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1.0 INTRODUCTION
Following preliminary review of the proposed Camino Sierra Road Pressure Zone Conversion
Project (Project), Rancho California Water District (RCWD) has determined that the Project is
subject to the guidelines and regulations of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). This
Initial Study has been prepared to address potential impacts associated with the Project, as
described below. This Initial Study addresses the direct, indirect, and cumulative environmental
effects associated with implementation of the proposed Project.

1.1

STATUTORY AUTHORITY AND REQUIREMENTS
In accordance with CEQA (Public Resources Code Section 21000 - 21177) and pursuant to Section
15063 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR) and RCWD’s Local CEQA Guidelines, RCWD,
acting in the capacity of Lead Agency, is required to undertake the preparation of an Initial Study
to determine if the proposed Project would have a significant environmental impact. If the Lead
Agency finds that there is no evidence that the Project, either as proposed or as modified to
include the mitigation measures identified in the Initial Study, may cause a significant effect on
the environment, the Lead Agency shall find that the proposed Project would not have a
significant effect on the environment and shall prepare a Negative Declaration for the Project.
Such determination can be made only if “there is no substantial evidence in light of the whole
record before the Lead Agency” that such impacts may occur (Public Resources Code Section
21080(c)).
This document has been prepared to provide an environmental basis for subsequent discretionary
actions for the Project, to inform RCWD prior to taking action on the Project, and to provide
Responsible Agencies, Trustee Agencies, other affected Agencies, and the general public with
information regarding the Project and its potential environmental effects. As discussed further in
Section 3.1, the discretionary actions anticipated to be required for the Project by the RCWD is
the issuance of a Mitigated Negative Declaration. It is also anticipated that the Project will require
various ministerial approvals, including an Encroachment Permit from the County of Riverside,
and a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and a National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permit from the Regional Water Quality Control Board.
The following environmental documentation and supporting analysis is subject to a public review
period. During this review, comments on the document relative to environmental issues should
be addressed to RCWD. Following review of comments received, RCWD will consider the
comments as part of the Project’s environmental review process.

1.2

PURPOSE
The purpose of the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) is to: (1) identify
potential environmental impacts; (2) provide the Lead Agency with information to use as the basis
for deciding whether to prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) or Negative Declaration;
(3) enable an applicant or Lead Agency to modify a project, mitigating adverse impacts before an
EIR is prepared; (4) facilitate environmental assessment early in the design of the project; (5)
provide documentation of the factual basis for the finding in a Negative Declaration that a project
would not have a significant environmental effect; (6) eliminate needless EIRs; (7) determine
whether a previously prepared EIR could be used for the project; and (8) assist in the preparation
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of an EIR, if required, by focusing the EIR on the effects determined to be significant, identifying
the effects determined not to be significant and explaining the reasons for determining that
potentially significant effects would not be significant. As discussed further below, RCWD has
determined that the Project will not result in significant environmental impacts and has circulated
this Draft IS/MND for public review and comment.
Section 15063 of the CEQA Guidelines identifies specific disclosure requirements for inclusion in
an Initial Study. Pursuant to those requirements, an Initial Study shall include: (1) a description
of the project including the location of the project; (2) an identification of the environmental
setting; (3) an identification of the environmental effects by use of a checklist, matrix or other
method, provided that entries on a checklist or other form are briefly explained to indicate that
there is some evidence to support the entries; (4) a discussion of ways to mitigate significant
effects identified, if any; (5) an examination of whether the project is compatible with existing
zoning, plans and other applicable land use controls; and (6) the name of the person or persons
who prepared or participated in the preparation of the Initial Study.

1.3

CONSULTATION
As soon as the Lead Agency has determined that an Initial Study would be required for the Project,
the Lead Agency is directed to consult informally with Responsible Agencies and Trustee Agencies
that are responsible for resources affected by the Project, in order to obtain the
recommendations of those agencies as to whether an EIR or Negative Declaration should be
prepared for the Project. Following receipt of any written comments from those agencies, the
Lead Agency would consider any recommendations of those agencies in the formulation of the
preliminary findings. Following preparation of this Initial Study, the Lead Agency shall initiate
formal consultation with these and other governmental agencies, as required under CEQA and its
implementing guidelines.

1.4

INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE
Pertinent documents relating to this IS/MND have been cited and incorporated, in accordance
with Sections 15148 and 15150 of the CEQA Guidelines. The following references were utilized
during preparation of this Initial Study and are available for review:


County of Riverside General Plan, 2003



County of Riverside Zoning Ordinance



Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan



Rancho California Water District Urban Water Management Plan
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2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
2.1

PROJECT LOCATION AND SETTING
The proposed Camino Sierra Road Pressure Zone Conversion Project (Project) is located in an
unincorporated area of Southwest Riverside County, east of the City of Temecula; refer to Exhibit
2-1, Regional Location Map. More specifically, the Project is located in the roadway of Geisbaur
Road (through an Irrevocable Offer of Dedication from the County of Riverside) as well as in the
existing roadway right-of-way of De Portola Road (between Geisbauer Road and Calle Conejo),
and Camino Sierra Road (between De Portola Road and Martin Ranch Road). Refer to Exhibit 2-2,
Local Vicinity Map.
The Project site consists of predominantly unimproved dirt roadways surrounded by large lot rural
development. The Project site has experienced substantial disturbance as a result of erosion,
roadway grading, road maintenance, and vehicular traffic. The existing roadway right-of-way
contains Rancho California Water District water pipelines that currently serve the surrounding
residences, as well as other utility lines and facilities that serve the area. According to the
Riverside County Zoning Ordinance, the parcels adjacent to the Project site include Rural
Residential (R-R) and Rural Agricultural (R-A-5). According to the Riverside County General Plan,
the parcels adjacent to the Project site are designated as Rural Residential (R-R). The Project site
is located within the Riverside County General Plan Southwest Area Plan. The Project components
located west of De Portola Road are located within the Riverside County Wine Country Policy
Area, while portions of the Project area east of De Portola are not within a designated policy area.

2.2

BACKGROUND
The Glenoaks Reservoir serves the 2070 Pressure Zone (PZ) and supplies water to the Calle Breve
Pump Station 2350 Pressure Zone (PZ); see Exhibit 2-3, Project Site Map. Due to the existing
topography, parcels at higher elevations within the 2070 Pressure Zone experience low service
pressures.

2.3

PROJECT OBJECTIVES
The objective of the proposed Project is to increase the water service pressure to higher elevation
parcels within the 2070 PZ by converting them to the higher 2350 PZ.

2.4

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS
The Project proposes the installation of approximately 8,200 linear feet (LF) of 8-inch and 12-inch
diameter PVC pipe in order to extend service from the 2350 PZ to water meters currently served
by the Glen Oaks Reservoir in the 2070 PZ. The proposed 12-inch diameter pipeline would
connect to the existing 2350 PZ 16-inch diameter pipeline just east of the Calle Breve Pump
Station. The alignment would continue westerly along Geisbauer Road to the intersection with De
Portola Road, then turn northerly along De Portola Road for a total length of approximately 4,800
LF. The proposed 8-inch diameter pipeline will connect to the proposed 12-inch diameter pipeline
at the intersection of De Portola Road and Camino Sierra Road; and continue westerly
approximately 3,400 LF along Camino Sierra Road; refer to Exhibit 2-3, Project Site Map. Upon
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completion, the parcels with low water service pressures would be converted to the higher 2350
PZ.
The construction of the proposed Project would take between 8 and 12 weeks. Construction
would include mobilization, excavation, minor grading/restoration, pipeline/appurtenance
installation, pressure testing, and conversion of the existing water services. Equipment that would
be used during the construction of the Project would include:

2.5



Backhoe (2)



Construction Crew Trucks (3)



Delivery Trucks (2)



Air Compressor (2)



Pressure Testing Equipment

AGREEMENTS, PERMITS, AND APPROVALS
The following permits are anticipated for the proposed Project:
Table 2.5-1: Required Permit Approvals
Agreements, Permits, and Approvals

Granting Agency

IS/MND Approval

Rancho California Water District

Encroachment Permit

County of Riverside

NPDES Permit

Regional Water Quality Control Board
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2.6

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

2.6.1

BACKGROUND

1.

Project Title: Camino Sierra Road Pressure Zone Conversion

2.

Lead Agency Name and Address:
Rancho California Water District
42135 Winchester Rd
Temecula, California 92590
Contact Person and Phone Number:
Corey Wallace, P.E.
Engineering Manager-Design
(951) 296-6900
Project Location:
The proposed Project is located in an unincorporated area of southwest Riverside County, east of the City
of Temecula. The Project is located in the street right-of-way for Camino Sierra Road, and De Portola Road,
as well as an area along Geisbauer Road through an irrevocable offer of dedication.
Project Sponsor’s Name and Address:
Rancho California Water District
42135 Winchester Rd
Temecula, California 92590
General Plan Designation:
The Project would be located in the road right-of-way. The General Plan Land Use Designation adjacent to
the Project site is Rural Residential (R-R). The Project area is located within the Southwest Area Plan of the
Riverside County General Plan. The portion of the Project west of De Portola Road is within the Wine
Country Policy Area.
Zoning:
The Project would be located within the road right-of-way. The zoning adjacent to the Project site includes
both Residential Agricultural Zone (R-A-5) and Rural Residential (R-R).
Description of the Project:
The Project addressed in this IS/MND consists of all actions related to the design and construction of
approximately 8,200 LF of 12-inch and 8-inch diameter water distribution pipeline to convert an area of low
service pressures (2070 PZ) to the adjacent 2350 PZ. The Project will improve water pressure along Camino
Sierra Road and De Portola Road, within the unincorporated area of southwest Riverside County by means
of unearthing the existing pipeline and attaching water distribution pipelines to it in order to improve
substandard pressure zone service.
Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:
The surroundings of the Project have the following land uses:
North: RR
South: RR
East:
RR
West: RR
Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation
agreement).
County of Riverside
Regional Water Quality Control Board

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

2.6.2

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
This section analyzes the potential environmental impacts associated with the proposed Project.
The issue areas evaluated in this Initial Study include:
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Aesthetics



Land Use and Planning



Agriculture Resources



Mineral Resources



Air Quality



Noise



Biological Resources



Population and Housing



Cultural Resources



Public Services



Geology/Soils



Recreation



Greenhouse Gas Emissions



Transportation/Traffic



Hazards and Hazardous Materials



Utilities and Service Systems



Hydrology and Water Quality

The environmental analysis in this section is patterned after the Initial Study Checklist
recommended by the CEQA Guidelines, Appendix G, and used by RCWD in its environmental
review process. For the preliminary environmental assessment undertaken as part of this Initial
Study’s preparation, a determination that there is a potential for significant effects indicates the
need to more fully analyze the Project’s impacts and to identify mitigation.
For the evaluation of potential impacts, the questions in the Initial Study Checklist are stated and
an answer is provided according to the analysis undertaken as part of the Initial Study. The
analysis considers the long-term, direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of a project. To each
question, there are four possible responses:


No Impact. The project will not have any measurable environmental impact on the
environment.



Less Than Significant Impact. The project will have the potential for impacting the
environment, although this impact will be below established thresholds that are
considered to be significant.



Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated. The project will have the potential
to generate impacts which may be considered as a significant effect on the environment,
although mitigation measures or changes to the development’s physical or operational
characteristics can reduce these impacts to levels that are less than significant.



Potentially Significant Impact. The development will have impacts, which are considered
significant, and additional analysis is required to identify mitigation measures that could
reduce these impacts to less than significant levels.

Where potential impacts are anticipated to be significant, mitigation measures will be required,
so that impacts may be avoided or reduced to insignificant levels.
2.6.3

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this Project, involving
at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact,” as indicated by the checklist on the
following pages.
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS
The following evaluation provides responses to the questions in the CEQA Environmental
Checklist. A brief explanation for each question in the CEQA Environmental Checklist is provided
to support each impact determination. All responses consider the whole of the action involved
including construction and operational impacts, as well as direct and indirect impacts.
Environmental factors potentially affected by the proposed Project are presented below and
organized according to the format of the Checklist. Evaluation of the following resources was
based on a site visit conducted by RBF Consulting on January 8, 2015, and review of preliminary
design plans, available site geotechnical data, and other sources listed in Section 4.0, References,
of this analysis. Construction of the proposed pipeline improvements would occur on an existing
predominantly disturbed site and within existing roadway right-of-way, and would be consistent
with RCWD’s plans for providing improved water pressure service to this area.

3.1

AESTHETICS
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic
vista?









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









c) Substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?









d) Create a new source of substantial light or
glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?









1. AESTHETICS -- Would the project:

Would the proposal:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
A scenic vista is generally defined as a view of undisturbed natural lands exhibiting a unique or
unusual feature that comprises an important or dominant portion of the viewshed. Scenic vistas
may also be represented by a particular distant view that provides visual relief from less attractive
views of nearby features. Other designated federal and State lands, as well as local open space or
recreational areas, may also offer scenic vistas if they represent a valued aesthetic view within
the surrounding landscape of nearby features.
Riverside County’s natural setting offers a variety of scenic vistas and viewsheds. According to the
County of Riverside General Plan, the Santa Rosa National Monument includes mountains and
other natural features with high scenic value. Views to the Santa Rosa hillsides are afforded at
multiple locations within the county, including along the State Highway 79, which is proximal to
the Project site. Implementation of the proposed Project is not anticipated to result in impacts to
views of the hillsides of the Santa Rosa National Monument. Views of the hillsides are not
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available at the Project site, since the residential community in proximity to the Project sits in a
valley surrounded by gently sloping hills.
During the construction phase of the Project, construction vehicles would be visible from local
streets and neighboring properties. However, the construction duration would be short-term and
impacts would be temporary. Construction operations for the Project would include trenching in
the road right-of-way and dedicated pipeline areas, installation of the pipeline, and connection of
the pipeline to both the existing Calle Breve Pump Station and residential water meters. Since the
installed pipelines would be subterranean, the implementation of the Project is not anticipated
to have any long-term impacts to scenic vistas. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a state scenic highway? Determination: No Impact.
According to the California Scenic Highways Program Database, the Project area does not contain
any officially designated scenic highways. The nearest Eligible Scenic Highway is State Route 79
South which is located several miles south of the Project site. Due to the absence of scenic
highways in the vicinity of the Project site, no impacts will occur in this regard.
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings?
Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
Currently, the Project site is located within unpaved roadway right-of-way, with evidence of
disturbance associated with vehicular traffic, including brush clearance and soil erosion on and in
the vicinity of the roadway. Short-term visual impacts associated with Project construction
activities would include ground disturbance within the areas dedicated for the road right-of-way
and pipeline installation. However, these impacts would be temporary, and limited to the
construction of the Project. Once complete, all pipelines would be subsurface and would not
impact the visual character of the Project site. Therefore, the Project would result in less than
significant impacts to the site’s visual character, quality, and surroundings.
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which, would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
Temporary glare from construction activities (including tractors and other related materials) is
possible, but due to the small-sized construction crew and short term construction duration, no
new substantial sources of light or glare would result from the Project. The Project does not
propose any nighttime construction activities that would require construction lighting.
Long-term implementation of the proposed Project would not involve any lighting that would
affect day or nighttime views. Therefore, there is no impact in this regard.
For these reasons, impacts associated with the construction and long-term operation of the
Project would be less than significant.
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3.2

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

2. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as
an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether
impacts to forest resources, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest
Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest
Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. Would the project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland,
or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?









b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use, or a Williamson Act contract?









c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by Public Resources
Code section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code section 51104(g))?









d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion
of forest land to non-forest use?









e) Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?









Would the project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? Determination: No Impact.
According to the State of California Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program, the Project site
is not located within areas identified as Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, or
Farmland of Local Importance. However, the westernmost end of Camino Sierra Road
(intersecting Martin Ranch Road) is located in land designated as Unique Farmland. Since the
Project is located in an unpaved roadway right-of-way and avoids impacts to any designated
farmland, no impacts are anticipated in this regard. Therefore, the Project would not result in
impacts to farmland resources.
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b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract? Determination: No
Impact.
Since the proposed Project involves excavation within a road right-of-way, it will not conflict with
existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract. There are no Williamson Act or
agriculturally zoned properties within the Project site. Therefore, no impacts will occur in this
regard.
c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources
Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code Section 4526), or
timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code Section 51104(g))?
Determination: No Impact.
According to the County of Riverside General Plan and the County of Riverside Zoning Ordinance,
the proposed Project would not be located in areas designated or zoned as forest land. Therefore,
implementation of the proposed Project would not conflict with existing zoning of forest land,
timberland, or timberland production, and no impacts would occur.
d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? Determination: No
Impact.
Refer to Response 3.2 (c), above. No impacts would occur.
e) Involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their location or nature, could
result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use? Determination: No Impact.
Refer to Response 3.2 (a), above. No impacts would occur.
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3.3

AIR QUALITY
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

3. AIR QUALITY -- Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality
management or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following
determinations. Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of
the applicable air quality plan?









b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation?









c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under
an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (including releasing
emissions which exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?









d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?









e) Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people?









Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan (South Coast Air Basin)?
Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
The Project is located within the South Coast Air Basin (Basin), which is governed by the South
Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). Consistency with the SCAQMD 2012 Air
Quality Management Plan for the South Coast Air Basin (2012 AQMP) means that a project is
consistent with the goals, objectives, and assumptions set forth in the 2012 AQMP that are
designed to achieve Federal and State air quality standards. According to the SCAQMD CEQA Air
Quality Handbook, in order to determine consistency with the 2012 AQMP, two main criteria must
be addressed:
Criterion 1:
With respect to the first criterion, SCAQMD methodologies require that an air quality analysis for
a project include forecasts of project emissions in relation to contributing to air quality violations
and delay of attainment.
i)

Would the project result in an increase in the frequency or severity of existing air quality
violations?

Since the consistency criteria identified under the first criterion pertain to pollutant emissions
relative to localized pollutant concentrations, rather than to total regional emissions, an analysis
of the Project’s pollutant emissions relative to localized pollutant concentrations is used as the
basis for evaluation Project consistency. As discussed under Response 3.3(d), localized
concentrations of carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen oxides (NOX), particulate matter less than 10
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microns (PM10), and particulate matter less than 2.5 microns (PM2.5) have been analyzed for the
Project and would be below SCAQMD thresholds. Therefore, the Project would not increase the
frequency or severity of existing air quality violations. Because reactive organic gases (ROGs) are
not a criteria pollutant, there is no ambient standard or localized threshold for ROGs. Due to the
role ROG plays in ozone formation, it is classified as a precursor pollutant and only a regional
emissions threshold has been established.
ii) Would the project cause or contribute to new air quality violations?
As discussed in Response 3.3(b), the Project does not propose any on-site structures or involve a
trip-generating land-use. Therefore, the proposed Project would not generate operational
emissions or have the potential to cause or affect a violation of the ambient air quality standards.
iii) Would the project delay timely attainment of air quality standards or the interim emissions
reductions specified in the AQMP?
The proposed Project would result in less than significant impacts with regard to localized
concentrations during construction. As such, the Project would not delay the timely attainment
of air quality standards or 2012 AQMP emissions reductions.
Criterion 2:
With respect to the second criterion for determining consistency with SCAQMD and Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG) air quality policies, it is important to recognize that
air quality planning within the Basin focuses on attainment of ambient air quality standards at the
earliest feasible date. Projections for achieving air quality goals are based on assumptions
regarding population, housing, and growth trends. Thus, the SCAQMD’s second criterion for
determining project consistency focuses on whether or not the proposed Project exceeds the
assumptions utilized in preparing the forecasts presented in the 2012 AQMP. Determining
whether or not a project exceeds the assumptions reflected in the AQMP involves the evaluation
of the three criteria outlined below. The following discussion provides an analysis of each of these
criteria.
i)

Would the project be consistent with the population, housing, and employment growth
projections utilized in the preparation of the AQMP?

In the case of the 2012 AQMP, three sources of data form the basis for the projections of air
pollutant emissions: the Riverside County General Plan (General Plan), SCAG’s Growth
Management Chapter of the Regional Comprehensive Plan (RCP), and SCAG’s 2012-2035 Regional
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS). The RTP/SCS also provides
socioeconomic forecast projections of regional population growth. The Project site involves
Rancho California Water District water pipelines within unimproved roadway right-of-way. The
single-family residences adjacent to the Project site are designated “Rural Residential” by the
General Plan. The Project involves the grading of approximately 0.75 acres and does not propose
any on-site structures or population-generating land uses. Therefore, the Project is consistent
with the County’s General Plan, and would be considered consistent with the types, intensity, and
patterns of land use envisioned for the site vicinity in the RCP. The population, housing, and
employment forecasts, which are adopted by SCAG’s Regional Council, are based on the local
plans and policies applicable to the County; these are used by SCAG in all phases of
implementation and review. Additionally, as the SCAQMD has incorporated these same
projections into the 2012 AQMP, it can be concluded that the proposed Project would be
consistent with the projections.
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ii) Would the project implement all feasible air quality mitigation measures?
The proposed Project would result in less than significant air quality impacts. Compliance with
emission reduction measures identified by the SCAQMD is recommended, as identified below
under Response 3.3(b). As such, the proposed Project meets this AQMP consistency criterion.
iii) Would the project be consistent with the land use planning strategies set forth in the AQMP?
The proposed Project would serve to implement various Riverside County and SCAG policies. The
proposed Project is located within a rural developed portion of the County, and the long-term
development of the site would not modify the existing land use or operations on the site.
In conclusion, the determination of 2012 AQMP consistency is primarily concerned with the longterm influence of a Project on air quality in the Basin. The proposed Project would not result in a
long-term impact on the region’s ability to meet State and Federal air quality standards. Also, the
proposed Project would be consistent with the goals and policies of the AQMP for control of
fugitive dust. As discussed above, the proposed Project’s long-term influence would also be
consistent with the SCAQMD and SCAG’s goals and policies and is, therefore, considered
consistent with the 2012 AQMP.
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated.
Short-Term Construction Emissions
The Project involves construction activities associated with grading and building construction and
would require typical construction equipment including tractors, loader, backhoes, cranes,
excavators, trenchers, welders, air compressors, and other construction equipment. The Project
would be constructed over approximately 4 months, beginning in late summer or early fall.
Approximately 3,000 cubic yards of soil would be imported and 3,000 cubic yards of soil would be
exported from the Project site during the grading phase. There would also be approximately
1,000 cubic yards of cut and fill. Exhaust emission factors for typical diesel-powered heavy
equipment are based on the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) program defaults.
Variables factored into estimating the total construction emissions include the level of activity,
length of construction period, number of pieces and types of equipment in use, site
characteristics, weather conditions, number of construction personnel, and the amount of
materials to be transported on- or off-site. The analysis of daily construction emissions has been
prepared utilizing CalEEMod. Refer to Appendix A, Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas Data, for the
CalEEMod outputs and results. Table 3.3-1, Construction-Related Emissions, presents the
anticipated daily short-term construction emissions.
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Table 3.3-1: Construction-Related Emissions
Emissions Source

Pollutant (pounds/day)1,2
ROG

NOX

CO

SO2

PM10

PM2.5

Unmitigated Emissions

7.77

67.16

43.63

0.07

4.60

4.06

Mitigated Emissions

7.77

67.16

43.63

0.07

4.58

4.04

75

100

550

150

150

55

No

No

No

No

No

No

SCAQMD Thresholds
Is Threshold Exceeded After
Mitigation?

Notes:
1. Emissions were calculated using CalEEMod, as recommended by the SCAQMD.
2. The reduction/credits for construction emission mitigations are based on mitigation included in the CalEEMod model and
as typically required by the SCAQMD. The mitigation includes the following: properly maintain mobile and other
construction equipment; replace ground cover in disturbed areas quickly; water exposed surfaces three times daily; cover
stock piles with tarps; water all haul roads twice daily; and limit speeds on unpaved roads to 15 miles per hour.
3. Refer to Appendix A, Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas Data, for assumptions used in this analysis.

Fugitive Dust Emissions
Construction activities are a source of fugitive dust (PM10 and PM2.5) emissions that may have a
substantial, temporary impact on local air quality. In addition, fugitive dust may be a nuisance to
those living and working in the Project area. Fugitive dust emissions are associated with land
clearing, ground excavation, cut-and-fill, and truck travel on unpaved roadways. Fugitive dust
emissions vary substantially from day to day, depending on the level of activity, specific
operations, and weather conditions. Fugitive dust from grading is expected to be short-term and
would cease upon Project completion. Additionally, most of this material is inert silicates, rather
than the complex organic particulates released from combustion sources, which are more harmful
to health.
Dust (larger than 10 microns) generated by such activities usually becomes more of a local
nuisance than a serious health problem. Of particular health concern is the amount of PM10
(particulate matter smaller than 10 microns) generated as a part of fugitive dust emissions. PM10
poses a serious health hazard alone or in combination with other pollutants. Fine Particulate
Matter (PM2.5) is mostly produced by mechanical processes. These include automobile tire wear,
industrial processes such as cutting and grinding, and re-suspension of particles from the ground
or road surfaces by wind and human activities such as construction or agriculture. PM2.5 is mostly
derived from combustion sources, such as automobiles, trucks, and other vehicle exhaust, as well
as from stationary sources. These particles are either directly emitted or are formed in the
atmosphere from the combustion of gases such as NOX and sulfur oxides (SOX) combining with
ammonia. PM2.5 components from material in the earth’s crust, such as dust, are also present,
with the amount varying in different locations.
Mitigation Measure AQ-1 would implement dust control techniques (i.e., daily watering),
limitations on construction hours, and adherence to SCAQMD Rules 402 and 403 (which require
watering of inactive and perimeter areas, track out requirements, etc.), to reduce PM10 and PM2.5
concentrations. According to the modeling results in Table 3.3-1, total PM10 and PM2.5 emissions
would not exceed the SCAQMD threshold during construction. Thus, construction air quality
impacts would be less than significant.
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ROG Emissions
In addition to gaseous and particulate emissions, the grading equipment generates ROG
emissions, which are O3 precursors. As shown in Table 3.3-1, ROG emissions would be below
SCAQMD thresholds and impacts remain at less than significant levels.
Construction Equipment and Worker Vehicle Exhaust
Exhaust emissions from construction activities include emissions associated with the transport of
machinery and supplies to and from the Project site, employee commutes to the Project site,
emissions produced on-site as the equipment is used, and emissions from trucks transporting
materials to and from the site. As presented in Table 3.3-1, construction equipment and worker
vehicle exhaust emissions would not exceed the established SCAQMD threshold for all criteria
pollutants. Therefore, impacts in this regard would be less than significant.
Naturally Occurring Asbestos
Asbestos is a term used for several types of naturally occurring fibrous minerals that are a human
health hazard when airborne. The most common type of asbestos is chrysotile, but other types
such as tremolite and actinolite are also found in California. Asbestos is classified as a known
human carcinogen by State, Federal, and international agencies and was identified as a toxic air
contaminant by the California Air Resources Board (CARB) in 1986.
Asbestos can be released from serpentinite and ultramafic rocks when the rock is broken or
crushed. At the point of release, the asbestos fibers may become airborne, causing air quality and
human health hazards. These rocks have been commonly used for unpaved gravel roads,
landscaping, fill projects, and other improvement projects in some localities. Asbestos may be
released to the atmosphere due to vehicular traffic on unpaved roads, during grading for
development projects, and at quarry operations. All of these activities may have the effect of
releasing potentially harmful asbestos into the air. Natural weathering and erosion processes can
act on asbestos bearing rock and make it easier for asbestos fibers to become airborne if such
rock is disturbed. According to the Department of Conservation Division of Mines and Geology,
A General Location Guide for Ultramafic Rocks in California – Areas More Likely to Contain
Naturally Occurring Asbestos Report (August 2000), serpentinite and ultramafic rocks are not
known to occur within the Project area. Thus, there would be no impact in this regard.
Objectionable Odors
Potential odors could arise from the diesel grading equipment used on site. Odors generated
from the grading equipment are common in the man-made environment and are not known to
be substantially offensive to adjacent receptors. Additionally, odors generated during grading
activities would be temporary. Therefore, objectionable odors are not considered to be a
significant impact.
Total Daily Construction Emissions
In accordance with the SCAQMD Guidelines, CalEEMod was utilized to model construction
emissions for ROG, NOX, CO, SOX, PM10, and PM2.5. CalEEMod allows the user to input mitigation
measures such as watering the Project site to limit fugitive dust. Mitigation measures setup within
the CalEEMod model allow for certain reduction credits and result in a decrease of pollutant
emissions. Reduction credits are based upon studies developed by CARB, SCAQMD, and other air
quality management districts throughout California, and were programmed within CalEEMod. As
indicated in Table 3.3-1, CalEEMod calculates the reduction associated with recommended
mitigation measures.
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As depicted in Table 3.3-1, construction emissions would be less than significant with
implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1. Thus, construction related air emissions would be
less than significant.
LONG-TERM EMISSIONS
The Project site consists of predominately dirt roads, surrounded by rural development. The
Project involves the installation of approximately 8,200 linear feet of 8-inch and 12-inch diameter
steel pipelines in order to extend service from the 2350 Pressure Zone. Additionally,
implementation of the Project would not result in additional traffic on adjacent roadways, as the
proposed Project does not involve a trip-generating land use. Therefore, no long-term,
operational emissions would occur as a result of Project implementation.
MITIGATION MEASURES
AQ-1: The construction documents shall stipulate that all grading and construction activities
shall comply with SCAQMD Rule 403, excessive fugitive dust emissions shall be controlled
by regular watering or other dust prevention measures, as specified in the SCAQMD’s
Rules and Regulations. In addition, SCAQMD Rule 402 requires implementation of dust
suppression techniques to prevent fugitive dust from creating a nuisance off-site.
Implementation of the following measures would reduce short-term fugitive dust impacts
on nearby sensitive receptors:


All active portions of the construction site shall be watered every three hours
during daily construction activities and when dust is observed migrating from the
Project site to prevent excessive amounts of dust.



Apply water every three hours during daily construction activities or apply nontoxic soil stabilizers on all unpaved access roads, parking areas, and staging areas.
More frequent watering shall occur if dust is observed migrating from the site
during site disturbance.



Any on-site stockpiles of debris, dirt, or other dusty material shall be enclosed,
covered, or watered twice daily, or non-toxic soil binders shall be applied.



All grading and excavation operations shall be suspended when wind speeds
exceed 25 miles per hour.



Gravel bed trackout aprons (3 inches deep, 25 feet long, 12 feet wide per lane
and edged by rock berm or row of stakes) shall be installed to reduce mud/dirt
trackout from unpaved truck exit routes;



On-site vehicle speed shall be limited to 15 miles per hour;



Visible dust beyond the property line which emanates from the Project shall be
prevented to the maximum extent feasible;



All material transported off-site shall be either sufficiently watered or securely
covered to prevent excessive amounts of dust prior to departing the job site;

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project
region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?
Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
With respect to the proposed Project’s construction-period air quality emissions and cumulative
Basin-wide conditions, the SCAQMD has developed strategies to reduce criteria pollutant
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emissions outlined in the 2012 AQMP pursuant to Federal Clean Air Act mandates. As such, the
proposed Project would comply with SCAQMD Rule 403 requirements and implement all feasible
mitigation measures (Mitigation Measure AQ-1). Rule 403 requires that fugitive dust be
controlled with the best available control measures in order to reduce dust so that it does not
remain visible in the atmosphere beyond the property line of the proposed Project. In addition,
the proposed Project would comply with adopted 2012 AQMP emissions control measures. Per
SCAQMD rules and mandates, as well as the CEQA requirement that significant impacts be
mitigated to the extent feasible, these same requirements (i.e., Rule 403 compliance, the
implementation of all feasible mitigation measures, and compliance with adopted AQMP
emissions control measures) would also be imposed on construction projects throughout the
Basin, which would include related projects.
As discussed previously, the proposed Project would not result in long-term air quality impacts,
as no operational emissions would be generated as a result of Project implementation.
Additionally, adherence to SCAQMD rules and regulations would alleviate potential impacts
related to cumulative conditions on a project-by-project basis. Emission reduction technology,
strategies, and plans are constantly being developed. As a result, the proposed Project would not
contribute a cumulatively considerable net increase of any nonattainment criteria pollutant.
Therefore, cumulative operational impacts associated with implementation of the proposed
Project would be less than significant.
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? Determination: Less Than
Significant Impact.
Sensitive receptors are defined as facilities or land uses that include members of the population
that are particularly sensitive to the effects of air pollutants, such as children, the elderly, and
people with illnesses. Examples of these sensitive receptors are residences, schools, hospitals,
places of worship, and daycare centers. CARB has identified the following groups of individuals
as the most likely to be affected by air pollution: the elderly over 65, children under 14, athletes,
and persons with cardiovascular and chronic respiratory diseases such as asthma, emphysema,
and bronchitis.
Sensitive receptors near the Project site include surrounding single family residences. In order to
identify impacts to sensitive receptors, the SCAQMD recommends addressing localized
significance thresholds (LSTs) for construction and operations impacts (area sources only). The
CO hotspot analysis following the LST analysis addresses localized mobile source impacts.
Localized Significance Thresholds (LST)
LSTs were developed in response to SCAQMD Governing Boards’ Environmental Justice
Enhancement Initiative (I-4). The SCAQMD provided the Final Localized Significance Threshold
Methodology (dated June 2003 [revised 2008]) for guidance. The LST methodology assists lead
agencies in analyzing localized air quality impacts. The SCAQMD provides the LST screening
lookup tables for one, two, and five acre projects emitting CO, NOX, PM2.5, or PM10. The LST
methodology and associated mass rates are not designed to evaluate localized impacts from
mobile sources traveling over the roadways. The SCAQMD recommends that any project over
five acres should perform air quality dispersion modeling to assess impacts to nearby sensitive
receptors. The Project is located within Source Receptor Area (SRA) 27, Anza Area.
Construction
The SCAQMD guidance on applying CalEEMod to LSTs specifies the amount of acres a particular
piece of equipment would likely disturb per day. The proposed Project would disturb no more
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than 0.75 acre of land per day. Therefore, the lowest available LST thresholds for one acre were
utilized for the construction LST analysis. The closest sensitive receptors to the Project site are
residential uses, approximately 45 feet to the east. These sensitive land uses may be potentially
affected by air pollutant emissions generated during on-site construction activities. LST
thresholds are provided for distances to sensitive receptors of 25, 50, 100, 200, and 500 meters.
As the nearest sensitive uses are 45 feet east of the Project site, the lowest available LST values
for 25 meters were used. Table 3.3-2, Localized Significance of Construction Emissions, shows the
localized construction-related emissions for NOX, CO, PM10, and PM2.5 compared to the LSTs for
SRA 27, Anza Area. It is noted that the localized emissions presented in Table 3.3-2 are less than
those in Table 3.3-1 because localized emissions include only on-site emissions (i.e., from
construction equipment and fugitive dust), and do not include off-site emissions (i.e., from hauling
activities). As shown in Table 3.3-2, construction emissions would not exceed the LSTs for SRA 27.
Therefore, localized significance impacts from construction would be less than significant with
implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1.
Table 3.3-2: Localized Significance of Construction Emissions
Pollutant (pounds/day)1

Source

NOX

CO

PM10

PM2.5

39.68

26.07

2.69

2.55

Localized Significance Threshold2

162

661

4

3

Thresholds Exceeded?

No

No

No

No

Total On-Site Emissions

1

Notes:
1. Construction emissions include the worst-case on-site emissions: The building construction phase emissions are
presented as the worst case scenario for NOX, CO, PM10, and PM2.5.
2. The Localized Significance Threshold was determined using Appendix C of the SCAQMD Final Localized Significant
Threshold Methodology guidance document for pollutants NOX, CO, PM10, and PM2.5. The Localized Significance
Threshold was based on the anticipated daily acreage disturbance for construction, the distance to sensitive
receptors, and the source receptor area (SRA 27).

Operations
As discussed above, the proposed Project involves a pipeline pressure zone conversion project,
with no proposed on- or off-site structures. Additionally, implementation of the proposed Project
would not result in additional traffic on adjacent roadways, as the Project does not involve a tripgenerating land use. Therefore, no long-term, operational emissions would occur as a result of
Project implementation.
Carbon Monoxide Hotspots
CO emissions are a function of vehicle idling time, meteorological conditions, and traffic flow.
Under certain extreme meteorological conditions, CO concentrations near a congested roadway
or intersection may reach unhealthful levels (i.e., adversely affecting residents, school children,
hospital patients, the elderly, etc.). The SCAQMD requires a quantified assessment of CO hotspots
when a project increases the volume-to-capacity ratio (also called the intersection capacity
utilization) by 0.02 (two percent) for any intersection with an existing level of service LOS D or
worse. Because traffic congestion is highest at intersections where vehicles queue and are subject
to reduced speeds, these hot spots are typically produced at intersections.
As noted previously, the Project involves the construction of a pipeline and would not require
operational vehicle trips. As traffic generation associated with the proposed pipeline would not
occur, the Project would not increase traffic of the nearby intersections to warrant a CO hotspot
analysis. No impacts would occur in this regard.
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e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people? Determination: Less Than
Significant Impact.
According to the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook, land uses associated with odor complaints
typically include agricultural uses, wastewater treatment plants, food processing plants, chemical
plants, composting, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding. The proposed Project
does not include any uses identified by the SCAQMD as being associated with odors.
Construction activities associated with the Project may generate detectable odors from heavyduty equipment exhaust. Construction-related odors would be short-term in nature and cease
upon Project completion. Any impacts to existing adjacent land uses would be short-term and
are less than significant.
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3.4

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by
the California Department of Fish and Game
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?









b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or
US Fish and Wildlife Service?









c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404
of the Clean Water Act (including, but not
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?









d) Interfere substantially with the movement of
any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?









e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?









f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?









Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
Determination: Less than Significant Impacts with Mitigation Incorporated.
A Habitat Assessment was conducted by RBF Consulting for the Project, including a site visit by
staff biologists on January 8, 2015. Refer to Appendix B, Habitat Assessment, for the full report.
Staff found that the Project site is primarily composed of dirt roads surrounded by rural residential
development. Surrounding natural vegetation included three plant communities: coastal sage
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scrub, chaparral, and southern willow scrub. All of the roadways that would be disturbed to
facilitate Project construction (Geisbauer Road, De Portola Road, and Camino Sierra Road) were
identified as heavily disturbed and generally devoid of vegetation. The Project site has been
substantially disturbed due to vehicular traffic, road grading, and maintenance. During the site
visit, no special-status plant species were identified by staff biologists. The site was determined
to have low potential to provide suitable habitat for sensitive plant species.
During the Project site visit, no amphibian, reptilian, or avian species were observed on the Project
site. However, signs of potential species were evident including woodrat middens and drainage
areas that could potentially provide habitat to species specifically along Geisbaur Road. However,
these habitats were generally limited to areas of lesser disturbance along the side of the road. No
special status species were identified on the Project site, and the Project site does not include any
areas mapped as containing an MSHCP-covered species.
A total of 30 avian species were identified during the site visit. While the Project site contains
limited areas suitable for foraging and cover, land within 500 feet of the Project site would provide
suitable nesting opportunities for avian species.
Pursuant to the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA), it is unlawful to pursue, capture, kill, or possess
or attempt to do the same to any migratory bird or part, nest, or egg of any such bird listed in
wildlife protection treaties between the United States, Great Britain, Mexico, Japan, and the
countries of the former Soviet Union. In order to comply with this act and to ensure the
minimization of impacts on avian species in the vicinity of the Project, mitigation measures were
developed to protect the potential nesting areas surrounding the Project site. Mitigation Measure
BIO-1 restricts the removal of any potential nesting habitat during the avian nesting season and
both BIO-2 and BIO-3 require clearance surveys and buffers to ensure that any nesting birds are
protected. With implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1 through BIO-3, potential impacts
on special status species would be reduced to a less than significant level.
MITIGATION MEASURES
BIO-1: Pursuant to the MBTA and CDFG Code, removal of any trees, shrubs, or any other
potential nesting habitat should be conducted outside the avian nesting season. The
nesting season generally extends from early February through August, but can vary
slightly from year to year based upon seasonal weather conditions.
BIO-2: A pre-construction nesting bird clearance survey shall be conducted by a qualified
biologist 3 days prior to the commencement of any ground disturbing activities. Should
any active nests be located on or within 300 feet of the Project site (this buffer extends
to 500 feet for raptor species), construction must comply with Migratory Bird Treaty Act
and California Department of Fish and Game Code requirements, including an adequate
construction buffer around active nests (if any), or avoiding construction during the
species nesting season if an adequate buffer is infeasible.
BIO-3: If nesting birds are present, a 300-500 foot buffer (raptors and birds of prey require a 500
foot buffer; other birds require a 300 foot buffer) shall be set up around the active nest.
The buffer is a no-work zone and construction activities may not resume until the nest is
no longer active (i.e. avian species are no longer showing nesting behavior, young have
fledged). To determine when nesting behaviors are finished, a qualified biologist shall
monitor the nest weekly until the young have fledged the area and the nest is no longer
active.
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With the implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1 through BIO-3, less than significant
impacts will occur.
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the California Department of
Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? Determination: No Impact.
Generally, Riparian habitat is defined as a vegetated ecosystem along a water body through which
energy, materials, and water pass. Riparian areas characteristically have a high water table and
are subject to periodic flooding and influence from the adjacent water body. These systems
encompass wetlands, uplands, or some combination of these two landforms. They will not in all
cases have all the characteristics necessary for them to be also classified as wetlands.
One unnamed ephemeral drainage feature is present on the southern end of the Project site,
south of Geisbauer Road. Any impacts to this drainage feature would require a CWA Section 404
Permit from the Army Corps of Engineers, a CWA Section 401 Water Quality Certification from the
Regional Water Quality Control Board, and a 1602 SAA granted by the California Department of
Fish and Wildlife. However, the proposed Project would avoid impacts to the ephemeral drainage
features and associated riparian habitat by installing the pipeline within the unpaved dirt road.
Therefore, no impacts would occur due to Project implementation in this regard.
c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means? Determination: No Impact.
Refer to Response 3.4(b), above. In addition, there were no ponded areas or vernal pool habitats
observed on the Project site during the site visit conducted by RBF Consulting on January 8, 2015,
refer to Appendix B, Habitat Assessment. Due to topography, soils and vegetation communities
within the Project site, vernal pool habitat and related sensitive plant and wildlife species
associated with vernal pools are not expected to occur. Therefore, no impacts would occur in this
regard.
d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
According to the Riverside County MSHCP, the Project area does not fall within any migratory
linkages or corridors. Adjacent to the Project site, the ephemeral drainage provides suitable
southern willow scrub plant community to allow for limited wildlife movement. However, Project
implementation would avoid this feature altogether by limiting construction activities to the dirt
road right-of-way. For this reason, the Project would have less than significant effects on
migratory corridors or linkages.
e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
According to the County of Riverside General Plan, native vegetation resources must be managed
to maintain the County’s ecological diversity, including oak trees. The Project site does not contain
any mature or protected oak trees or other protected native vegetation. Thus, implementation of
the proposed Project would result in less than significant impacts to any tree preservation
ordinances.
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f)

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?
Determination: No Impact.
Refer to Response 3.4(d). While the Project is located within an MSHCP Criteria Cell, RCWD is not
a permittee under the Riverside County MSHCP. As noted above in responses 3(a) and 3(b), the
Project site does not contain any special status species under the MSHCP, USFWS, and CDFW, and
as such would not conflict with their policies. Additionally, the Project site is not located in an area
established by Riverside County as a Stephens’ Kangaroo Rat Habitat Conservation Plan Fee Area
(County Ordinance No. 663.10). Therefore, no impacts would occur in this regard.
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b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
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c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?









d) Disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside of formal cemeteries?









5. CULTURAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in CEQA
Guidelines §15064.5? Determination: No Impact.
A Cultural Resources Assessment, including site visits conducted on December 19 and December
22, 2014, was prepared for the Project by BCR Consulting. Refer to Appendix C, Cultural Resources
Assessment, for the full report.
Historic resources generally consist of buildings, structures, improvements, and remnants
associated with a significant historic event or person(s) and/or have a historically significant style,
design, or achievement. Damage to or demolition of such resources is typically considered to be
a significant impact. Impacts to historic resources can occur through direct impacts, such as
destruction or removal, and through indirect impacts, such as a change in the setting of a historic
resource.
A records search and literature review revealed that 30 cultural resources studies have taken
place resulting in the recording of four cultural resources within one mile of the Project site. Of
the four cultural resources, one prehistoric resource was found 250 meters to the north of the
Project boundaries (refer to Appendix C, Cultural Resources Assessment). However, no historic
resources were found in or adjacent to the Project boundaries; therefore, no impacts would occur
in this regard.
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to
CEQA Guidelines §15064.5? Determination: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated.
Archaeological sites are locations that contain resources associated with former human activities
and may contain such resources as human skeletal remains, waste from tool manufacture, tool
concentrations, and/or discoloration or accumulation of soil or food remains. The records search
and literature review revealed that 30 previous cultural resource studies have taken place within
a one-mile radius of the proposed Project. These cultural resource studies have identified four
cultural resources within one mile of the Project site, including one artifact scatter found 250
meters north of the Project site.
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Due to the immediate vicinity of the artifact scatter to the Project boundaries, Mitigation Measure
CUL-1 through CUL-3 has been developed, which requires an archaeological monitor during
excavation activities to ensure that any previously undiscovered resources are reported and
handled appropriately. Therefore, with implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-1 to CUL-3,
impacts on archaeological resources would be less than significant.
MITIGATION MEASURES
CUL-1: Prior to the commencement of construction, the District shall retain a qualified
archeological monitor to monitor all ground-disturbing activities in an effort to identify
any unknown archeological resources. Tribal and archeological monitors shall be allowed
to monitor all grading, excavation and groundbreaking activities and shall have the
authority to temporarily stop and redirect grading activities. Any newly discovered
cultural resource deposits shall be subject to a cultural resources evaluation. The Project
archeologist shall have the ability to temporarily halt and redirect grading, in consultation
with the Pechanga Monitor, in order to evaluate the significance of any archeological
resources discovered on the property.
If inadvertent discoveries of cultural resources are encountered at any time during
construction, mitigation shall be conducted consistent with Public Resources Code
Section 21083.2 and State CEQA Guidelines 15126.4, subdivision (b). Construction
personnel shall avoid altering these materials and their context until a qualified
archaeologist and a tribal representative(s) (to be determined by the lead agency)
has/have evaluated the find(s). Project personnel shall not collect or retain cultural
resources until the nature of the find(s) have been determined. The Project archaeologist
shall be allowed to record and analyze all artifacts recovered with the exception of human
remains, grave goods, or items of sacred or ceremonial nature, and in consultation with
the appropriate tribe(s). The Rancho California Water District agrees to relinquish
ownership of all cultural resources, including sacred items, burial goods and all
archaeological artifacts that are found on the project area to the appropriate tribe for
proper treatment and disposition. Prehistoric resources include, but are not limited to:
chert or obsidian flakes; projectile points; mortars and pestles; dark, friable soil containing
shell and bone; dietary debris; heat affected rock; or human burials. Historic resources
include stone or adobe foundations or walls; structures and remains with square nails;
and refuse deposits (glass, metal, wood, ceramics), often found in old wells and privies.
CUL-2: At least 30 days prior to the start of construction, the Pechanga Tribe shall be notified of
the grading, excavation and monitoring program, and to develop a Cultural Resources
Treatment and Monitoring Agreement with Rancho California Water District. The
Agreement shall address the treatment of known cultural resources, the designation,
responsibilities, and participation of professional Native American Tribal monitors during
grading, excavation, and ground disturbing activities; project grading and development
scheduling; terms of compensation for the monitors; and treatment and final disposition
of any cultural resources, sacred sites, and any human remains discovered on the site.
Tribal and archeological monitors shall be allowed to monitor all grading, excavation, and
groundbreaking activities; and shall have the authority to temporarily stop and redirect
grading activities. Any newly discovered cultural resource deposits shall be subject to a
cultural resources evaluation. The Pechanga Tribe shall have the ability to temporarily
halt and redirect grading, in consultation with the Project archeologist, in order to
evaluate the significance of any archeological resources discovered on the property.
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CUL 3: All cultural materials that are collected during the grading monitoring program, with the
exception of sacred items, burial goods, and human remains which will be addressed in
the Treatment Agreement required in CUL-2 shall be curated according to current
professional repository standards. The collections and associated records shall
transferred, including title, to the Pechanga Tribe’s curation facility which meets the
standards set forth in 36 CRF Part 79 for federal repositories. All sacred sites, should they
be encountered within the project area, shall be avoided and preserved as the preferred
mitigation, if feasible. Project personnel shall not collect or retain cultural resources. The
Project archeologist shall be allowed to record and conduct non-invasive analysis on all
artifacts recovered with the exception of human remains, grave goods, or items of sacred
or ceremonial nature, and in consultation with the Pechanga Tribe.
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature?
Determination: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.
Paleontological resources are the preserved fossilized remains of plants and animals. Fossils and
traces of fossils are preserved in sedimentary rock units, particularly fine- to medium-grained
marine, lake, and stream deposits, such as limestone, siltstone, sandstone, or shale, and in ancient
soils (paleosols). They are also found in coarse-grained sediments, such as conglomerates or
coarse alluvium sediments. Fossils are rarely preserved in igneous or metamorphic rock units.
Fossils may occur throughout a sedimentary unit and, in fact, are more likely to be preserved
subsurface, where they have not been damaged or destroyed by previous ground disturbance,
amateur collecting, or natural causes such as erosion. In contrast, archaeological and historic
resources are often recognized by surface evidence of their presence.
According to the County of Riverside General Plan, the Project site is located in an area known for
containing significant, nonrenewable paleontological remains. Construction activities associated
with the implementation may result in adverse effects on currently unknown paleontological
resources. Implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-14, above, requires that all earthdisturbing activities be stopped upon discovery of resources until the find has been evaluated and
appropriately mitigated by a qualified archaeologist. With implementation of Mitigation Measure
CUL-14, less than significant impacts would result.
MITIGATION MEASURES
Refer to CUL-1, above.
CUL-4: In the event that paleontological resources are unearthed during excavation and grading
activities, the contractor shall cease all earth-disturbing activities within a 100-meter
radius of the area of discovery and shall retain a qualified archaeologist to evaluate the
significance of the finding and appropriate course of action. Salvage operation
requirements pursuant to Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines shall be followed. After
the find has been appropriately mitigated, work in the area may resume.
d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?
Determination: Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.
The Project construction will be limited to the disturbed roadbed, and areas directly adjacent to
the existing roadway. It is not anticipated that human remains or informal cemetery areas are
present on the Project site; however, ground-disturbing activities such as grading or excavation
have the potential to disturb human remains. If human remains are found, those remains would
require proper treatment, in accordance with applicable laws. The Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) includes provisions for unclaimed and culturally
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unidentifiable Native American cultural items, intentional and inadvertent discovery of Native
American cultural items on federal and tribal lands, and penalties for noncompliance and illegal
trafficking. State of California Public Resources Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5-7055
describes the general provisions regarding human remains, including the requirements if any
human remains are accidentally discovered during excavation of a site.
As required by state law, the requirements and procedures set forth in Section 5097.98 of the
California Public Resources Code would be implemented, including notification of the County
Coroner, notification of the Native American Heritage Commission, and consultation with the
individual identified by the Native American Heritage Commission to be the “most likely
descendant.”
If human remains are found during excavation, Mitigation Measure CUL-2 requires that
construction activities be halted in the vicinity of the find and any area that is reasonably
suspected to overlie adjacent remains until the County Coroner has been called out, and the
remains have been investigated and appropriate recommendations have been made for the
treatment and removal of the remains. Following compliance with federal and state regulations,
which detail the appropriate actions necessary in the event human remains are encountered, in
addition to Mitigation Measure CUL-25 and CUL-6, will ensure that potential impacts to human
remains are less than significant.
MITIGATION MEASURES
CUL-25: Consistent with State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5, Subdivision (e), in the event of
an accidental discovery or recognition of any human remains, the County Coroner shall
be notified and construction activities at the affected work site shall be halted. If the
remains are found to be Native American, the Native American Heritage Commission
(NAHC) shall be notified within 24 hours by the County Coroner. The NAHC must
immediately notify the Most Likely Descendent(s) under Public Resources Code §5097.98
and the descendants must make recommendations or preference for treatment within
48 hours of being granted access to the site. Guidelines of the NAHC shall be adhered to
in the treatment and disposition of the remains in accordance with the provisions of
Health and Safety Code §7050.5 and Public Resources Code §5097.98 and the
treatment agreement required in CUL-2.
CUL 6: If inadvertent discoveries of subsurface archeological/cultural resources are discovered
during grading, the Rancho California Water District, the Project archeologist, and the
tribe shall assess the significance of such resources and shall meet and confer regarding
the mitigation for such resources. Pursuant to California Public Resources Code
§21083.2(b) avoidance is the preferred method of preservation for archeological
resources. If the Rancho California Water District, the Project archeologist and the Tribe
cannot agree on the significance of mitigation or such resources, these issues will be
presented to the District Board or other appropriate personnel for decision. The District
Board or appropriate personnel shall make the determination based on the provisions of
the California Environmental Quality Act with respect to archeological resources and shall
take into account the religious beliefs, customs, and practices of the Tribe.
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c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?









d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(2004), creating substantial risks to life or
property?









e) Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative waste water disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the
disposal of waste water?









6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS -- Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk
of loss, injury, or death involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault,
as delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Map issued by the State Geologist for
the area or based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?
iii) Seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction?
iv) Landslides?
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?

Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving:
i)

Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42. Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.

The Project is located within a seismically active region as a result of being located near the active
margin between the North American and Pacific tectonic plates. The most significant known
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active fault zone that is capable of seismic ground shaking that could impact the Project vicinity is
the Elsinore fault, which runs north-south adjacent to the Project.
The Project does not include habitable structures and is limited to the construction of subsurface
pipelines; further, no faults exist directly within the Project vicinity, and for these reasons less
than significant impacts would occur.
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
As discussed in Response 3.6(a)(i), the Project site is in close proximity to the Elsinore fault, which
has the potential to create strong seismic ground shaking. Therefore, the Project may be exposed
to strong seismic ground shaking. However, the Project does not involve construction of habitable
structures, or any other above-ground structures. Therefore, the Project would result in less than
significant impacts.
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? Determination: Less Than Significant
Impact.
Liquefaction is a process whereby strong seismic ground shaking causes sediment layers that are
saturated with groundwater to lose solidity and behave as a liquid. Factors influencing a site’s
potential for liquefaction include area seismicity, onsite soil type and consistency, and
groundwater level. According to the County of Riverside General Plan, the Project site is not
susceptible to liquefaction hazard. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.
iv) Landslides? Determination: No Impact.
According to the County of Riverside’s Southwest Area Plan, Figure 14, Slope Instability, the
proposed Project site is not located within an area that is prone to landslides. Further, the gently
sloping topography of the site and adjacent land is not conductive of landslides. Therefore, no
impacts would occur.
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? Determination: Less Than Significant
Impact.
The proposed Project would require the installation of a pipeline within existing unimproved
roadway right-of-way. It is not expected that the construction of the proposed Project will result
in soil erosion or topsoil loss. Although the impact of the construction activities would be shortterm, the contractor would be required to comply with standard engineering practices for erosion
control including those measures identified in the Project SWPPP. In addition, grading operations,
land-clearing, loading, stockpiling, landscaping, and haul routes would be required to comply with
SCAQMD Rule 403, Fugitive Dust Emissions. Thus, impacts related to erosion would be considered
less than significant.
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of
the project, and potentially result in an on-site or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
Lateral spreading is a phenomenon in which large blocks of intact, non-liquefied soil move down
slope on a liquefied soil layer. Lateral spreading is often a regional event. For lateral spreading to
occur, the liquefiable soil zone must be laterally continuous, unconstrained laterally, and free to
move along sloping ground. Project installation is not anticipated to induce lateral spreading. The
proposed Project would be designed and constructed in conformance with the CBC seismic
engineering standards. Furthermore, backfill material around the pipeline would be placed to
meet standard engineering design requirements and local grading practices. Therefore, the
Project is anticipated to result in less than significant impacts.
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d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994),
creating substantial risks to life or property? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
Expansive soils are those that undergo volume changes as moisture content fluctuates’ swelling
substantially when wet or shrinking when dry. Soil expansion can damage structures by cracking
foundations, causing settlement and distorting structural elements. The pipeline construction
would be implemented based on the recommendations of a geotechnical engineer, as part of the
final design process. No serious soil conditions are known to exist. Thus, impacts in this regard
would be considered less than significant.
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative waste water
disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water? Determination:
No Impact.
The proposed Project does not propose the installation of septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems. No impacts would occur in this regard.
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7. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS - Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either
directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?









b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?









Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
Global Climate Change
California is a substantial contributor of global greenhouse gases (GHGs), emitting over 400
million tons of carbon dioxide (CO2) per year. Climate studies indicate that California is likely to
see an increase of three to four degrees Fahrenheit (0F) over the next century. Methane is also
an important GHG that potentially contributes to global climate change. GHGs are global in their
effect, which is to increase the earth’s ability to absorb heat in the atmosphere. As primary GHGs
have a long lifetime in the atmosphere, accumulate over time, and are generally well-mixed, their
impact on the atmosphere is mostly independent of the point of emission.
The impact of human activities on global climate change is apparent in the observational record.
Air trapped by ice has been extracted from core samples taken from polar ice sheets to determine
the global atmospheric variation of CO2, methane (CH4), and nitrous oxide (N2O) from before the
start of industrialization (approximately 1750), to over 650,000 years ago. For that period, it was
found that CO2 concentrations ranged from 180 parts per million (ppm) to 300 ppm. For the
period from approximately 1750 to the present, global CO2 concentrations increased from a preindustrialization period concentration of 280 ppm to 379 ppm in 2005, with the 2005 value far
exceeding the upper end of the pre-industrial period range.
Regulations and Significance Criteria
The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) constructed several emission trajectories
of GHGs needed to stabilize global temperatures and climate change impacts. It concluded that
a stabilization of GHGs at 400 to 450 ppm carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2eq) concentration is
required to keep global mean warming below 2 degrees Celsius (oC), which in turn is assumed to
be necessary to avoid dangerous climate change.
Executive Order S-3-05 was issued in June 2005, which established the following GHG emission
reduction targets:


2010: Reduce GHG emissions to 2000 levels;



2020: Reduce GHG emissions to 1990 levels; and



2050: Reduce GHG emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels.
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Assembly Bill (AB) 32 requires that the California Air Resources Board (CARB) determine what the
statewide GHG emissions level was in 1990, and approve a statewide GHG emissions limit that is
equivalent to that level, to be achieved by 2020. CARB has approved a 2020 emissions limit of
427 million metric tons (MMT) of CO2eq.
Due to the nature of global climate change, it is not anticipated that any single development
project would have a substantial effect on global climate change. In actuality, GHG emissions
from the proposed Project would combine with emissions emitted across California, the United
States, and the world to cumulatively contribute to global climate change.
In June 2008, the California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR) published a
Technical Advisory, which provides informal guidance for public agencies as they address the issue
of climate change in CEQA documents. This is assessed by determining whether a proposed
project is consistent with or obstructs the 39 Recommended Actions identified by CARB in its
Climate Change Scoping Plan which includes nine Early Action Measures (qualitative approach).
The Attorney General’s Mitigation Measures identify areas where GHG emissions reductions can
be achieved in order to achieve the goals of AB 32. As set forth in the OPR Technical Advisory and
in the proposed amendments to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.4, this analysis examines
whether the Project's GHG emissions are significant based on a qualitative and performance
based standard (Proposed CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.4(a) (1) and (2)).
Riverside County Thresholds
On March 2014, the County of Riverside drafted a Climate Action Plan (CAP) under the premise
that the County, and the community it represents, is uniquely capable of addressing emissions
associated with sources under Riverside County’s jurisdiction, and that Riverside County’s
emission reduction efforts should coordinate with the state strategies of reducing emissions in
order to accomplish these reductions in an efficient and cost-effective manner. Riverside County
will implement the reduction measures for new development, through the use of a GHG Screening
Table document based upon the CAP. The GHG Screening Table document will provide guidance
for the analysis of development projects and divide projects into two broad categories, residential
development and commercial development and public facilities. The screening table will provide
a menu of reduction options tied to the R2 Reduction Measures in the CAP and the
Implementation Measures (IMs) in the General Plan such that 100 points will meet the emission
reductions associated with the R2 Reduction Measures and IMs. If a project can obtain 100 points
from the screening table, the mitigated project will implement pertinent reduction measures such
that it meets the reduction goals of the CAP and a less than significant finding can be made for
the project. As the Project does not propose construction of any on-site structures, and no longterm operations emissions would be generated as a result of Project implementation, the Project
GHG emissions will be evaluated with the SCAQMD thresholds below.
SCAQMD Thresholds
The SCAQMD has formed a GHG CEQA Significance Threshold Working Group (Working Group) to
provide guidance to local lead agencies on determining significance for GHG emissions in their
CEQA documents. As of the last Working Group meeting (Meeting No. 15) held in September
2010, the SCAQMD is proposing to adopt a tiered approach for evaluating GHG emissions for
development projects where SCAQMD is not the lead agency.
With the tiered approach, the Project is compared with the requirements of each tier sequentially
and would not result in a significant impact if it complies with any tier. Tier 1 excludes projects
that are specifically exempt from SB 97 from resulting in a significant impact. Tier 2 excludes
projects that are consistent with a GHG reduction plan that has a certified final CEQA document
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and complies with AB 32 GHG reduction goals. Tier 3 excludes projects with annual emissions
lower than a screening threshold. For all non-industrial projects, the SCAQMD is proposing a
screening threshold of 3,000 MTCO2eq per year. SCAQMD concluded that projects with emissions
less than the screening threshold would not result in a significant cumulative impact.
Tier 4 consists of three decision tree options. Under the Tier 4 first option, the Project would be
excluded if design features and/or mitigation measures resulted in emissions 30 percent lower
than business as usual emissions. Under the Tier 4 second option, the Project would be excluded
if it had early compliance with AB 32 through early implementation of CARB’s Scoping Plan
measures. Under the Tier 4 third option, the Project would be excluded if it was below an
efficiency-based threshold of 4.8 MTCO2eq per service population (SP) per year. Tier 5 would
exclude Projects that implement offsite mitigation (GHG reduction Projects) or purchase offsets
to reduce GHG emission impacts to less than the proposed screening level.
GHG efficiency metrics are utilized as thresholds to assess the GHG efficiency of a Project on a per
capita basis or on a “service population” basis (the sum of the number of jobs and the number of
residents provided by a project) such that the Project would allow for consistency with the goals
of AB 32 (i.e., 1990 GHG emissions levels by 2020 and 2035). GHG efficiency thresholds can be
determined by dividing the GHG emissions inventory goal of the State, by the estimated 2035
population and employment. This method allows highly efficient projects with higher mass
emissions to meet the overall reduction goals of AB 32, and is appropriate, because the threshold
can be applied evenly to all project types (residential or commercial/retail only and mixed use).
The 3,000 MTCO2eq/yr threshold has been selected as the significance threshold, as it is most
applicable to the proposed Project. The 3,000 MTCO2eq/yr threshold is used in addition to the
qualitative thresholds of significance set forth below from Section VII of Appendix G to the CEQA
Guidelines.
Project-Related Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Project-related GHG emissions would include direct emissions of CO2, N2O, and CH4, and would
not result in other GHGs that would facilitate a meaningful analysis. Therefore, this analysis
focuses on these three forms of GHG emissions. The Project consists of grading an approximate
0.75-acre site and the installation of approximately 8,200 linear feet of 8-inch and 12-inch
diameter steel pipelines in order to extend service from the 2350 Pressure Zone, with no proposed
on- or off-site structures. As such, direct Project-related GHG emissions would only include
emissions from grading and construction activities. Additionally, implementation of the proposed
Project would not result in additional traffic on adjacent roadways, as the Project does not involve
a trip-generating land use. Therefore, no long-term, operational emissions would occur as a result
of Project implementation.
Project-related GHG emissions were calculated using CalEEMod. It is estimated that the proposed
Project would result in approximately 270.88 metric tons of CO2 per year, 0.06 metric tons of CH4
per year, and no measureable emissions of N2O. This equates to a total of approximately 272.20
MTCO2e per year. Thus, the direct Project-related GHG emissions would be well below the 3,000
MTCO2eq per year non-industrial screening threshold. Impacts would be less than significant in
this regard.
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
The County drafted its Climate Action Plan (CAP) in March 2014. The CAP provides a framework
for reducing GHG emissions in an effort to provide a more livable, equitable, and economically
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vibrant community. The purpose of the CAP is to create a GHG emissions baseline from which to
benchmark GHG reductions, provide a plan that is consistent with and complementary to: the
GHG emissions reduction efforts being conducted by the State of California through AB 32, federal
government through the actions of the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), and the global
community through the Kyoto Protocol, guide the development, enhancement, and
implementation of actions that reduce GHG emissions, and provide a policy document with
specific implementation measures meant to be considered as part of the planning process for
future development projects.
The proposed Project involves the conversion of a water pipeline to a higher pressure zone. As
the Project does not propose construction of any on-site structures, and no long-term operations
emissions would be generated as a result of Project implementation, the proposed Project would
not conflict with the City’s long-term GHG emissions reduction goals. The proposed Project would
not conflict with the CAP, as the Project does not change the City’s land use designations and
would not increase population beyond that considered in the General Plan. Additionally, direct
Project-related GHG emissions during construction activities would be well below the 3,000
MTCO2eq per year non-industrial screening threshold. Therefore, the proposed Project would not
conflict with an adopted plan, policy, or regulation pertaining to GHGs, and impacts would be less
than significant in this regard.
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8. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS - Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials?









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









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









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









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









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









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









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









Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
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The routine transport, use, and disposal of hazardous materials can result in hazards to the public
through the potential for accidental release. Such hazards are typically associated with certain
types of land uses, such as chemical manufacturing facilities, industrial processes, waste disposal,
and storage and distribution facilities.
Construction of the proposed Project may result in temporary hazards related to transport and
use of hazardous materials, including those used for construction vehicle use and maintenance
(i.e., diesel fuel, motor oil, etc.). Due to the small scale of the proposed Project, minimal quantities
of hazardous materials would be utilized during construction operations. The limited quantity of
hazardous waste present during the Project construction would be consistent with those present
during most construction operations. Due to the limited quantities of hazardous materials that
would be present on the Project site, impacts would be less than significant in that regard. Project
operations would consist of the transport of potable water from the pump station to adjacent
residential water meters. No transport or use of hazardous materials is proposed for the
operation of this Project. Therefore, less than significant impacts would occur.
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset
and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment?
Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
Refer to Response 3.8 (a), above. During the short-term excavation and construction period,
there is the possibility of accidental release of hazardous substances such as spilling of petroleumbased fuels, lubricants, and other materials used for construction equipment. Because of the
small-scale of the Project, the level of risk associated with the accidental release of hazardous
substances is not considered significant due to the small volume and low concentration of
hazardous materials utilized during construction.
During construction of the proposed Project, contractors would be required to use standard
construction safety procedures and controls that would avoid and minimize the potential for
accidental release of hazardous substances into the environment. Standard construction
practices must be observed such that any hazardous materials released are appropriately
contained and remediated as required by local, State, and federal law. Conformance with these
standards would reduce impacts to less than significant levels. Therefore, implementation of the
proposed Project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
upset or accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials. Less than significant
impacts would occur.
c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? Determination: No Impact.
There are no existing or proposed schools located within one-quarter mile distance from the
Project site. Additionally, as stated in Response 3.8 (a), the implementation of the proposed
Project would not involve the routine use of hazardous materials. For this reason, there are no
impacts expected from the implementation of the proposed Project.
d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment? Determination: No Impact.
Refer to Response 3.8 (b), above. According to the Department of Toxic Substances Control
EnviroStor database, there are no listed hazardous sites identified within or immediately adjacent
to the proposed Project site. The nearest site recorded on the EnviroStar Database is the
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Temecula Bomb Target #107 which is located approximately four miles southwest of the Project
site. Therefore, no impacts would occur.
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard
for people residing or working in the project area? Determination: No Impact.
The French Valley Airport is a Riverside County-owned public-use airport located on SR-79, north
of the City of Temecula in their Sphere of Influence, and adjacent to the City of Murrieta’s eastern
City boundary. The Riverside County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan establishes policies
applicable to land use compatibility planning in the vicinity of airports throughout Riverside
County. The proposed Project site is located approximately 8 miles east of the French Valley
Airport, and is located beyond the French Valley Airport land use influence area. The Project is
not located within any Compatibility Zones identified in the Riverside County Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan. Therefore, no impacts would occur.
f)

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project area? Determination: No Impact.
According to the Federal Aviation Administration Airport Database, there are two private airports
proximate to the Project site. The Billy Joe Air Port is located approximately 6.5 miles southwest
of the Project site, and the Blackwater Heliport is located approximately 5.5 miles southwest of
the Project site. Neither of these airports would be impacted by the construction or operation of
the proposed Project. Therefore, no impacts would occur.

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan? Determination: Less than Significant Impact
While the proposed Project will minimally impact traffic flow during the temporary construction
period, it would not conflict with of interfere with emergency evacuation of the Project area.
Traffic flow during the construction of the Project would still be able to pass; however, traffic flow
may be reduced. However, none of the roadways that may be affected by the Project are major
access routes. No revisions to an adopted emergency plan would be required as a result of the
proposed Project. Therefore, less than significant impacts would occur.
h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires,
including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed
with wildlands? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
The proposed Project would be developed in an unpaved roadway right-of-way in a rural
residential and rural agricultural neighborhood in the southwest area of Riverside County.
However, the Project site is adjacent to vacant land on more than one side, and is therefore
potentially susceptible to wildland or grassland fires. According to the California Department of
Fire and Forestry Fire and Resource Assessment Program (FRAP) Map, the Project site is
designated as a “Very High” wildfire severity zone. However, the Project would not include the
development of any additional residential units. Continuing, the proposed pressure zone
conversion would result in the improvement of the existing water pressure for the residential
units adjacent to the Project site. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.
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9. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements?









b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies
or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net
deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the
local groundwater table level (e.g., the
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells
would drop to a level which would not
support existing land uses or planned uses for
which permits have been granted)?









c) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or
river, in a manner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?









d) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or
river, or substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner which
would result in flooding on- or off-site?









e) Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?









f) Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality?









g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard
area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or
other flood hazard delineation map?









h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows?









i) Expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of
a levee or dam?









j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
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Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? Determination: Less Than
Significant Impact.
Surface water quality is subject to federal, state, and local water quality requirements
administered and enforced by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), the California
State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), and the California Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) with cooperation from each County. The principal law governing pollution of the
nation’s surface waters is the Federal Water Pollution Control Act or Clean Water Act. Under the
Clean Water Act, regulatory requirements for industrial and municipal dischargers were set, as
well as requirements for states to adopt water quality standards.
To achieve its objectives, the Clean Water Act is based on the concept that all discharges into the
nation’s water are unlawful, unless specifically authorized by a permit. The National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) is the permitting program for discharge of pollutants into
waters of the United States under Section 402 of the Clean Water Act. Thus, dischargers must
obtain permits from the appropriate RWQCB.
During development of the proposed Project, construction staging would be on or adjacent to the
pipeline alignments. Any residual oil, grease, and other fuel products from equipment would be
maintained onsite and would not affect surface waters. Equipment would be inspected and
maintained on a regular basis in order to ensure that leaks of hazardous materials do not occur.
Therefore, leaks of oil, grease, and other fuel products from equipment are expected to be
negligible and would not affect surface or groundwater. Operation of the proposed Project would
not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements because of the strict
requirements and regulations discussed above that the Project would be required to comply with
during operation.
Pipeline trenching and installation would observe District standard practices and applicable local,
state and federal water quality regulations, including compliance with NPDES permit conditions
and the submittal of an NOI/SWPPP in order to receive issuance of a Waste Discharger
Identification (WDID).
Because the proposed Project is subject to the requirements and regulations stated above, the
proposed Project is anticipated to result in a less than significant impact related to a violation of
water quality standards or waste discharge requirements.
b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater
table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which would
not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted)?
Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
The proposed Project involves the construction of conveyance pipeline and related facilities. No
groundwater extraction wells are proposed as part of the Project. Based on the scope of the
proposed Project, it is not anticipated to produce a disproportionate or significant impact on
groundwater supplies, and it would not affect the District’s ability to recharge the groundwater
aquifer. While a pipeline would be constructed connecting water meters to the Calle Breve Pump
Station, the Project pipeline would replace the existing water supplied to the properties by the
Glen Oaks Reservoir. As such, it is anticipated that water demand and use will not increase as a
result of the Project. Therefore, less than significant impacts are anticipated to occur.
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c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner, which would result in substantial erosion
or siltation on- or off-site? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
The proposed Project would be constructed in areas that would not substantially alter the existing
drainage pattern of the site or area. The pipeline would be buried, and as such would have a
minimal impact on drainage patterns. Construction period impacts that may result in on- or offsite erosion or siltation would be minimized to less than significant levels by the implementation
of BMPs set forth in the SWPPP. Operational impacts related to siltation or erosion would be
minimized to less than significant levels by the development and use of standard stormwater
drainage features. Therefore, the proposed Project is not anticipated to alter the existing
drainage pattern of the site and would not result in substantial erosion of siltation onsite or
offsite. Impacts are considered to be less than significant.
d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface
runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site? Determination: Less Than
Significant Impact.
Refer to response in Section 3.8(c). The Project would result in minimal alterations of the existing
drainage pattern of the Project site, and would not require traversing any streams or rivers. Less
than significant impacts related to on- and offsite flooding would occur.
e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned storm
water drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?
Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
Refer to Responses 3.8(a) and 3.8(c). Less than significant impacts related to polluted runoff
would occur.
f)

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
Refer to Responses 3.8(a) and 3.8(c). Other than as noted above, the proposed Project is not
anticipated to otherwise degrade water quality within the Project area. Impacts are anticipated
to be less than significant in this regard

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary
or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map? Determination: No Impact.
The proposed Project includes the excavation of existing water pipelines located in an unpaved
roadway right-of-way to improve substandard water pressure in the unincorporated southwest
region of the County of Riverside. The pipelines would be updated to remedy substandard water
pressure and would then be reburied in their current subterranean location. No aboveground
structures are anticipated for the proposed Project. Therefore, implementation of the proposed
Project would result in no impacts relative to placing housing within the 100-year flood hazard
area.
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures, which would impede or redirect flood flows?
Determination: No Impact.
See Response 3.9 (g). No aboveground structures are anticipated for the proposed Project.
Therefore, implementation of the proposed Project would not result in impacts relative to placing
structures that would impede or redirect flood flows.
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i)

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding, including
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
Refer to Responses 3.8(g) and 3.8(h), above. The majority of the proposed Project is located
outside of the Riverside County Flood Hazard zone. Only a small portion of the southern pipeline
alignment along Giesbaur Road would fall within the 100-year flood hazard area. No levee or dam
is proposed as part of the Project. Continuing, the project does not propose any above ground
structures that would cause loss of people or structures in the event of a dam failure. As such, less
than significant impacts would occur.

j)

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? Determination: No Impact.
Due to the distance of the proposed Project from the ocean and local large bodies of water,
including Lake Skinner (located over 3 miles to the northeast) and Vail Lake (located over 5 miles
to the south), the possibility of seiches and tsunamis impacting the Project area are considered to
be remote. Further, due to the gently sloping nature of the proposed Project site, the risk of
mudflows is also remote. No impacts are expected in this regard.
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10. LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community?









b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but
not limited to the general plan, specific plan,
local coastal program, or zoning ordinance)
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?









c) Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?









Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community? Determination: No Impact.
The Project would include the installation of a new buried pipeline in a roadway in an
unincorporated area of southwest Riverside County. The Project site is located in an unpaved
roadway right-of-way within areas planned for Rural Agricultural and Rural Residential. Due to the
subsurface nature of the pipeline improvements, in addition to the Project location in a road rightof-way, the proposed Project would have no impact to the physical arrangement of an established
community. Therefore, no impacts would occur in this regard.
b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over
the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or
zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
Determination: No Impact
The Project will take place in an unpaved road right-of-way; therefore, there are no impacts
relative to conflicts with land use or zoning plans, policies, or regulations. The Project is not
located in a local coastal or specific plan area. As such, the proposed Project would have no
impacts in this regard.
c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan?
Determination: No Impact.
The proposed Project is located within the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat
Conservation Plan (MSHCP); however RCWD is not a permittee under the MSHCP. As such, RCWD
projects are not subject to the MSHCP requirements. However, the Habitat Assessment and site
visit for the Project noted that no impacts to special status species would result from the Project.
As such, the Project would not conflict with any applicable habitat or natural community
conservation plan. No impacts would occur.
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11. MINERAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state?









b) Result in the loss of availability of a locallyimportant mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?









Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region
and the residents of the state? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
The State Mining and Geology Board (SMGB) has established Mineral Resources Zones (MRZs) to
designate lands that contain mineral deposits. The classifications used by the State to define
MRZs are as follows:


MRZ-1: Areas where the available geologic information indicates no significant likelihood
of significant mineral deposits.



MRZ-2a: Areas where the available geologic information indicates that there are
significant mineral deposits.



MRZ-2b: Areas where the available geologic information indicates that there is a
likelihood of significant mineral deposits.



MRZ-3a: Areas where the available geologic information indicates that mineral deposits
exist, however, the significance of the deposit is undetermined.



MRZ-3b: Areas where the available geologic information indicates that mineral deposits
are likely to exist, however, the significance of the deposit is undetermined.



MRZ-4: Areas where there is not enough information available to determine the presence
of a known mineral deposit.

The proposed Project site is located in an area classified as MRZ-3b, an area where mineral
resources are likely to exist but the significance of the deposit is unknown. The Project proposes
the excavation of a dirt roadway and the installation of a new pipeline. While the Project will
require excess dirt to be hauled from the Project site and small amounts of dirt for the installation
of the pipeline, this is anticipated to be minimal and limited to the pipe installation footprint.
Continuing, the use of the Project site as a roadway precludes mining operations from occurring
on the Project site and the pipeline will be installed in an area that already contains other utility
lines. Therefore, impacts in this regard would be less than significant.
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated on
a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? Determination: Less Than Significant
Impact.
Refer to Response 3.11(a). Less than significant impacts would occur.
May August 2015

51

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Rancho California Water District
Camino Sierra Road Pressure Zone Conversion

3.12

NOISE
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise
levels in excess of standards established in
the local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?









b) Exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?









c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?









d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase
in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?









e) For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport
or public use airport, would the project
expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?









f) For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?









12. NOISE – Would the project result in:

Would the project result in:
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? Determination: Less
Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated.
SHORT-TERM CONSTRUCTION
Construction of the proposed Project would occur over approximately eight weeks and would
include grading and construction activities. Ground-borne noise and other types of constructionrelated noise impacts would typically occur during grading and construction activities. Typical
noise levels generated by construction equipment associated with grading and building
construction activities are shown in Table 3.12-4, Maximum Noise Levels Generated by
Construction Equipment. It should be noted that the noise levels identified in Table 3.12-4 are
maximum sound levels (Lmax), which are the highest individual sound occurring at an individual
time period. Operating cycles for these types of construction equipment may involve one or two
minutes of full power operation followed by three to four minutes at lower power settings. Other
primary sources of acoustical disturbance would be due to random incidents, which would last
less than one minute (such as dropping large pieces of equipment or the hydraulic movement of
machinery lifts).
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Table 3.12-1: Maximum Noise Levels Generated by Construction Equipment
Type of Equipment

Acoustical Use
Factor1

Lmax at 50 Feet (dBA)

Backhoe

40

78

Dozer

40

82

Excavator

40

81

Forklift

40

78

Roller

20

80

Tractor

40

84

Water Truck

40

80

Grader

40

85

General Industrial
Equipment

50

85

Note:
1 – Acoustical Use Factor (percent): Estimates the fraction of time each piece
of construction equipment is operating at full power (i.e., its loudest
condition) during a construction operation.
Source:
Federal Highway Administration, Roadway Construction Noise
Model (FHWA-HEP-05-054), January 2006.

Pursuant to the County of Riverside Municipal Code Section 9.52.020, construction activities may
occur between the hours of 6:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. during the months of June through
September, and between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. during the months of October
through May for private construction projects located within one-quarter of a mile from an
inhabited dwelling. These permitted hours of construction are included in the Municipal Code in
recognition that construction activities undertaken during daytime hours are a typical part of
living in an urban environment and do not cause a significant disruption. Construction would
occur throughout the Project site and in the vicinity of sensitive uses (single-family residences)
located adjacent to the Project site. It should be noted that the surrounding single-family
residences are dispersed throughout the site vicinity, with the closest residences located
approximately 45 feet east of the Project site along De Portola Road and approximately 50 feet
north of the Project site along Camino Sierra Road. Given the surrounding land uses, the sporadic
and variable nature of noise levels associated with Project construction, and the implementation
of time limits specified in the Municipal Code, noise impacts would be reduced to a less than
significant level. Additionally, to further reduce the potential for noise impacts at sensitive
receptors and adjacent properties, Mitigation Measure NOI-1 would be implemented to
incorporate best management practices during construction. Implementation of Mitigation
Measure NOI-1 would further minimize impacts from construction noise as it requires
construction equipment to be equipped with properly operating and maintained mufflers and
other state required noise attenuation devices. Thus, with mitigation, a less than significant noise
impact would result from construction activities.
LONG-TERM OPERATIONAL IMPACTS
Off-Site Mobile Noise
The Project consists of the installation of approximately 8,200 linear feet (LF) of 8-inch and 12inch diameter steel pipelines in order to extend service from the 2350 Pressure Zone, with no
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proposed on- or off-site structures. Additionally, implementation of the pipeline pressure zone
conversion Project would not result in additional traffic on adjacent roadways, as the Project does
not involve a trip-generating land use. Therefore, no long-term, operational impacts are
anticipated to occur as a result of Project implementation, and no impacts would occur in this
regard.
Cumulative Mobile Source Impacts
As described above, no long-term, operational impacts are anticipated to occur as a result of
Project implementation. Thus, no impacts associated with cumulative mobile sources impacts
would not occur.
Stationary Noise Impacts
As described above, the Project consists of the installation of approximately 8,200 LF of 8-inch
and 12-inch diameter steel pipelines, with no proposed on-site structures or equipment.
Therefore, the Project does not propose any stationary noise sources, and no impacts would occur
in this regard.
MITIGATION MEASURES
NOI-1: Prior to construction, the District shall ensure that the Project complies with the
following:


Construction contracts shall specify that all construction equipment, fixed or
mobile, shall be equipped with properly operating and maintained mufflers and
other state required noise attenuation devices.



The District’s inspector shall be responsible for responding to any local complaints
about construction noise. When a complaint is received, the District’s Inspector
shall notify the District within 24-hours of the complaint and determine the cause
of the noise complaint (e.g., starting too early, bad muffler, etc.) and shall
implement reasonable measures to resolve the complaint, as deemed acceptable
by the District. The contact name and the telephone number for the District
Inspector shall be clearly posted on-site.



Construction noise reduction methods shall be used where feasible. These
reduction methods include shutting off idling equipment, installing temporary
acoustic barriers around stationary construction noise sources, maximizing the
distance between construction equipment staging areas and occupied residential
areas, and electric air compressors and similar power tools.



During construction, stationary construction equipment shall be placed such that
emitted noise is directed away from sensitive noise receivers.



Construction activities shall not take place outside of the allowable hours
specified by the County Municipal Code Section 9.52.020 (6:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.
during the months of June through September, and 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.
during the months of October through May).

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise
levels? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
SHORT-TERM CONSTRUCTION
Project construction can generate varying degrees of groundborne vibration, depending on the
construction procedure and the construction equipment used. Operation of construction
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equipment generates vibrations that spread through the ground and diminish in amplitude with
distance from the source. The effect on buildings located in the vicinity of the construction site
often varies depending on soil type, ground strata, and construction characteristics of the receiver
building(s). The results from vibration can range from no perceptible effects at the lowest
vibration levels, to low rumbling sounds and perceptible vibration at moderate levels, to slight
damage at the highest levels. Groundborne vibrations from construction activities rarely reach
levels that damage structures.
The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) has published standard vibration velocities for
construction equipment operations. In general, the FTA architectural damage criterion for
continuous vibrations (i.e., 0.20 inch/second) appears to be conservative. The types of
construction vibration impact include human annoyance and building damage. Human
annoyance occurs when construction vibration rises significantly above the threshold of human
perception for extended periods of time. Building damage can be cosmetic or structural. Typical
vibration produced by construction equipment is illustrated in Table 3.12-5, Typical Vibration
Levels for Construction Equipment.
Table 3.12-2: Typical Vibration Levels for Construction Equipment

Equipment

Approximate
peak particle
velocity at 25 feet
(inches/second)1

Approximate
peak particle
velocity at 45 feet
(inches/second)2

Approximate
peak particle
velocity at 50
feet
(inches/second)2

Large bulldozer

0.089

0.037

0.031

Loaded trucks

0.076

0.031

0.027

Small bulldozer

0.003

0.001

0.001

Notes:
1 – Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment
Guidelines, May 2006. Table 12-2.
2 – Calculated using the following formula:
PPV equip = PPVref x (25/D)1.5
where: PPV (equip) = the peak particle velocity in in/sec of the equipment adjusted
for the distance
PPV (ref) = the reference vibration level in in/sec from Table 12-2 of the FTA Transit
Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Guidelines
D = the distance from the equipment to the receiver

Groundborne vibration decreases rapidly with distance. As indicated in Table 3.12-5, based on
the FTA data, vibration velocities from typical heavy construction equipment operation that
would be used during Project construction range from 0.003 to 0.089 in/sec peak particle velocity
(PPV) at 25 feet from the source of activity. With regard to the proposed Project, groundborne
vibration would be generated during grading activities on-site and by off-site haul-truck travel.
The nearest sensitive receptors (single-family residences) would be at least 45 to 50 feet from the
Project site boundaries. As noted in Table 3.12-5, vibration at 45 feet would range from 0.001 to
0.037 PPV and would be below the 0.20 inch-per second PPV significance threshold. Therefore,
vibration impacts would be less than significant.
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LONG-TERM OPERATIONAL IMPACTS
The Project does not propose any on- or off-site structures, and therefore, would not generate
ground-borne vibration that could be felt at surrounding uses. The proposed Project would not
involve railroads or substantial heavy truck operations, and therefore would not result in vibration
impacts at surrounding uses. No impact would occur in this regard.
c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project? Determination: No Impact.
Refer to Response 3.12(a). No impacts would occur in this regard.
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
Refer to Response 3.12(a). Less than significant impacts would occur in this regard.
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose people residing
or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? Determination: No Impact.
The nearest airport to the Project site is the Billy Joe Airport, located approximately 6.5 miles to
the southwest. The proposed Project is not located within an airport land use plan. Further, there
is no public airport, public use airport, or private airstrip located within two miles of the Project
site. Therefore, no impacts would occur in this regard.
f)

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise levels? Determination: No Impact.
Refer to Response 3.12(e). No impacts would occur in this regard.
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3.13

POPULATION AND HOUSING
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Less Than
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Less Than
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13. POPULATION AND HOUSING -- Would the project:
a) Induce substantial population growth in an
area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?









b) Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?









c) Displace substantial numbers of people,
necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?









Would the project:
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
The proposed Project would consist of the design and construction of water distribution pipeline
improvements that would address low service pressures in unincorporated southwest Riverside
County. As such, the Project would not induce population growth. The proposed Project would be
limited to providing water to the meters that currently receive substandard service from the Glen
Oaks Reservoir. The Project does not create any new water supply or demand that would result
in population growth either directly or indirectly. Therefore, the proposed Project would not
induce population growth above that which is already approved and planned for by the Project
vicinity. Therefore, less than significant impacts would occur in that regard.
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere? Determination: No Impact.
No housing units would be displaced as a result of Project construction. The Project is limited to
the existing unimproved street right-of-way and as such would not displace any housing units or
require the construction of additional housing units. Therefore, no impacts would occur.
c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere? Determination: No Impact.
Refer to Response 3.13 (b), above. No residences or people would be displaced as a result of the
Project. As such, no impacts would occur in this regard.
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3.14
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14. PUBLIC SERVICES
a) Would the project result in substantial
adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for any of the
public services:
Fire protection?
Police protection?
Schools?
Parks?
Other public facilities?

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of
new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the
public services:
1) Fire protection? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
The proposed Project would not result in the construction of any aboveground structures and
would not directly or indirectly induce significant population growth, as identified in Response
3.13 (a). The Project would not result in the need for additional new or altered fire protection
services and would not alter acceptable service ratios or response times. Project implementation
would not create the need for the development of additional fire facilities. The Project would
increase water pressure to under-pressurized areas, which would improve water flows and
enhanced fire protection. Therefore, less than significant impacts would occur.
2) Police protection? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact.
The proposed Project would not result in the construction of any aboveground structures and
would not directly or indirectly induce significant population growth as identified in Response
3.13 (a). The Project would not result in the need for additional new or altered police protection
services and would not alter acceptable service ratios or response times. Implementation of the
Project would also not create the need for the development of additional police facilities.
Therefore, less than significant impacts to police protection services would occur with
implementation of the proposed Project.
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3) Schools? Determination: No Impact.
The proposed Project would not result in construction of new structures and would not directly
or indirectly induce significant population growth, as identified in Response 3.13 (a). Therefore,
the Project would not generate additional students at local schools. No impacts would occur in
this regard.
4) Parks? Determination: No Impact.
The proposed Project would not result in construction of new structures and would not directly
or indirectly induce significant population growth, as identified in Response 3.13 (a). The Project
would not result in the need for new or expanded parks or park facilities. Therefore, no impacts
to parks would occur with implementation of the proposed Project.
5) Other public facilities? Determination: No Impact.
The proposed Project would not significantly generate residents either directly or indirectly and
therefore would not create significant impacts to other public facilities. No Impacts would occur
in this regard.
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a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated?









b) Does the project include recreational
facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which
might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?









15. RECREATION --

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated? Determination: No Impact.
Refer to Response 3.14 (a)(4), above. Implementation of the proposed Project would not result in
a significant impact to the local and regional parks system.
b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?
Determination: No Impact.
Refer to Response 3.14 (a)(4), above. Implementation of the proposed Project does not include
recreational facilities, nor does it require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities.
No impacts would occur in this regard.
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16. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC -- Would the project:
a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or
policy establishing measures of effectiveness
for the performance of the circulation
system, taking into account all modes of
transportation including mass transit and
non-motorized travel and relevant
components of the circulation system,
including but not limited to intersections,
streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian
and bicycle paths, and mass transit?









b) Conflict with an applicable congestion
management program, including, but not
limited to, level-of-service standards and
travel demand measures, or other standards
established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads
and highways?









c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns,
including either an increase in traffic levels or
a change in location that results in substantial
safety risks?









d) Substantially increase hazards due to a
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm equipment)?









e) Result in inadequate emergency access?









f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or
pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease
the performance or safety of such facilities?









Would the project:
a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the
performance of the circulation system, taking into account all modes of transportation including
mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant components of the circulation system,
including but not limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle
paths, and mass transit? Determination: Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated.
The proposed Project involves the installation of additional underground infrastructure to
improve the service pressure of existing underground water distribution pipelines in existing
unimproved roadway right-of-way. Short-term Project operations would include the excavation
of the existing pipelines to attach relevant water pressure infrastructure. Vehicles, materials, and
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equipment for the conveyance pipeline construction would result in temporary impacts to the
local roadway segments that would involve pipeline construction. Typical heavy equipment for
construction of such a project may include a bore/drill rig, backhoe, front loader, dump truck,
trencher, roller, and possibly a crane. However, Project installation will be short-term and
construction staging and operation will not block affected roadways in their entirety in order to
allow residents neighborhood circulation. Therefore, the construction of the Project would not
significantly impact circulation.
During the construction phase of the Project, the contractor would be required to implement any
traffic control measures necessary to access the site to maintain unobstructed traffic flow during
construction and would be required to obtain any required encroachment permits for
transporting heavy equipment and the staging of any materials/equipment as needed. Other
construction traffic would consist of delivery trucks and worker transportation. Delivery and
parking of vehicles would be coordinated to minimize impacts to local traffic. It is expected that
this temporary added traffic would not conflict with applicable plans, ordinances, or policies
related to performance of the circulation system and impacts are considered to be less than
significant.
The implementation of mitigation warning motorists, bicycle traffic, or pedestrians of potential
dangers would reduce impacts to a less than significant level. A Traffic Management Plan (TMP)
would be prepared by a Registered Civil Engineer and subject to the approval by the permitting
agency (if any) prior to any trenching in public streets for distribution pipelines.
The long-term operation of the Project does not include the development of any aboveground
structures and does not include new uses that would increase the existing traffic load, and
therefore would not result in operational impacts relative to the local and regional circulation
system. With the implementation of Mitigation Measure TRF-1, less than significant impacts
would occur.
MITIGATION MEASURES
TRF-1 Short-term mitigation for temporary impacts to local roadways shall be mitigated by a
Traffic Management Plan (TMP) to be approved by the County of Riverside prior to any
trenching in public streets for pipelines. The TMP shall consist of prior notices, adequate
sign posting, detours (if needed), phased construction and temporary driveways where
necessary. The TMP shall specify implementation timing of each plan element (prior
notices, sign posting, detours, etc.). Adequate access to and from residential areas shall
be provided at all times. Proper detours and warning signs shall be established to ensure
public safety. The TMP shall be devised so that construction shall not interfere with any
emergency response or evacuation plans. Construction activities shall proceed in a timely
manner in an effort to reduce impacts.
b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not limited to, levelof-service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards established by the county
congestion management agency for designated roads and highways? Determination: Less Than
Significant Impact.
Refer to Response 3.16(a), above. Due to low level of circulation that uses the roadways contained
in the Project site, the roads are not noted in the Riverside County Congestion Management
Program. While the Project may impede traffic flow on the roadways for short durations during
construction, the Project would not conflict with the Riverside County Congestion Management
Program. As such, less than significant impacts would occur.
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c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a change
in location that results in substantial safety risks? Determination: No Impact.
As discussed in Response 3.8 (e), the proposed Project is located more than 11 miles away from
the French Valley Airport and is not located within the Compatibility Zones identified in the
Riverside County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan. Additionally, the Project proposes the
installation of subterranean pipeline improvements that would in no way result in a change to air
traffic patterns. Therefore, no impacts would occur.
d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? Determination: No Impact.
The proposed Project does not involve any changes in roadway design and does not involve
incompatible uses in the long term. The proposed Project consists of the construction of a
subterranean pipeline within the roadway. As such, once constructed the new pipeline would not
be visible from the road surface and would not impact circulation. As such, no impact would occur
in this regard.
e) Result in inadequate emergency access? Determination: Less Than Significant Impacts with
Mitigation Incorporated.
Refer to Response 3.16(a) above. The proposed Project would be required to prepare a Traffic
Management Plan (TMP) to the satisfaction of a RCWD Engineer as described in Mitigation
Measure TRF-1, which would reduce impacts in this regard. Impacts related to emergency access
impacts would be less than significant with mitigation.
MITIGATION MEASURES
Refer to Mitigation Measure TRF-1, above.
f)

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus
turnouts, bicycle racks)? Determination: No Impact.
The proposed Project would result in the installation of a new pipeline within existing unimproved
roadway right-of-way. According to the County of Riverside Southwest Area Plan, Figure 7, Trails
and Bikeway System Figure, the proposed Project would not conflict with existing trails and
bikeway systems. The roadways located within the Project Site do not contain any alternative
transportation systems or infrastructure. For this reason, no impacts would occur.
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17. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements
of the applicable Regional Water Quality
Control Board?









b) Require or result in the construction of new
water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?









c) Require or result in the construction of new
storm water drainage facilities or expansion
of existing facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental
effects?









d) Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project from existing entitlements
and resources, or are new or expanded
entitlements needed?









e) Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may
serve the project that it has adequate
capacity to serve the project’s projected
demand in addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?









f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs?









g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes
and regulations related to solid waste?









Would the project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board? Determination: No Impact.
Implementation of the proposed Project would not result in any new wastewater generation or
changes to wastewater treatment facilities. Improvements associated with the proposed Project
are small in scale and would not impact any natural or manmade water body. The Project would
also be required to apply for a NPDES Permit through the Regional Water Quality Control Board.
Adherence to the mandatory NPDES permit conditions would ensure that Project construction
would have a less than significant impact with respect to water quality standards and waste
discharge requirements.
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b) Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion
of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects?
Determination: Less than Significant Impact.
The proposed Project consists of a new conveyance pipeline. The Project itself represents an
expansion of the existing RCWD water distribution system and represents a beneficial impact in
regards to RCWD’s water quality and ability to provide water to its service area. Less than
significant impacts are anticipated in this regard.
c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects? Determination:
Less than Significant Impact.
Due to the nature and scope of the proposed Project, Project implementation would not require
or result in the expansion of existing storm water drainage facilities. There would be no
requirement for additional offsite storm water control infrastructure because soil percolation
rates would not change substantially. Therefore, less than significant impacts would occur.
d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? Determination: No Impact.
The Project consists of the installation of new conveyance facilities. No new water production
facilities are proposed. The Project would not create additional water supply or demand; it would
replace the water currently being supplied by the Glen Oaks Reservoir. Additionally, the RCWD
2010 Urban Water Management Plan notes adequate water supplies for the District to
accommodate its current and future customers. As such, no impacts are anticipated in this regard.
e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the
provider’s existing commitments? Determination: No Impact.
Refer to Response 3.17(a) above. Project implementation would have a less than significant
impact with respect to wastewater treatment capacity. The proposed Project would not add any
new development that would increase wastewater treatment demand. No impacts would occur
in this regard.
f)

Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste
disposal needs? Determination: Less than Significant Impact.
Small amounts of debris or solid waste will be generated during the construction phase of the
Project and would be transported to an approved solid waste disposal facility. Based on the
anticipated quantity of material, the construction phase of the Project is not expected to
substantially affect the capacity of existing landfills. Therefore, a less than significant impact
would occur.

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?
Determination: Less than Significant Impact.
Solid waste produced during construction and operation of the proposed Project would be
disposed of at a properly permitted facility in accordance with federal and state laws. Project
construction and operation would not have a significant impact on landfills. Therefore, a less than
significant impact would occur.
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18. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE -a) Does the project have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict
the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of
the major periods of California history or
prehistory?









b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable"
means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of past projects,
the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects)?









c) Does the project have environmental effects
which will cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?









a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce
the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below selfsustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict
the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory? Determination: Less than Significant with Mitigation
Incorporated.
The proposed Project would not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to
drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major proceeds of California history or prehistory. Potential impacts to air
quality, biological resources, cultural resources, noise, and transportation/traffic would be
mitigated through implementing standard RCWD measures and recommended mitigation
measures as identified above.
b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable
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when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects,
and the effects of probable future projects)? Determination: Less than Significant Impact.
The proposed Project would not have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable. (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past Projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probable future projects.). Given the relatively small scale of
the Project, the disturbed nature of the Project site, the temporary nature of construction
activities, the negligible long-term operational impacts, and the consistency of the Project with
the District’s Urban Water Management Plan, Project-related cumulative impacts are not
considered significant.
c) Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly? Determination: Less than Significant Impact.
The proposed Project would not have environmental effects that would cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly, following implementation of recommended
mitigation measures. Construction-related activities primarily related to dust, noise and
transportation/traffic is anticipated to have some minor, temporary impacts. However, potential
long-term impacts would be reduced to less than significant levels through implementation of
required mitigation measures, as described above in the previous discussions.
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5.0 INVENTORY OF MITIGATION MEASURES
AIR QUALITY
AQ-1: The construction documents shall stipulate that all grading and construction activities
shall comply with SCAQMD Rule 403, excessive fugitive dust emissions shall be controlled
by regular watering or other dust prevention measures, as specified in the SCAQMD’s
Rules and Regulations. In addition, SCAQMD Rule 402 requires implementation of dust
suppression techniques to prevent fugitive dust from creating a nuisance off-site.
Implementation of the following measures would reduce short-term fugitive dust impacts
on nearby sensitive receptors:


All active portions of the construction site shall be watered every three hours
during daily construction activities and when dust is observed migrating from the
project site to prevent excessive amounts of dust.



Apply water every three hours during daily construction activities or apply nontoxic soil stabilizers on all unpaved access roads, parking areas, and staging areas.
More frequent watering shall occur if dust is observed migrating from the site
during site disturbance.



Any on-site stockpiles of debris, dirt, or other dusty material shall be enclosed,
covered, or watered twice daily, or non-toxic soil binders shall be applied.



All grading and excavation operations shall be suspended when wind speeds
exceed 25 miles per hour.



Gravel bed trackout aprons (3 inches deep, 25 feet long, 12 feet wide per lane
and edged by rock berm or row of stakes) shall be installed to reduce mud/dirt
trackout from unpaved truck exit routes;



On-site vehicle speed shall be limited to 15 miles per hour;



Visible dust beyond the property line which emanates from the project shall be
prevented to the maximum extent feasible;



All material transported off-site shall be either sufficiently watered or securely
covered to prevent excessive amounts of dust prior to departing the job site;

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
BIO-1: Pursuant to the MBTA and CDFG Code, removal of any trees, shrubs, or any other
potential nesting habitat should be conducted outside the avian nesting season. The
nesting season generally extends from early February through August, but can vary
slightly from year to year based upon seasonal weather conditions.
BIO-2: A pre-construction nesting bird clearance survey shall be conducted by a qualified
biologist 3 days prior to the commencement of any ground disturbing activities. Should
any active nests be located on or within 300 feet of the project site (this buffer extends
to 500 feet for raptor species), construction must comply with Migratory Bird Treaty Act
and California Department of Fish and Game Code requirements, including an adequate
construction buffer around active nests (if any), or avoiding construction during the
species nesting season if an adequate buffer is infeasible.
BIO-3: If nesting birds are present, a 300-500 foot buffer (raptors and birds of prey require a 500
foot buffer; other birds require a 300 foot buffer) shall be set up around the active nest.
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The buffer is a no-work zone and construction activities may not resume until the nest is
no longer active (i.e. avian species are no longer showing nesting behavior, young have
fledged). To determine when nesting behaviors are finished, a qualified biologist shall
monitor the nest weekly until the young have fledged the area and the nest is no longer
active.
CULTURAL RESOURCES
CUL-1: Prior to the commencement of construction, the District shall retain a qualified
archeological monitor to monitor all ground-disturbing activities in an effort to identify
any unknown archeological resources. Tribal and archeological monitors shall be allowed
to monitor all grading, excavation and groundbreaking activities and shall have the
authority to temporarily stop and redirect grading activities. Any newly discovered
cultural resource deposits shall be subject to a cultural resources evaluation. The Project
archeologist shall have the ability to temporarily halt and redirect grading, in consultation
with the Pechanga Monitor, in order to evaluate the significance of any archeological
resources discovered on the property.
If inadvertent discoveries of cultural resources are encountered at any time during
construction, mitigation shall be conducted consistent with Public Resources Code
Section 21083.2 and State CEQA Guidelines 15126.4, subdivision (b). Construction
personnel shall avoid altering these materials and their context until a qualified
archaeologist and a tribal representative(s) (to be determined by the lead agency)
has/have evaluated the find(s). Project personnel shall not collect or retain cultural
resources until the nature of the find(s) have been determined. The Project archaeologist
shall be allowed to record and analyze all artifacts recovered with the exception of human
remains, grave goods, or items of sacred or ceremonial nature, and in consultation with
the appropriate tribe(s). The Rancho California Water District agrees to relinquish
ownership of all cultural resources, including sacred items, burial goods and all
archaeological artifacts that are found on the project area to the appropriate tribe for
proper treatment and disposition. Prehistoric resources include, but are not limited to:
chert or obsidian flakes; projectile points; mortars and pestles; dark, friable soil containing
shell and bone; dietary debris; heat affected rock; or human burials. Historic resources
include stone or adobe foundations or walls; structures and remains with square nails;
and refuse deposits (glass, metal, wood, ceramics), often found in old wells and privies.
CUL-2: At least 30 days prior to the start of construction, the Pechanga Tribe shall be notified of
the grading, excavation and monitoring program, and to develop a Cultural Resources
Treatment and Monitoring Agreement with Rancho California Water District. The
Agreement shall address the treatment of known cultural resources, the designation,
responsibilities, and participation of professional Native American Tribal monitors during
grading, excavation, and ground disturbing activities; project grading and development
scheduling; terms of compensation for the monitors; and treatment and final disposition
of any cultural resources, sacred sites, and any human remains discovered on the site.
Tribal and archeological monitors shall be allowed to monitor all grading, excavation, and
groundbreaking activities; and shall have the authority to temporarily stop and redirect
grading activities. Any newly discovered cultural resource deposits shall be subject to a
cultural resources evaluation. The Pechanga Tribe shall have the ability to temporarily
halt and redirect grading, in consultation with the Project archeologist, in order to
evaluate the significance of any archeological resources discovered on the property.
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CUL-3: All cultural materials that are collected during the grading monitoring program, with the
exception of sacred items, burial goods, and human remains which will be addressed in
the Treatment Agreement required in CUL-2 shall be curated according to current
professional repository standards. The collections and associated records shall
transferred, including title, to the Pechanga Tribe’s curation facility which meets the
standards set forth in 36 CRF Part 79 for federal repositories. All sacred sites, should they
be encountered within the project area, shall be avoided and preserved as the preferred
mitigation, if feasible. Project personnel shall not collect or retain cultural resources. The
Project archeologist shall be allowed to record and conduct non-invasive analysis on all
artifacts recovered with the exception of human remains, grave goods, or items of sacred
or ceremonial nature, and in consultation with the Pechanga Tribe.
CUL-4: In the event that paleontological resources are unearthed during excavation and grading
activities, the contractor shall cease all earth-disturbing activities within a 100-meter
radius of the area of discovery and shall retain a qualified archaeologist to evaluate the
significance of the finding and appropriate course of action. Salvage operation
requirements pursuant to Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines shall be followed. After
the find has been appropriately mitigated, work in the area may resume
CUL-25: Consistent with State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5, Subdivision (e), in the event of
an accidental discovery or recognition of any human remains, the County Coroner shall
be notified and construction activities at the affected work site shall be halted. If the
remains are found to be Native American, the Native American Heritage Commission
(NAHC) shall be notified within 24 hours by the County Coroner. The NAHC must
immediately notify the Most Likely Descendent(s) under Public Resources Code §5097.98
and the descendants must make recommendations or preference for treatment within
48 hours of being granted access to the site. Guidelines of the NAHC shall be adhered to
in the treatment and disposition of the remains in accordance with the provisions of
Health and Safety Code §7050.5 and Public Resources Code §5097.98 and the
treatment agreement required in CUL-2.
CUL 6: If inadvertent discoveries of subsurface archeological/cultural resources are discovered
during grading, the Rancho California Water District, the Project archeologist, and the
tribe shall assess the significance of such resources and shall meet and confer regarding
the mitigation for such resources. Pursuant to California Public Resources Code
§21083.2(b) avoidance is the preferred method of preservation for archeological
resources. If the Rancho California Water District, the Project archeologist and the Tribe
cannot agree on the significance of mitigation or such resources, these issues will be
presented to the District Board or other appropriate personnel for decision. The District
Board or appropriate personnel shall make the determination based on the provisions of
the California Environmental Quality Act with respect to archeological resources and shall
take into account the religious beliefs, customs, and practices of the Tribe.
NOISE
NOI-1: Prior to construction, the District shall ensure that the project complies with the
following:
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other state required noise attenuation devices.
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The District’s inspector shall be responsible for responding to any local complaints
about construction noise. When a complaint is received, the District’s Inspector
shall notify the District within 24-hours of the complaint and determine the cause
of the noise complaint (e.g., starting too early, bad muffler, etc.) and shall
implement reasonable measures to resolve the complaint, as deemed acceptable
by the District. The contact name and the telephone number for the District’s
Inspector shall be clearly posted on-site.



Construction noise reduction methods shall be used where feasible. These
reduction methods include shutting off idling equipment, installing temporary
acoustic barriers around stationary construction noise sources, maximizing the
distance between construction equipment staging areas and occupied residential
areas, and electric air compressors and similar power tools.



During construction, stationary construction equipment shall be placed such that
emitted noise is directed away from sensitive noise receivers.



Construction activities shall not take place outside of the allowable hours
specified by the County Municipal Code Section 9.52.020 (6:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.
during the months of June through September, and 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.
during the months of October through May).

TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION
TRF-1: Short-term mitigation for temporary impacts to local roadways shall be mitigated by a
Traffic Management Plan (TMP) to be approved by the County of Riverside prior to any
trenching in public streets for pipelines. The TMP shall consist of prior notices, adequate
sign posting, detours (if needed), phased construction and temporary driveways where
necessary. The TMP shall specify implementation timing of each plan element (prior
notices, sign posting, detours, etc.). Adequate access to and from residential areas shall
be provided at all times. Proper detours and warning signs shall be established to ensure
public safety. The TMP shall be devised so that construction shall not interfere with any
emergency response or evacuation plans. Construction activities shall proceed in a timely
manner in an effort to reduce impacts.

May August 2015

73

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Rancho California Water District
Camino Sierra Road Pressure Zone Conversion
Page Intentionally Blank.

May August 2015

74

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Rancho California Water District
Camino Sierra Road Pressure Zone Conversion

6.0 CONSULTANT RECOMMENDATION
Based on the information and environmental analysis contained in the Initial Study/Mitigated
Negative Declaration, we recommend that RCWD prepare a mitigated negative declaration for
the Camino Sierra Road Pressure Zone Conversion Project. Refer to Section 7.0, Lead Agency
Determination.

June 31, 2015
Kevin Thomas, CEP

Date

Environmental Services Manager
Michael Baker International
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