whether oral or written, made by any party
which are not embodied herein shall be valid and binding,

(h)  Sgverability. If any term, condition or covenant of this Agreement is
declared or determined by any court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, void or
unenforceable, the remaining provisions of this Agreement shall not be affected thereby and the
Agreement shall be read and construed without the invalid, void or unenforcegble provision(s).

RIV #4826-2621-1738 v3
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(1) Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in one or more
counterparts, each of which shall be deemed and original, but all of which together shail
constitute one and the same instrument.

() No Third Party Beneficiaries. The Parties do not intend to create rights in
or grant remedies (o any third parties as a beneficiary of the Agreement or to create for the
benefit of any third party any duty or standard of care by any covenants, obligations or
undertakings created herein.

(k) Time Is Of The Essence. Time shall be of the essence in all provisions of
this Agreement.

[SIGNATURES ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE]
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IN WITKESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement on the date
and vear first-above written.

CITY OF HEMET

Brian Nakamura, City Manager

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM
Sarah McComas Eric 8. Vail
City Clerk City Attorney

VALLEY-WIDE RECREATION AND PARK DISTRICT

WP Lot

f \Leathennan
enerai Manager

RIV #4826-2621-7738 v3



AGENDA #

Staff Report

TO: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council

FROM: Brian 8. Nakamura, City Manager

DATE: January 24, 2012

RE: Project Update and Third Amendment to Stetson Crossing Purchase and

Sale Agreement

RECOMMENDATION:

That the City Council hear a presentation regarding the status of the Stetson Crossing
project from Stetson Crossing Partners LLC and approve the Third Amendment to the
Stetson Crossing Purchase and Sale Agreement and authorize the City Manager to
execute the Third Amendment.

BACKGROUND:

On April 9, 2011, the City entered into an Amended and Restated Purchase and Sale
Agreement with Joint Escrow Instructions with Stetson Crossing Partners, LLC
(“Purchase Agreement’). The Purchase Agreement set forth the terms and conditions
upon which Stetson Crossing Partners would purchase the real property identified in the
Purchase Agreement from the City. On or about April 26, 2011, the City and Stetson
Crossing Partners entered into a First Amendment to the Purchase Agreement that
extended the time for the close of escrow to December 29, 2011, and required Stetson
Crossing Partners to provide proof of financial ability prior to closing.

On December 22, 2011, the City Council approved the Second Amendment fo the
Amended and Restated Purchase and Sale Agreement with Joint Escrow Instructions
with Stetson Crossing Partners, LLC {o extend the Agreement to January 31, 2012.

Following the approval on December 22, 2011, principals from Stetson Crossing
Partners, LLC (“the Developer’) expressed to staff their interest in making a
presentation to Council on January 24, 2012 regarding significant progress and
announcing their new anchor tenant to the Council to support a further extension of time
of four months to perform by May 31, 2012.

to coincide with flood control channel completion or to a date determined after the
Council hears the Developet’'s presentation based on project status as on January 24,
2012,



DISCUSSION:

Prior to the approval granted by the Council on December 22, 2011, the Developer had
lost their previous proposed anchor tenant. Since that time, staff has been working
closely with the Developer on identifying an alternative anchor tenant and other
retailers. The Developer now has a legitimate lead on a prospective anchor tenant who
is interested in the project. However, the Developer needs additional time to further
develop a deal with the prospective anchor tenant before a final proposal can be
presented for discussion with City Council.

The proposed extension is intended to coincide with flood control channel completion,
but the Council hears the Developer's presentation based on project status as of
January 24, 2012, additional time beyond May 31, 2012 may be requested or
considered.

COORDINATION AND REVIEW:

This recommendation was prepared and coordinated with the Office of the City
Manager, Department of Community investment and City Attorney/Redevelopment
Agency General Counsel’s office,

INTEGRATION OF COUNCIL GOALS / STRATEGIC PLAN:
The recommendation supports the Council’'s goals of. economic vitality, increasing
municipal revenue, local job creation, and high quality commercial development.

FISCAL IMPACT.:
None.

ALTERNATIVE(S):
1) Alternative one is to the recommended action is to not approve an extension of time.

2) Alternative two is to adjust the amount of time extended to the Developer.

Aliernative one is not recommended because it would terminate the current effort to
develop this proiect requiring a new solicitation for a developer, development scheme,
financing and tenants or it may provide an amount of time insufficient for the Developer
to bring their negotiations to a mutually beneficial result for the City, the Developer, and
potential tenants.

Alternative two is recommended for consideration by the Council based upon project
status as presented by Developer on January 24, 2012.

CONCLUSION:

It is respectfully recommended that the City Council approve the Third Amendment to
the Stetson Crossing Purchase and Sale Agreement and authorize the City Manager to
execute the Third Amendment.




Attachment(s): 1 — Third Amendment ioc Amended and Restated Purchase and Sale
Agreement with Joint Escrow Instructions for Stetson Crossing
Project with Stetson Crossing Partners, LLC.

Respectfully Recommended, Prepared By:
S s
Brian S. Nakamura JohhJansghé

City Manager Cemmunity Investment Director
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THIRD AMENDMENT TO
AMENDED AND RESTATED PURCHASE AND SALE
AGREEMENT WITH JOINT ESCROW INSTRUCTIONS
[Stetson Crossing]

by and between

the

CITY OF HEMET

and

STETSON CROSSING PARTNERS, LLC

Dated January 24, 2012



THIRD AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED PURCHASE AND SALE
AGREEMENT WITH JOINT ESCROW INSTRUCTIONS

This Third Amendment to Amended and Restated Purchase and Sale Agreement with
Joint Escrow Instructions (“Third Amendment™), which is dated for reference as indicated on
the cover page, is hereby entered into by and between the CITY OF HEMET, a California
general law city (“Seller™), and STETSON CROSSING PARTNERS, LLC, a California limited
liability company (“Purchaser™), as follows:

RECITALS

A. Seller and Purchaser entered into that Amended and Restated Purchase and Sale
Agreement with Joint Escrow Instructions on April 9, 2011 (“Purchase Agreement’™)
providing the terms and conditions under which Seller would sell and Purchaser would
purchase that certain real property described in the Agreement as the “Real Property”.

B. On or about April 26, 2011, Seller and Purchaser entered into a First Amendment to the
Purchase Agreement (“First Amendment™) that extended the time for the close of
escrow to December 29, 2011, required Purchaser to provide proof of financial ability
prior to closing.

C. On December 22, 2011 Seller and Purchaser entered into a Second Amendment to the
Purchase Agreement (“Second Amendment™) that extended the time for the close of
escrow to January 31, 2012, required Purchaser to provide proof of financial ability prior
to closing.

OPERATIVE PROVISIONS

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises made and recited herein, the
parties do hereby enter into this First Amendment which modifies and amends the Purchase
Agreement as follows:

1. AMENDMENTS. The Purchase Agreement is hereby amended as follows:

1.1 Term of Escrow. Section 3.2 of the Purchase Agreement is hereby amended to
read:

“Term of Escrow. Close of Escrow shall occur no later than May 31, 2012, unless this
Agreement is amended by mutual agreement of the Parties as provided in Section 19
[Entire Agreement] hetein.”

1.2 Timing of Close. Section 7.4 (“Timing of Close”) of the Purchase Agreement is
hereby amended to read as follows:




“Timing of Close. Purchaser shall provide not less than five (5) days advance written
notice of the date for the Close of Escrow, provided that such notice must be provided no
later than May 26, 2012 for a May 31, 2012 closing.”

2. GENERAL PROVISIONS,

2.1 Remainder Unchanged. Exce;pt as speclﬁoally modified and amended in this
Third Amendment, the Purchase Agreement an ( mendment remains in full
force and effect and binding upon the parties.

2.2 No Waiver. By entering into this Third Amendment, Seller is not waivin any
default of the Purchaser to provide the proof of financial ability required by the First
- Amendment.

2.3 Integration. This Third Amendment consists of pages 1 through 4 inclusive,
which constitute the entire understanding and agreement of the parties and supersedes all
negotiations or previous agreements between the parties with respect to all or any part of the
transaction discussed in this Third Amendment.

2.4  Effective Date. This Third Amendment shall not become effective until the date
it has been formally approved by the City Council and executed by the appropriate authorities of
the Seller and Purchaser. '

2.5  Applicable Law. The laws of the State of California shall govern the
interpretation and enforcement of this Third Amendment.

2.6 References. All references to the Purchase Agreement and F ]
ment include all their respective terms and provisions. All defined terms utilized
in this Third Amendment have the same meaning as prowded in the Purchase Agreement and
First Amendment, unless expressly stated to the contrary in this Third Amendment.

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank]



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Third Amendment to
the Purchase Agreement on the date and year first written above,

CITY:
THE CITY OF HEMET

By:
Brian S. Nakamura, City Manager

ATTEST:

Sarah McComas, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Eric 8. Vail, City Attorney

STETSON CROSSING PARTNERS, LLC.

By: By:
Mark Cooper
Its: Managing Partner Its:
NOTE: PURCHASER’S SIGNATURES SHALL BE DULY NOTARIZED, AND

APPROPRIATE ATTESTATIONS SHALIL BE INCLUDED AS MAY BE
REQUIRED BY THE BYLAWS, ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION, OR
OTHER RULES OR REGULATIONS APPLICABLE TO PURCHASER’S
BUSINESS ENTITY.



CALIFORNIA ALL-PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGMENT

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF

On ; before me, , personally appeared , who
proved o me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose names(s) is/are subscribed to the within
instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their aumthorized capacity(ies), and
that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s)
acted, executed the instrument.

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing
paragraph is true and correct.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

{(SIGNATURE OF NOTARY)

OPTIONAL

Though the data below is not required by law, it may prove valuable to persons relying on the document
and could prevent fraudulent reattachment of this form

CAPACITY CLAIMED BY SIGNER DESCRIPTION OF ATTACHED DOCUMENT
[ INDIVIDUAL
[1  CORPORATE OFFICER TITLE OR TYPE OF DOCUMENT
TITLEGS) NUMBER OF PAGES
[]  PARINERS) []  LIMITED
[l GBNERAL DATE OF DOCUMENT
[T ATTORNEY-IN-FACT
[l TRUSTEE() SIGNER(S) OTHER THAN NAMED ABOVE
[T GUARDIAN/CONSERVATOR
[]  OTHER
SIGNER IS REPRESENTING:

(NAME OF PERSON(S) OR ENTITY(IES))
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