ENGINEERING AND OPERATIONS
COMMITTEE MEETING

Thursday, February 2, 2023
Meeting Begins at 5:30 PM

Members of the public may attend by the following options:

In Person By Phone Virtually
Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency Toll Free: Please join the meeting from your

Engineering Services Section
Boardroom
26521 Summit Circle
Santa Clarita, CA 91350

1-(833)-568-8864 computer, tablet or smartphone:

Webinar ID: 161 630 7270 |https://scvwa.zoomgov.com/j/1616307270

Have a Public Comment?

Members of the public unable to attend this meeting may submit comments either in writing to
eadler@scvwa.org or by mail to Elizabeth Adler, Executive Assistant, Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency,
26521 Summit Circle, Santa Clarita, CA 91350. All written comments received before 4:00 PM the day of the
meeting will be distributed to the Committee members and posted on the Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency
website prior to the start of the meeting. Anything received after 4:00 PM the day of the meeting will be made
available at the meeting, if practicable, and will be posted on the SCV Water website the following day. All

correspondence with comments, including letters or emails, will be posted in their entirety.
(Public comments take place during Item 2 of the Agenda and before each Item is considered. Please see the Agenda for details.)

This meeting will be recorded and the audio recording for all Committee meetings will be posted to yourscvwater.com
within 3 business days from the date of the Committee meeting.

Disclaimer: Attendees should be aware that while the Agency is following all applicable requirements and guidelines regarding
COVID-19, the Agency cannot ensure the health of anyone attending a Board meeting. Attendees should therefore use their own
judgment with respect to protecting themselves from exposure to COVID-19.

Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency
Rio Vista Water Treatment Plant

27234 Bouquet Canyon Road
Santa Clarita, CA 91350
(661) 297-1600
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Date: January 24, 2023

To: Engineering and Operations Committee
William Cooper, Chair
Gary Martin

Piotr Orzechowski
Kenneth Petersen

From: Courtney Mael, Chief Engineer CM’ m
Keith Abercrombie, Chief Operating Officer

The Engineering and Operations Committee meeting is scheduled on Thursday, February
2, 2023 at 5:30 PM at 26521 Summit Circle, Santa Clarita, CA 91350 in the Engineering
Services Section (ESS) Boardroom. Members of the public may attend in person or virtually.
To attend this meeting virtually, please see below.

IMPORTANT NOTICES

This meeting will be conducted in person at the address listed above. As a convenience to the
public, members of the public may also participate virtually by using the Agency’s Call-In
Number 1-(833)-568-8864, Webinar ID: 161 630 7270 or Zoom Webinar by clicking on the
link https://scvwa.zoomgov.com/j/1616307270. Any member of the public may listen to the
meeting or make comments to the Committee using the call-in number or Zoom Webinar link
above. However, in the event there is a disruption of service which prevents the Agency from
broadcasting the meeting to members of the public using either the call-in option or internet-
based service, this meeting will not be postponed or rescheduled but will continue without
remote participation. The remote participation option is being provided as a convenience to the
public and is not required. Members of the public are welcome to attend the meeting in person.

Attendees should be aware that while the Agency is following all applicable requirements and
guidelines regarding COVID-19, the Agency cannot ensure the health of anyone attending a
Committee meeting. Attendees should therefore use their own judgment with respect to
protecting themselves from exposure to COVID-19.

Members of the public unable to attend this meeting may submit comments either in writing to
eadler@scvwa.org or by mail to Elizabeth Adler, Executive Assistant, Santa Clarita Valley Water
Agency, 26521 Summit Circle, Santa Clarita, CA 91350. All written comments received before
4:00 PM the day of the meeting will be distributed to the Committee members and posted on the
Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency website prior to the start of the meeting. Anything received
after 4:00 PM the day of the meeting, will be made available at the meeting, if practicable, and
will be posted on the SCV Water website the following day. All correspondence with comments,
including letters or emails, will be posted in their entirety.

27234 BOUQUET CANYON ROAD « SANTA CLARITA, CALIFORNIA 91350-2173 « 661 2971600 « FAX 661 2971611

website address: www.yourscvwater.com
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ITEM
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11.
12.

MEETING AGENDA

PAGE

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

PUBLIC COMMENTS — Members of the public may comment as to
items within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Agency that are not
on the Agenda at this time. Members of the public wishing to
comment on items covered in this Agenda may do so at the time
each item is considered. (Comments may, at the discretion of the
Committee Chair, be limited to three minutes for each speaker.)

Quarterly Safety Presentation 1

Recommend Approval of (1) a Resolution for a Deposit to 11
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California and (2) a Purchase

Order to Metropolitan Water District of Southern California for

Planning and Engineering Services for the Foothill Feeder Service

Connection CLWA-01 Pipe Repair Project Which is Exempt From

CEQA Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15301, and

Alternatively, Section 15303, and Authorize Approval of the Deposit

Recommend Approval of (1) a Resolution Approving the Addendum to 29
the Mission Village Environmental Impact Report, Approving the

Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station Projects, and

Adopting the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program Under the

California Environmental Quality Act Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines

Section 15164 for the Backcountry Pump Station and Backcountry

Reservoir Projects; and a (2) Resolution Authorizing a Purchase Order

to Cannon Corp. for Final Design Services for the Backcountry Pump

Station Project and a Purchase Order to Michael Baker International,

Inc. for Final Design Services for the Backcountry Reservoir Project

Monthly Operations and Production Report 441
Capital Improvement Projects Construction Status Report 451
Third Party Funded Agreements Quarterly Report 453
Committee Planning Calendar 461

General Report on Treatment, Distribution, Operations and
Maintenance Services Section Activities

General Report on Engineering Services Section Activities

Adjournment

Indicates Attachment
Indicates Handout
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NOTICES:

Any person may make a request for a disability-related modification or accommodation needed
for that person to be able to participate in the public meeting by telephoning Elizabeth Adler,
Executive Assistant, at (661) 297-1600, or in writing to Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency at
26521 Summit Circle, Santa Clarita, CA 91350. Requests must specify the nature of the
disability and the type of accommodation requested. A telephone number or other contact
information should be included so that Agency staff may discuss appropriate arrangements.
Persons requesting a disability-related accommodation should make the request with adequate
time before the meeting for the Agency to provide the requested accommodation.

Pursuant to Government Code Section 54957.5, non-exempt public records that relate to open
session agenda items and are distributed to a majority of the Committee less than seventy-two
(72) hours prior to the meeting will be available for public inspection at the Santa Clarita Valley
Water Agency, located at 27234 Bouquet Canyon Road, Santa Clarita, CA 91350, during
regular business hours. When practical, these public records will also be made available on the
Agency’s Internet Website, accessible at http://www.yourscvwater.com.

Posted on January 26, 2023.

Me?
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®

Santa Clarita Valley
Water Agency

FY 2022/2023 - Q2
October 1, 2022 to December 31, 2022

Engineering and Operations Committee Meeting
February 2, 2023

SCV Water Agency Safety Team:
Rebecca Lustig Joe Diaz Aaron Southard
EPSC Safety Specialist |

EH&S Supervisor
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Q2 Routine Safety Activities Iy

o Safety Tailgate Meetings (Weekly)
o COVID-19 Updates (Weekly)

» Worksite and Facility Inspections (Monthly)
o Fire Extinguisher
o First Aid Kits / AED's
o Eyewash Stations
> Housekeeping

o Safety Committee Meetings with Supervisors (Monthly)
e Pre-Construction Meetings
» New Hire Safety/Emergency Orientations

» Regulatory Compliance Activities
YOURSCVWATER.COM @
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Q2 Safety Trainings, Projects, and
Activities

OCTOBER

Water Tank Rescue Training
Mechanix Wear PPE demos
ESFP CalARP Inspection

Great California Shake Out Drill

NOVEMBER

DECEMBER

AN N N N NN

AN NN

Confined Space Rescue

Hazardous Materials Instructor Certification for Trainers
JPIA Site Visit

Respirator FIT Testing

Qualified Rigger and Signal Person

Airgas PPE demos

Crane inspections

Safety Support Ticketing (Spiceworks) goes live

YOURSCVWATER.COM




| Safety Metrics - Leading Indicators

& Leading Indicator FY21/22 |FY22/23 |FY22/23 |FY22/23 |FY22/23
i Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4
|

: 64

: Safety Meetings: 65 61
\ Tailgates, Committee, Pre-
[ Construction

\
1.‘ Safety Inspections: 42 42 42
‘-\1
‘:I‘:
"‘-‘;‘ ! Management Participation: 5) 5) 5

- Safety Committee, Audits

Covid-19 Weekly Call in Meetings

YOURSCVWATER.COM




Incident Data

FY 2022/23 - Q2
October 1, 2022 to December 31, 2022

m Recordable Incidents
m Reportable Incidents

16 -
14 -
12 -
10 -

o N b OO
I I I I
w

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4
YOURSCVWATER.COM 0
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Vehicle Safety Metrics

FY 21/22 | FY 22/23 | FY 22/23 | FY 22/23 | FY 22/23
Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4

Vehicle related training sessions

Vehicle related incidents (injuries) *6(1) *5(0) *5(0)

*ACTIONS TAKEN:
Vehicle and driving safety tailgate meetings; discussed awareness and defensive
driving with staff; assigned driving/safe backing courses in Vector Solutions. l

YOURSCVWATER.COM
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Emergency Preparedness Activities

e Alert Media notifications

» Local Emergency Planning Committee - Region 1
meeting

o City of Santa Clarita Emergency Preparedness Group
o SCV Water Incident Management - planning stages
» Emergency radios (vehicles and offices)

|« Emergency supplies (food and water)

41 AlertMedia




Ry
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Upcoming Safety and Emergency £m
Trainings, Projects, and Activities

Incident Management Team and Emergency Preparedness activities
Continue emergency radio communication system installations in vehicles
Executive Staff Emergency Trainings

LEPC Region 1

Ongoing efforts to create a Best-in-Class safety culture for SCV staff:
Weekly safety tailgate and COVID meetings
Monthly Safety Committee meetings with Supervisors
Monthly inspections at all locations
Open communication and collaboration with all sections

Testing KLIR program for monthly safety inspections

Incorporate Ammonia RMP revisions from re-validation assessment
Update Safety Manual and Injury and lliness Prevention Plan
Special Safety Trainings/Events in 2023:

January — Asbestos Pipe Training
February — Audiograms

March - Confined Space Rescue training
YOURSCVWATER.COM 9
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THANK YOU

B A .
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ITEM NO.

PR

v WATER COMMITTEE MEMORANDUM

DATE: January 17, 2023
TO: Engineering and Operations Committee
FROM: Courtney Mael, P.E.

Chief Engineer %

SUBJECT: Recommend Approval of (1) a Resolution for a Deposit to Metropolitan Water
District of Southern California and (2) a Purchase Order to Metropolitan Water
District of Southern California for Planning and Engineering Services for the
Foothill Feeder Service Connection CLWA-01 Pipe Repair Project Which is
Exempt From CEQA Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15301, and
Alternatively, Section 15303, and Authorize Approval of the Deposit

SUMMARY

Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency constructed a permanent pipeline turnout connection to
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California’s (MWDSC) Foothill Feeder Pipeline to wheel
State Water Project water for the Rio Vista Water Treatment Plant (RVWTP). After the final
pipeline connection was completed and the pipeline was filled with water, a minor leak was
noticed that would require the pipeline to be shutdown again to repair the leak. At that time after
the pipeline was placed back in-service, MWD could not have another pipeline shutdown, as it
would require another significant discharge of water that would require additional permitting
from the State Water Resources Control Board. It was determined that the leak would be
repaired at a future date when MWDSC would have another pipeline shutdown. MWDSC is now
planning to have another pipeline shutdown and staff is recommending approval of a deposit to
MWDSC for planning and engineering services to repair the leak.

DISCUSSION

SCV Water entered into an agreement with MWDSC to wheel State Water Project raw water
from Castaic Lake through a 201-inch diameter Foothill Feeder Pipeline from Castaic Lake
(Foothill Feeder) and deliver to the Agency via the Foothill Feeder Turnout CLWA-01 project.
SCV Water’s existing 102-inch diameter pipeline carries raw water to the RVWTP via the Rio
Vista Intake Pump Station. After the final connection was completed during the 2019 shutdown,
a minor leak (approximately 1 gpm) was noticed at the pipeline coupling on the tee fitting near
the turnout connection. To repair the pipeline leak, the pipeline would need to be shutdown. At
that time after the pipeline was placed back in-service, MWDSC could not shutdown the Foothill
Feeder to repair the leak, as it would require another significant discharge of water that would
require additional permitting from the State Water Resources Control Board and not to prevent
wasting water just for a minor leak.

MWDSC typically shuts down the Foothill Feeder every few years during winter when water
demand is low to perform pipeline inspections and to allow any connections to proceed. The
turnout construction was completed in 2019, and another shutdown wasn’t planned for the next
5 years. To address the leak, a sump and pump were installed in the valve vault and water is
pumped/discharged to the Santa Clara River. A small meter has been installed to totalize the
amount of water discharged into the Santa Clara River. SCV Water takes monthly reports of the

11
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discharge as required and sends the reports to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife for
monitoring purposes. MWDSC notified the Agency that it plans to shutdown the Foothill Feeder
Pipeline sometime in January 2024, and they plan to permanently repair the leak.

MWDSC has sent the Agency a letter requesting a deposit of $120,000 to start preparing for the
repair. The deposit will be used for site investigation and preparation of conceptual drawings
along with a construction estimate. The actual repair costs will be reimbursed by the Agency
and billed by MWDSC at a later date. Any unused funds is expected to be carried over to offset
construction costs.

CEQA DETERMINATION

The Agency is considering the deposit of funds to MWDSC for the Foothill Feeder Turnout
CLWA-01 Repairs project. The term “project”" in CEQA refers to the whole of an action and to
the underlying activity being approved, not to each governmental approval. (CEQA Guideline
§15378(a), (c)—(d).) This definition ensures that the action reviewed under CEQA is not the
approval itself but the development or other activities that will result from the approval.
Therefore, the Foothill Feeder Turnout CLWA-01 Repairs project is subject to CEQA.

The Foothill Feeder Turnout CLWA-01 Repairs project is a minor alteration limited to repair of a
leak in the existing Foothill Feeder Turnout CLWA-01 is found to be categorically exempt under
the provisions of CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines as described below:

The Foothill Feeder Turnout CLWA-01 Repairs project, aka the whole of the action, qualifies for
an exemption under CEQA guidelines Section 15301 Class 1 Minor Alterations to Existing
Facilities because it is a minor alteration of an existing public facility and it concerns proposed
new mechanical equipment involving negligible or no expansion of use, i.e. no additional
extraction of water.

The Foothill Feeder Turnout CLWA-01 Repairs project also qualifies for an exemption under
CEQA guidelines Section 15303 Class 3 New Construction or Conversion of Small Structures
because the water main extension and treatment system reflect limited construction of facilities
where only minor modifications are made.

None of the exceptions listed in Section 15300.2 of the CEQA Guidelines would apply to the
action.

STRATEGIC PLAN NEXUS

This project helps meet SCV Water’s objective and Strategic Plan Objective B.1.1: “Implement
capital projects related to infrastructure reliability”.

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
The project was not initially included in the Agency’s FY 2022/23 Budget. The budget for this
work will be funded from another capital improvement project that is anticipated to be under

budget. The planning services would be performed on a time and expense basis with a not to
exceed budget of $175,000.

12



RECOMMENDATION

That the Engineering and Operations Committee recommends that the Board of Directors (1)
approve the attached resolution to authorize a deposit to Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California and (2) approve a purchase order to Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
for planning and engineering services for the Foothill Feeder Service Connection CLWA-01 Pipe
Repair project which is exempt from CEQA pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15301, and
alternatively, Section 15303, and authorize approval of the deposit.

Attachment

Me?

13
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RESOLUTION NO. SCV-XXX

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
OF THE SANTA CLARITA VALLEY WATER AGENCY
AUTHORIZING THE DEPOSIT OF FUNDS TO METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA FOR THE FOOTHILL FEEDER TURNOUT CLWA-01
REPAIRS PROJECT, WHICH IS EXEMPT FROM CEQA UNDER CEQA GUIDELINES
SECTION 15301, AND ALTERNATIVELY, SECTION 15303, AND
AUTHORZING THE DEPOSIT

WHEREAS, Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency (Agency) desires to take steps to
increase the reliability of its existing water treatment system; and

WHEREAS, the Agency's Capital Improvement Program includes the construction of the
Foothill Feeder Turnout CLWA-01 project, a project that was evaluated under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to the Rio Vista Water Treatment
Plant Upgrades and Expansion Environmental Impact Report (EIR) that was certified,
and the project approved in 2006 by Castaic Lake Water Agency (now a part of the
Agency); and

WHEREAS, the Agency entered into an agreement with Metropolitan Water Districts of
Southern California (MWDSC) to wheel State Water Project raw water from Castaic
Lake through a 201-inch diameter pipeline from Castaic Lake (foothill feeder) and deliver
to the Agency via the Foothill Feeder Turnout CLWA-01 project; and

WHEREAS, the Agency when commencing the Foothill Feeder Turnout CLWA-01
project, discovered a leak on the MWDSC side of the turnout; and

WHEREAS, the Agency wishes to reimburse MWDSC for the cost of repairing a portion
of the Foothill Feeder Turnout CLWA-01 (Foothill Feeder Turnout CLWA-01 Repairs
project); and

WHEREAS, the Foothill Feeder Turnout CLWA-01 Repairs project, aka the whole of the
action, qualifies for an exemption from review under CEQA per CEQA Guidelines section
15301 concerning Minor Alterations to Existing Facilities because it is a minor alteration of
an existing public facility, the Foothill Feeder Turnout CLWA-01, and it concerns the
installation of new mechanical equipment involving negligible or no expansion of use, i.e.
no additional extraction of water; and

WHEREAS, the Foothill Feeder Turnout CLWA-01 Repairs project, aka the whole of the
action, also qualifies for an exemption from review under CEQA per CEQA Guidelines
section 15303 concerning New Construction or Conversion of Small Structures because
the project concerns only minor modifications to Foothill Feeder Turnout CLWA-01.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency
Board of Directors does hereby find and determine as follows:

SECTION 1. The approval of the deposit to Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California for the Foothill Feeder Turnout CLWA-01 Repairs project is exempt from further
review under the CEQA Guidelines section 15301 Minor Alterations to Existing Facilities
because it is a minor alteration of an existing public facility, the Foothill Feeder Turnout

15



CLWA-01, and it concerns the installation of new mechanical equipment involving
negligible or no expansion of use, i.e. no additional extraction of water, and, alternatively,
15303, Minor Alterations to Existing Facilities because it is a minor alteration of an existing
public facility, the Foothill Feeder Turnout CLWA-01, and it concerns the installation of
proposed new mechanical equipment involving negligible or no expansion of use, i.e. no
additional extraction of water.

SECTION 2. LOCATION AND CUSTODIAN OF RECORDS. The documents and
materials associated with the project that constitute the record of proceedings on which
these findings are based are located at the offices of the Santa Clarita Valley Water
Agency, 27234 Bouquet Canyon Road, Santa Clarita, CA 91350. The Custodian of Record
is the Board Secretary April Jacobs.

RESOLVED FURTHER that the Agency’s Board of Directors authorize its General

Manager to authorize a deposit in the amount of $120,000 to MWDSC for the planning and
design of the repairs needed for the project.

16



February 2, 2023

Foothill Feeder Service

Connection CLWA-01 Pipe Repair
k Project

Engineering and Operations
Committee Meeting




I Foothill Feeder Service Connection CLWA-01 Pipe Repair Project
Background

« Raw SWP water from Castaic Lake is wheeled to RVIPS and RVYWTP

via MWD’s Foothill Feeder pipeline per 1992 Agreement between
SCV Water (CLWA) and MWD.

* Since RVWTP start-up in 1996, SCV Water has received SWP water
through a “temporary” connection with 30 MGD and increased to
60 MGD capacity.

* Current RVWTP permitted capacity is 66 MGD.
* Permanent connection allows up to 90 MGD.
* Project was completed in 2019.

YOURSCVWATER.COM Q’

2
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Foothill Feeder Service Connection CLWA-01 Pipe Repair Project
Location Map
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YOURSCVWATER.COM
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Foothill Feeder Service Connection CLWA-01 Pipe Repair Project

MWD’s 201”
Foothill
Feeder

Leak
Location
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Foothill Feeder Service Connection CLWA-01 Pipe Repair Project
Connection Profile

48” Spool

MWD’s 201”
Foothill
Feeder

Leak Location

48” AGS Victaulic
Coupling

\g,;; o e sz YOURSCVWATER.COM Q
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Foothill Feeder Service Connection CLWA-Q1 Pipe Repair Project
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Foothill Feeder Service Connection CLWA-01 Pipe Repair Project

YOURSCVWATER.COM g
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f Foothill Feeder Service Connection CLWA-01 Pipe Repair Project
Temporary Repairs

» Installed a gravity flow pipeline system from the MWD vault to the
sump pump in the new foothill feeder turnout valve vault

« Coat all exposed piping " i
« Notify CDFW of discharge \

2” Temporary
PVC pipe
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f Foothill Feeder Service Connection CLWA-01 Pipe Repair Project

- Replace the 48” Spool
Coat all exposed piping

Permanent Repairs
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| Foothill Feeder Service Connection CLWA-01 Pipe Repair Project
MWD Deposit Request

 November 29, 2022 MWD Letter
« Initial deposit of $120,000

» The deposit will be used for site investigation, to prepare
conceptual drawings, and to prepare a construction estimate.

YOURSCVWATER.COM @
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| Foothill Feeder Service Connection CLWA-01 Pipe Repair Project
'“ Schedule

- Deposit Authorization:
— February 2, 2023: Engineering and Operations Committee
— February 21, 2023: Board Meeting

*Design Phase:
— March 2023: Send deposit funds to MWD
— March 2023 to January 2024: planning and design for repairs
— January 2024: Repairs for CLWA-01 Connection to start

|
o YOURSCVWATER.COM Q
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Foothill Feeder Service Connection CLWA-01 Pipe Repair Project
-' Project Recommendation

That the Engineering and Operations Committee recommends that
the Board of Directors:

(1) Find the action exempt from CEQA pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section

15301, and alternatively, exempt from CEQA under CEQA Guidelines Section
15303; and

(2) Adopt the resolution authorizing a deposit to Metropolitan Water District of
Southern California for Foothill Feeder Service Connection CLWA-01 Pipe
Repair project for $120,000; and

(3) Authorize the General Manager to execute a purchase order to Metropolitan
Water District of Southern California for an amount not to exceed

$120,000.
YOURSCVWATER.COM Q
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ITEM NO.
5

&

WATER COMMITTEE MEMORANDUM

DATE: January 17, 2023
TO: Engineering and Operations Committee
FROM: Courtney Mael, P.E. ("A4

Chief Engineer

SUBJECT Recommend Approval of (1) a Resolution Approving the Addendum to the
Mission Village Environmental Impact Report, Approving the Backcountry
Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station Projects, and Adopting the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program Under the California
Environmental Quality Act Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164 for
the Backcountry Pump Station and Backcountry Reservoir Projects; and a
(2) Resolution Authorizing a Purchase Order to Cannon Corp. for Final
Design Services for the Backcountry Pump Station Project and a Purchase
Order to Michael Baker International, Inc. for Final Design Services for the
Backcountry Reservoir Project

SUMMARY

In 2011, the Mission Village Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was certified by Los Angeles
County which analyzed the environmental impacts of the Mission Village development which
included supporting facilities and infrastructure. The Addendum to the Mission Village EIR,
attached as Exhibit “A”, was prepared to identify one of the three proposed water storage
tanks discussed in the Mission Village EIR, namely the Backcountry Reservoir, and includes
the Backcountry Pump Station which supplies water to the Backcountry Reservoir. The
Addendum address potential environmental effects of the construction and operation of the
project which consists of the Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station. The
project will provide emergency and operational water storage supply in Santa Clarita Valley
Water Agency’s west-side zone.

DISCUSSION

The 2011 Mission Village EIR analyzed the environmental impacts of the Mission Village
development and supporting facilities and infrastructure including potable water facilities.
Mission Village is one of five (5) villages within the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan. The Newhall
Ranch Specific Plan and Final Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Program EIR were approved and
certified by Los Angeles County in 2003. The Mission Village EIR was tiered from the Newhall
Ranch Specific Plan Program EIR. These documents can be accessed at the following:

Mission Village EIR:
https://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/case/tr 061105 feir.pdf

Additional documents related to the Mission Village EIR:
https://planning.lacounty.gov/mission-village/
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Newhall Ranch Specific Plan:
https://planning.lacounty.gov/view/newhall ranch specific plan/

Identifying one of the three (3) reservoirs discussed in the Mission Village EIR, Michael Baker
International, Inc. (MBI) performed planning services for the Magic Mountain Reservaoir,
renamed the Backcountry Reservoir, to plan and determine the maximum attainable storage
volume and provide preliminary design criteria for the facility. Subsequently, preliminary
hydraulic analysis determined that a pump station is required to supply the Backcountry
Reservoir. In 2020, MBI performed planning services for the Magic Mountain Pump Station,
renamed the Backcountry Pump Station, identifying a preliminary site layout and equipment
requirements needed for the pump station.

With preliminary planning for the Backcountry Pump Station and Backcountry Reservoir
completed, Woodard & Curran was tasked to prepare an Addendum to the Mission Village EIR
to address CEQA compliance. The proposed project would create 7.9 million-gallons (MG) of
emergency and operational storage and a pump station to pump water toward the Backcountry
Reservoir. Additionally, a turnout facility located at the Backcountry Pump Station facility will
provide flow control, metering, and pipeline connections between the regional and distribution
water systems.

On May 27, 2022, staff issued a Request for Proposal (RFP) to several of SCV Water’s on-call
consultants for professional engineering services for the Backcountry Pump Station final
design needed to construct a new potable water pump station to feed the Backcountry
Reservoir including a turnout facility. On June 29, 2022, staff received proposals from three
(3) consultants: Cannon Corporation, Lee & Ro, Inc., and Michael Baker International, Inc.
The proposals were reviewed and evaluated by staff from Engineering and Operations &
Maintenance. The evaluation team reviewed the proposals based on the qualifications-based
selection procedure applying the following criteria: responsiveness (conformance and
compliance) to the RFP requirements, project understanding, project approach,
responsibilities (resources/ capability/ qualifications/ availability) to perform the work, scope of
work, and schedule. The evaluation team selected Cannon Corporation as the firm to provide
the final design services for the Backcountry Pump Station.

Similarly, on May 27, 2022, staff issued a RFP to several of SCV Water’s on-call consultants
for professional engineering services for the Back Country Reservoir final design needed to
construct a new potable water storage facility. On July 7, 2022, staff received proposals from
four (4) consultants: Cannon Corporation, Lee & Ro, Inc., Michael Baker International, Inc,
and MNS Engineers, Inc. The proposals were reviewed and evaluated by staff from
Engineering and Operations & Maintenance. The evaluation team reviewed the proposals
based on the qualifications-based selection procedure applying the following criteria:
responsiveness (conformance and compliance) to the RFP requirements, project
understanding, project approach, responsibilities (resources/ capability/ qualifications/
availability) to perform the work, scope of work, and schedule. The evaluation team selected
Michael Baker International, Inc., as the firm to provide the final design services for the
Backcountry Reservoir.

Although not required for CEQA Compliance, SCV Water has posted this addendum on its

website for public review from November 30, 2022, to present. Staff have received no
comments regarding this document.
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Here is the link to the addendum on SCV Water’'s website:

https://yourscvwater.com/wp-content/uploads/2022/11/Addendum-to-Mission-Village-EIR-For-
Backcountry-Reservoir-and-Pump-Station-Project.pdf

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) CONSIDERATIONS

With the assistance of Woodard & Curran, an Addendum to the Mission Village EIR was
prepared to analyze the potential environmental impacts associated with the construction and
operation of the Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station. Additionally, a
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) was prepared for Backcountry Pump
Station and Backcountry Reservoir, attached hereto as Exhibit “B”, in accordance with the
requirements of the CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines.

In accordance with Section 15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the lead agency or
responsible agency shall prepare an Addendum to a previously certified EIR if some changes or
additions are necessary. Furthermore, the conditions that require preparation of a subsequent
EIR, as described in Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines are not met, therefore an
Addendum to the EIR is the appropriate level of environmental documentation for this review
per CEQA Guidelines Section 15164.

The proposed project does not represent a substantial change in the Mission Village
development requiring major revisions to the Mission Village EIR, nor does it result in a
substantial change in circumstances requiring major revisions to the Mission Village EIR. Based
on the Environmental Checklist and discussions found in the Addendum, the proposed project
would not result in any new significant impacts that were not previously identified in the Mission
Village EIR and no new mitigation measures are required.

FINAL CEQA DOCUMENTS FOR BOARD APPROVAL

The State CEQA Guidelines Section 15164 require the decision-making body to consider the
Addendum to the Mission Village EIR prior to making a decision on the project. Adoption of the
Addendum to the Mission Village EIR is dependent on the finding by the Board of Directors that,
based on the whole record before it, there is no substantial evidence that the proposed projects
will have a significant impact on the environment, and that the Addendum to the Mission Village
EIR reflects the responsible agencies independent judgement and analysis.

The environmental analysis in the Addendum and all feasible mitigation measures identified in
the Mission Village EIR will be incorporated into the resolutions approving the project.

All the above documentation, including other materials that constitute the record of proceedings
upon which the responsible agencies decisions are based, is on file at Santa Clarita Valley
Water Agency, 26521 Summit Circle, Santa Clarita, CA 91350.

STRATEGIC PLAN NEXUS

These projects will help meet SCV Water’s objective and Strategic Plan Objective B.1: “Plan,
design and build facilities to meet demand including storage capacity and interconnections
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between regional and retail water systems.” and B.2: “Plan and budget for long-term
replacements and improvements.”

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS

These projects are included in the Agency’s FY 2022/23 Budget. The Backcountry Reservoir
final design services will be performed on a time and materials basis with a not-to exceed
amount of $1,500,000. The Backcountry Pump Station final design services will be performed
on a time and materials basis with a not-to-exceed amount of $1,000,000.

RECOMMENDATION
That the Engineering and Operations Committee recommends that the Board of Directors:

A. Approve the attached resolution adopting the Addendum to the Mission Village EIR,
approving the Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station projects, and
adopting the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Backcountry Reservoir
and Backcountry Pump Station projects; and

B. Approve the attached resolution authorizing a purchase order to Michael Baker
International, Inc., for an amount not-to-exceed of $1,500,000 for final design services
for the Backcountry Reservoir project and purchase order to Cannon Corporation for an
amount not-to-exceed of $1,000,000 for final design services for the Backcountry Pump
Station project.

Attachments

Me?
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RESOLUTION NO. SCV-XXX

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF
THE SANTA CLARITA VALLEY WATER AGENCY
ADOPTING THE ADDENDUM TO THE MISSION VILLAGE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT, APPROVING THE BACKCOUNTRY RESERVOIR AND BACKCOUNTRY PUMP
STATION PROJECT, AND ADOPTING THE MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING
PROGRAM UNDER THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
FOR THE PROJECT

WHEREAS, Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency (Agency) desires to take steps to increase the
reliability of its existing water system; and

WHEREAS, the Agency’s Capital Improvement Program includes construction of the Agency’s
future Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station Project (formerly known as Magic
Mountain Reservoir and Magic Mountain Pump Station); and

WHEREAS, on October 25, 2011, the County of Los Angeles, as the lead agency under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), certified the Mission Village Environmental Impact
Report (Mission Village EIR) which analyzed the impacts of the proposed Mission Village mixed-
use development; and

WHEREAS, the Mission Village development is one of five villages within the Newhall Ranch
Specific Plan, a large-scale mixed-use community located in unincorporated Los Angeles
County; and

WHEREAS, the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan and Final Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Program
EIR was certified by Los Angeles County and the Specific Plan approved in 2003; and

WHEREAS, as part of the certifications, Los Angeles County adopted Findings of Fact,
Statement of Overriding Considerations and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for
both the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Program EIR and Mission Village EIR; and

WHEREAS, Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency, as the responsible agency, has now prepared,
evaluated and adopted an Addendum to the Mission Village EIR (Exhibit A) pursuant to CEQA
Guideline section 15162 to determine if, when taking subsequent discretionary actions in
furtherance of a project for which an EIR has been adopted, the Agency is required to under
Public Resources Code section 21166 and CEQA Guidelines section 15162 to conduct
additional environmental review; and

WHEREAS, the Addendum to the Mission Village EIR has been prepared by Woodard and
Curran and analyzed the potential environmental impacts associated with the Backcountry
Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station modifications to the Mission Village Project; and

WHEREAS, the environmental evaluation of the Addendum to the Mission Village EIR
concluded that there are no substantial changes proposed in the modified project, nor
substantial changes in the circumstances under which the modified project would be
undertaken, which would require major revisions of the Addendum to the Mission Village EIR
due to new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of
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previously identified significant effects such that subsequent environmental review would be
required; and

WHEREAS, the environmental evaluation of the Addendum to the Mission Village EIR has
concluded that impacts of the modified project would not result in any new significant impacts
that were not previously identified in the Mission Village EIR and no new mitigation measures
are required.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency Board of
Directors has reviewed and considered the Addendum to the Mission Village EIR and
supporting materials and finds that those documents taken together contain a completed and
accurate reporting of all of the environmental impacts associated with the project.

SECTION 1. RECITALS. The Board further finds that the Addendum to the Mission
Village EIR has been completed in compliance with CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and that the
Addendum and supporting materials, taken together, reflect the Board’s independent judgment.

SECTION 2. COMPLIANCE WITH THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY ACT. As a decision-making body for the Project, the SCV Water Board has reviewed
and considered the information contained in the Addendum to the Mission Village EIR,
comments received, and other documents contained in the administrative record for the
modified project (the Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station Project). Based on
the Agency’s independent review and analysis, the SCV Water Board finds that the Addendum
and administrative record contain a complete and accurate reporting of the environmental
impacts associated with the modified project, and that the Addendum has been completed in
compliance with CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines.

SECTION 3. FINDINGS ON ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. Based on the whole record
before it, including the Addendum, the administrative record, and all other written and oral
evidence presented to the SCV Water Board, the SCV Water Board finds that all environmental
impacts of the modified project are either less than significant or can be mitigated to a level of
less than significant under the mitigation measures outlined in the Addendum and Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program. The SCV Water Board finds that substantial evidence fully
supports the conclusion that no significant and unavoidable impacts will occur and that,
alternatively, there is no substantial evidence in the administrative record supporting a fair
argument that the modified project may result in any significant environmental impacts. The
SCV Water Board finds that the Addendum contains a complete, objective, and accurate
reporting of the environmental impacts associated with the modified project and reflects the
independent and analysis of the SCV Water Board.

SECTION 4. ADOPTION OF THE ADDENDUM TO THE MISSION VILLAGE EIR. The
SCV Water Board hereby approves and adopts the Addendum to the Mission Village EIR,
attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, as the Lead Agency.

SECTION 5. APPROVING THE BACKCOUNTRY RESERVOIR AND BACKCOUNTRY
PUMP STATION. The SCV Water Board hereby approves to modified project consisting of the
Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station.

SECTION 6. ADOPTION OF THE MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING

PROGRAM. In accordance with Public Resources Code section 21081.6, the SCV Water Board
hereby adopts the MMRP, attached hereto as Exhibit “B”. In the event of any inconsistencies
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between the Mitigation Measures as set forth in the Addendum and the MMRP, the MMRP shall
control.

SECTION 7. LOCATION AND CUSTODIAN OF RECORDS. The documents and
materials that constitute the record of proceedings on which this resolution has been based are
located at the Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency Summit Circle Office at 27234 Bouquet
Canyon Road, Santa Clarita, CA 91350. The custodian for these records is the Board Secretary
April Jacobs. This information is provided in compliance with Public Resources Code section
21081.6.

SECTION 8. NOTICE OF DETERMINATION. The SCV Water hereby directs staff to
prepare, execute, and file a Notice of Determination with the Los Angeles County Clerk’s office
and he Office of Planning and Research within five (5) working days of adoption of this
Resolution.
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E&O Study Emergency and Operational Storage Study

EIR Environmental Impact Report

GHG greenhouse gas

I-5 Interstate 5

LACDPW County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
LSTs Localized Significance Thresholds

LUT Land Use and Transportation

MG million-gallon

Mission Village EIR Mission Village Final Environmental Impact Report
MND mitigated negative declaration

MT COze metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent

MV Mission Village

NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards

ND negative declaration

NOP Notice of Preparation

NOx nitrogen oxide

NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
o&M operation and maintenance

O3 Ozone

Pb Lead

PMio particulate matter 10 micrometers or less in diameter
PMa s particulate matter 2.5 micrometers or less in diameter
PRC Public Resources Code

Project Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project
RMP Resource Management Plan

RTP/SCS Regional Transportation Plan / Sustainable Communities Strategy
RWQCB Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region

42



Addendum to Mission Village EIR
Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project

SCAB South Coast Air Basin

SCADA system supervisory control and data acquisition system
SCAG Southern California Association of Governments
SCAQMD South Coast Air Quality Management District
SCE Southern California Edison

SCH State Clearinghouse

SCV Water Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency

SEA Significant Ecological Area

SMA Special Management Area

SO« sulfur oxides

Specific Plan or SP Newhall Ranch Specific Plan

SR State Route

SRA State Responsibility Area

SRAs source receptors areas

SWPPP Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
SWRCB State Water Resources Control Board

USACE United States Army Corps of Engineers
VHFHSZ Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone

VOCs volatile organic compounds
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Purpose of Addendum

This document, prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources
Code (PRC) Section 21000 et seq., is an Addendum to Mission Village Final Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) certified by Los Angeles County (County) on October 25, 2011 (State Clearinghouse [SCH] No.
2005051143) (referred to hereafter as the “Mission Village EIR”). The Mission Village development is one
of five villages within the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan (Specific Plan), a 12,000-acre large-scale mixed-
use community located in unincorporated Los Angeles County. The Newhall Ranch Specific Plan and Final
Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Program Environmental Impact Report (SCH# 199501115) were approved
and certified by Los Angeles County in 2003 (County of Los Angeles, 2003). The Mission Village EIR was
tiered from the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Program EIR. As part of the certifications, the County of Los
Angeles adopted Findings of Fact, Statement of Overriding Considerations and a Mitigation Monitoring
and Reporting Program for both the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Program EIR and the Mission Village
EIR. A portion of the Mission Village EIR was recirculated in 2016, and certified in 2017 by Los Angeles
County to fully address global climate change in response to litigation, and to address revisions to mitigation
measures that would avoid impacts to or “take” of unarmored threespine stickleback, a fully protected fish
species under the California Department of Fish and Game Code.

The 2011 Mission Village EIR analyzed the environmental impacts of the proposed 1,262-acre Mission
Village development consisting of 4,055 homes, 1,555,100 square feet of commercial uses, an elementary
school, library, fire station, bus transfer station, and open space, and supporting facilities and infrastructure,
including roads, the Commerce Center Drive bridge, trails, drainage improvements, flood protection,
potable and recycled water facilities, sanitary sewer system, and dry utilities systems. The Mission Village
EIR also addressed several off-site project-related components that would be developed on an additional
592 acres of land, which consisted of a utility corridor, roadway extensions, three water tanks, electrical
substation and associated utility lines and poles, and a water quality basin. The currently proposed
Backcountry Reservoir is one of three proposed water storage tanks identified in the Mission Village EIR.
A new pump station, the Backcountry Pump Station, is proposed to supply water to the Backcountry
Reservoir and also includes a turn-out facility with distribution pipelines to tie into existing water mains.
The Mission Village EIR and this Addendum, together with the other documents incorporated by reference
herein, serve as the environmental review of the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project (together
the “proposed Project”), as required pursuant to the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, 14
California Code of Regulations (CCR) Section 15000 et seq).

This Addendum addresses potential environmental effects of the construction and operation of the proposed
Project which consists of the Backcountry Reservoir and associated Backcountry Pump Station, including
turn-out facility and distribution pipelines proposed by the Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency (SCV
Water). As described below, the evaluation of the proposed Project has determined that the impacts are
consistent with the impacts of the water storage facilities evaluated in the Mission Village EIR and there
are no new significant impacts resulting from development of the reservoir and associated pump station,
nor are there any substantial increases in the severity of any previously identified environmental impacts.
Feasible mitigation measures and alternatives identified in the FIR would be incorporated into the
resolutions approving the proposed Project.

1.2 Basis for Addendum

Section 15164 of the CEQA Guidelines states: “The lead agency or responsible agency shall prepare an
addendum to a previously certified EIR if some changes or additions are necessary but none of the
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conditions described in Section 15162 calling for the preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred.”
Pursuant to Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines, no subsequent EIR may be required for the project
unless the lead agency determines, on the basis of substantial evidence, that one or more of the following
conditions are met:

When an EIR has been certified or a negative declaration adopted for a project, no subsequent EIR shall be
prepared for that project unless the lead agency determines, on the basis of substantial evidence in the light
of the whole record, one or more of the following:

e Substantial changes are proposed in the project which would require major revisions of the previous
EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;

e Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken
which would require major revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the
involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified significant effects; or

e New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been known
with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified as complete or
the negative declaration was adopted, shows any of the following:

o The project would have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR
or negative declaration;

o Significant effects previously examined would be substantially more severe than shown in
the previous EIR;

o Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be
feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but
the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or

o Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed
in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the
environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative.

As discussed in this Addendum, none of the conditions requiring preparation of a subsequent EIR under
Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines are satisfied. However, because additional detail is now available
regarding construction and operation of the proposed water storage tank originally evaluated in the Mission
Village EIR (including a necessary pump station), it is possible to more specifically address the impacts of
the proposed Project, and an Addendum is the appropriate level of environmental documentation for this
review per CEQA Guidelines Sections 15164.

1.3 Previous Environmental Documentation

The Backcountry Reservoir component of the proposed Project is located within the proposed Mission
Village development. The Mission Village EIR included the following discretionary entitlements to allow
for the construction of the proposed Mission Village development on the project site:

(a) Vesting Tentative Tract Map No. 061105;
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(b) Significant Ecological Area (SEA) Conditional Use Permit No. RCUP200500080 for project-level
development, including utilities within the Specific Plan's River Corridor Special Management
Area (SMA)/SEA 23 boundaries;

(c) Conditional Use Permit RCUP200500081 to authorize:
(i) development of 73 second dwelling units, and

(i1) grading associated with the extension of Westridge Parkway and the construction of off-site
improvements, including the extension of Magic Mountain Parkway, a utility corridor, a water
quality basin, an electrical substation, and water tanks;

(d) Oak Tree Permit No. ROAK200500032 (project site);
(e) Oak Tree Permit No. T200500043 (off-site extension of Magic Mountain Parkway);

(f) Substantial conformance determination pertaining to Grading and Hillside Management
Guidelines;

(g) Parking Permit RPKT200500011;

(h) Substantial conformance determination for setback standards;

(i) Substantial conformance determination for off-site, reciprocal, and shared parking; and
(j) Substantial conformance determination for proposed trails sections.

Most of the potentially significant environmental impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR were
determined to be less than significant or were reduced to a level that is considered less than significant
through either the adoption of mitigation measures or the incorporation of project revisions that would avoid
or substantially lessen significant impacts. However, significant, unavoidable impacts to several
environmental resources were identified, even with implementation of feasible mitigation measures. These
included biota, visual qualities, construction noise (if pile driving is necessary), air quality, solid waste
services, and agricultural resources. For those impact areas, the County prepared Findings of Fact and
adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations.

1.4 Evaluation of Environmental Impacts

This Addendum uses an Environmental Checklist Form, pursuant to Section 15063(d)(3) of the CEQA
Guidelines, that compares the anticipated environmental effects of the proposed Project with those
disclosed in the Mission Village EIR, and reviews whether any of the conditions requiring preparation of a
Subsequent EIR pursuant to Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines are met, and whether there are new
significant impacts resulting from the proposed Project. The Environmental Checklist Form is used to
review the potential environmental effects of the proposed Project for each of the following areas:

Aesthetics;

Agriculture and Forestry Resources;
Air Quality;

Biological Resources;

Cultural Resources;

Geology and Soils;
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Greenhouse Gas Emissions;
Energy;

Hazards and Hazardous Materials;
Hydrology and Water Quality;
Land Use and Planning;

Mineral Resources;

Noise;

Population and Housing;

Public Services;

Recreation;

Transportation and Traffic;

Tribal Cultural Resources;
Utilities and Service Systems; and
Wildfire Risk.

There are four possible responses to each of the questions included on the Environmental Checklist Form:

New Potentially Significant Impact
New Mitigation Required

No New Impact/No Impact
Reduced Impact

1.5 Summary of Findings

The proposed Project does not represent a substantial change in the Mission Village development requiring
major revisions to the EIR, nor does it result in a substantial change in circumstances requiring major
revisions to the EIR. Based on the Environmental Checklist and discussions found in Section 5 of this
Addendum, the proposed Project would not result in any new significant impacts that were not previously
identified in the Mission Village EIR and no new mitigation measures are required.
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2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

2.1 Background and Overview of Project

The Backcountry Reservoir site is located within SCV Water’s southwest service area, at the southern edge
of the 1,262-acre Mission Village development project. Mission Village is located south of the Santa Clara
River and State Route 126 and west of Interstate-5 within the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan area of Los
Angeles County, as shown in Figure 2-1.

Figure 2-1: Vicinity Map
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A potable water tank at the Backcountry Reservoir site was addressed in the 2010 Mission Village Draft
EIR and was referred to as the Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA) water tank site (See Figure 2-2).
Although sizing and other details regarding the design of the tank were not identified in the Mission Village
EIR, the tank was assumed to be above ground. The Final Mission Village EIR (SCH No. 2005051143)
was certified by the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors in 2011, although a portion of the EIR was
recirculated in 2016 to fully address global climate change as well as revisions to two biological resource
mitigation measures. The tank site was designated as “Public Facility — Water Tank” in the Mission Village
Land Use Plan (Figure 2-3).

Although the Mission Village EIR was tiered from the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Program EIR to
address project-level development and related infrastructure impacts, no specific water tank design,
construction, or operational details were described in the Mission Village EIR because project-specific
details of the water tank were unknown at the time. However, the EIR’s evaluation of site environmental
resources included the tank site parcel, and development of a tank at that location was specified in the
project description and accounted for in overall impact evaluation of development within the Mission Ranch
boundary.

Rough grading of the approximately 1-acre tank site was included in the Mission Village TR 61105-01
Rough Grading Plan, shown in Figure 2-4. The grading plan was approved by the Los Angeles County
Department of Public Works on May 7, 2018, and grading of the site has since been completed.
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Figure 2-2: Backcountry Reservoir (CLWA Water Tank) Project Location
[ o St 2 m i m T-7 : ; '
;’l;’{j

HRWRF

Al
I/
¥

JOM EXETING =
WWATER (CLWA)

e ———————————— e

e ol . PUMP

N ] STATION
\ ‘ﬂ | ENTRADA

2

WRF SNTE
HEWHALL RANCH
TREATMENT PLANT

[ = HENE ST e AN
| e, < S
i O EXETHG WATERS '_ A L
S TONE T8 3 grrgire .,
< f o WaATER TaNK 5
il Iy LEGACY VILLAGE ipeeae

LEGEND
Newhall Ranch Specific  ——————— Zone Il Water Line
Plan Boundary Zone lll Water Line
Mission Village Boundary = Oiffsite Water Line
.................. Existing Water Line
...... «=  Impact Bounda i
P " @& Existing Well

[ 1 Project Boundary

m NOT TO SCALE

Source: Adapted from Mission Village Draft EIR Volume I, Figure 1.0-29 (County of Los Angeles, 2010a)

2-3
50



Addendum to Mission Village EIR
Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Figure 2-3: Mission Village Land Use
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Figure 2-4: Backcountry Reservoir — Rough Grading Plan
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In order to supply water to the Backcountry Reservoir, a pump station would be required. Details regarding
a pump station were also unknown at the time that the Mission Village EIR was developed. A pump station
location was subsequently identified at an undeveloped parcel located along Magic Mountain Parkway,
approximately 0.5 miles east of Interstate 5 within the City of Santa Clarita. The Backcountry Pump Station
would pump water to the existing Magic Mountain Pipeline, which passes through the pump station site,
for conveyance to the Backcountry Reservoir. The pump station would be located on the northeastern
portion of the parcel, and new inlet and outlet piping would be constructed on site to connect to the Magic
Mountain Pipeline (Figure 2-5). A turnout facility (V-9 Turnout) is proposed at the Backcountry Pump
Station to provide flow control and metering. Two water distribution pipelines are proposed from the V-9
Turnout to tie into SCV Water’s existing distribution mains for Zone IIA-N and Zone I (Figure 2-6). The
Backcountry Pump Station location is approximately 2 miles from the Backcountry Reservoir site and
outside the Mission Village Land Use Plan area and Newhall Ranch Specific Plan area (Figure 2-2). The
pump station site is designated as “Business Park” by the City of Santa Clarita general plan and zoning
code (Figure 2-7).
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Figure 2-5: Backcountry Pump Station Overview
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Figure 2-6: Backcountry Pump Station and Distribution Pipelines Overview
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Figure 2-7: Backcountry Pump Station Land Use
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2.2 Purpose of Project

SCV Water requires operational and emergency storage of potable water to supply its West Site system
(Magic Mountain Zone) and during short-term outage or disruptions to the regional water supply system.
The primary vulnerabilities to the regional water supply system are major earthquakes and streambed scour.
In March 2017, Michael Baker International prepared an “Emergency and Operational Storage Study”
(E&O Study) for the CLWA (now SCV Water). This study evaluated SCV Water’s current and future
potable water demands and storage requirements based on five geographical Service Areas. For each service
area, the study identified several potential sites for potable water storage improvements. The 7.9 million-
gallon (MG) Backcountry Reservoir is planned for one of these sites in the Zone B/Magic Mountain Zone.
Operational storage requirements are based on the maximum day demand scenario.

Total operation and emergency storage needs for the Zone B/Magic Mountain Zone identified in the E&O
Study are estimated to be 25.9 MG by year 2050. The proposed Project would create 7.9 MG of E&O
storage and the remaining 18.0 MG would be added over time through one or more additional reservoirs.
It is currently unknown when and where such reservoirs might be constructed, or what their exact capacity
might be. The construction of the Backcountry Reservoir is not dependent on the construction of any other
reservoirs. The Backcountry Reservoir has independent utility (Michael Baker International, 2018).

2.3 Existing Environmental Setting
Surrounding Location

The Backcountry Reservoir site is located within Mission Village, a developing community located within
the northeastern corner of the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan area within unincorporated Los Angeles
County, approximately 40 miles inland from the Pacific Ocean. Mission Village is within Santa Clarita
Valley Planning Area of the Los Angeles County General Plan. As stated in the Mission Village EIR, the
Santa Clarita Valley Planning Area is generally surrounded by the Los Padres and Angeles National Forest
areas to the north; Agua Dulce and the Angeles National Forest to the east; the major ridgeline of the Santa
Susana Mountains to the south; and the County of Ventura to the west. The Mission Village development
area is located immediately southeast of the confluence of Castaic Creek and the Santa Clara River. The
Santa Clara River forms the northern boundary of the Mission Village development, and the Six Flags
Magic Mountain Theme Park is located along the east boundary (Figure 2-8). The City of Santa Clarita is
located east of the Mission Village development, just beyond Interstate 5. There are no officially designated
state scenic highways in the vicinity of the Mission Village development. There are no tribal trust
boundaries, tribal trust lands, or any United States Forest Service, Bureau of Land Management, or other
federally managed land within the Mission Village area.

The Backcountry Pump Station would be located within the incorporated boundaries of the City of Santa
Clarita, north of Magic Mountain Parkway, south of the Santa Clara River, approximately 0.5 mile east of
Interstate 5. The pump station site is approximately 2 miles east/north-east of site for the Backcountry
Reservoir. The Santa Clarita Valley is within the 1,600 square mile Santa Clara River Watershed. The
groundwater basin of the Santa Clara River Valley, East Subbasin, is comprised of two aquifer systems: the
Alluvium along the Santa Clara River and tributaries (at depths of about 200 feet) and the deeper Saugus
Formation in the Upper Santa Clara River area (at depths of at least 2,000 feet) (Kennedy/Jenks Consultants,
2015).
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Existing Conditions

The Backcountry Reservoir site is located on the southern edge of the Mission Village development,
bounded directly by undeveloped land on the south, and future planned open space areas of Mission Village
on the east, west and north, much of which has been rough graded. Figure 2-9, Figure 2-10, and Figure
2-11 are photos of the Backcountry Reservoir site taken in January 2020 and show adjacent areas. The
Backcountry Reservoir site is rough graded and devoid of vegetation, as shown in the site photos, as well
as in the aerial photo in Figure 2-12. The Backcountry Reservoir site is located entirely on artificial fill.
Concrete slope drains have been installed on the downward slopes of the reservoir site to convey sheet flow
to the local storm drain system within the Mission Village development.

The Backcountry Pump Station site is an 11-acre lot north of Magic Mountain Parkway. The site is bounded
by open space to the north and west, the six-lane Magic Mountain Parkway to the south (with a Southern
California Edison [SCE] substation facility on the opposite side of the road), and high-tension power
transmission lines to the east. The site has a history of disturbance, as it was used to cultivate row crops
until 2017 and is currently paved. The pump station site disturbance area is primarily composed of
disturbed/developed land with little vegetation (Figure 2-13). The pump station site is flat land with little
to no slope except for the north edge of the site, which slopes down toward the Santa Clara River. The
proposed distribution pipelines originating from the V-9 Turnout Facility at the Backcountry Pump Station
would be constructed entirely withing the paved Magic Mountain Parkway right of way and would tie into
existing water mains in Tourney Road and Wayne Mills Place located west of the pump station site.
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Figure 2-8: Mission Village Boundary and Environmental Setting
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Figure 2-9: Backcountry Reservoir Site Facing Northwest

Backcountry Reservoir site facing northwest with undeveloped hillsides on the northwest.
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Figure 2-10: Backcountry Reservoir Site Facing Northeast

Backcountry Reservoir site facing northeast, with grading for Mission Village development taking place on the east.
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Figure 2-11: Backcountry Reservoir Site Facing Southeast

Backcountry Reservoir site facing southeast, with graded slopes directly adjacent on the southeast (not a part of the proposed Project).
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Figure 2-12: Backcountry Reservoir Site
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Figure 2-13: Backcountry Pump Station Site, Facing Northwest
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2.4 Proposed Project
Backcountry Reservoir Description

A technical memorandum entitled “Preliminary Design Technical Memorandum for Magic Mountain
Reservoir Planning” was prepared for SCV Water by Michael Baker International in November 2018 and
identified the maximum size of the reservoir that could be built on the tank site parcel. Due to the limited
parcel size, the reservoir was proposed to be a partially buried tank located within the “footprint” of the
tank site as identified in the Mission Village EIR. A subsequent technical memorandum, entitled
“Southwest Area Hydraulic Analysis: Backcountry Pump Station, Backcountry Reservoir, and V-9 Turnout
Facility” was prepared to develop design parameters for these facilities and to evaluate a supply scenario
in which water production wells located in the east area near Commerce Center Drive convey water east
through the Magic Mountain Pipeline to increase overall operational flexibility of SCV Water’s
transmission system (Michael Baker International, 2022b).

The approved rough grading plan (shown previously in Figure 2-4) provides a site pad for a rectangular
shape reservoir with approximate dimensions of 150 feet by 350 feet. The Backcountry Reservoir is
proposed to have a tank bottom slab at elevation 1,400 feet, a low water level at an elevation of 1,407.5 feet
and a high-water elevation of 1,440 feet to maintain existing hydraulic conditions required for operation of
the Earl Schmidt Filtration Plant and Rio Vista Water Treatment Plant, and to match the existing hydraulic
gradient of a nearby pressure zone (Zone IIA-N).

Grading for the reservoir would require excavation and backfill for the reservoir structure and for site
drainage as well as paving of the maintenance/access road around the reservoir. Based on the requirement
for a reservoir floor elevation of 1,400 feet, the estimated grading required for the reservoir structure is
approximately 50,000 cubic yards. Approximately 29,000 cubic yards would be hauled to an adjacent
development within Mission Village, and approximately 21,000 cubic yards would be used on site as
backfill. The proposed reservoir would be constructed as an underground structure 30 feet deep, and
approximately 17 feet would be built above the grade. Figure 2-14 shows grading cross sections.

Based on a conceptual site analysis (Michael Baker International, 2022a), the reservoir would be
rectangular, with exterior dimensions of approximately 116 feet wide by 304 feet long. The reservoir would
be divided into two equal sized storage chambers separated by a common reinforced concrete wall which
would extend from floor to roof. Each chamber would have an interior reinforced concrete baffle wall from
floor to roof to ensure circulation (Figure 2-15). The two storage chambers would operate independently,
providing operational flexibility. Seismic design parameters require a 7-foot 6-inches tank freeboard (the
clearance maintained between the maximum water level and the roof slab of the tank) and 1-foot 6-inches
roof slab thickness, for a cumulative roof top elevation of approximately 1,447 feet, resulting in about 17
feet of the tank being exposed above the grade.

The dimensions of the proposed Backcountry Reservoir were set based on a site layout that maximizes
storage volume and provides a minimum 20-foot wide drivable access road around the entire reservoir,
which would allow a 30-foot construction truck and a 32-foot fire truck to maneuver around the reservoir
(Figure 2-15). This layout is based on an AutoCAD “AutoTurn” analysis and satisfies the Los Angeles
County Fire Department’s hammer-head turnaround requirement.

Electrical, controls and communications systems for the reservoir are proposed to be installed along the
eastern wall (Figure 2-16). Five Point, the developer of Mission Village, would provide a SCE connection
to the bottom of the access road. SCV Water would coordinate with SCE to connect power to the reservoir.
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The developed reservoir site would include gated access to the reservoir, perimeter fencing, site drainage
features, a supervisory control and data acquisition (SCADA) system and other controls, valving, and other
appurtenances. The site would have minimal lighting and no chemicals would be stored on site. The
reservoir and site design would include aesthetic treatments as needed to soften views of the reservoir and
help ensure the reservoir and fencing blend into the landscape to the extent possible (such as using a tan or
earthen color for the exterior coating). A minimum 8-foot-wide landscape area would be located along the
perimeter of the site.
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Figure 2-14: Backcountry Reservoir Site Cross Sections
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Figure 2-15: Backcountry Reservoir Site Layout
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Figure 2-16: Backcountry Reservoir Electrical Equipment Plan
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Water supply to the Backcountry Reservoir would be delivered through SCV Water’s Magic Mountain
Pipeline, an 18,700-foot-long pipeline, which was identified as part of the proposed infrastructure in the
Mission Village EIR. Approximately 7,500 feet of the pipeline is existing, and 11,200 feet of pipeline is
currently under construction. The proposed reservoir would provide required emergency and operational
storage for the SCV Water potable water system.

Construction of the proposed Backcountry Reservoir would occur after construction of the last segment of
the Magic Mountain Pipeline (Phase 6B pipeline). The Phase 6B pipeline includes the last segment of the
42-inch Magic Mountain inlet pipeline that would connect to the Backcountry Reservoir, construction of a
42-inch reservoir overflow pipeline that would be connected to the Los Angeles County storm drain system
(within Mission Village), and paving installation on the reservoir access road. The Phase 6B inlet pipeline,
reservoir overflow pipeline, and paving of the access road are not a part of the proposed Project. Figure
2-17 is a plan sheet index showing an overview of the Magic Mountain Pipeline 6B, with the reservoir
access road and inlet and reservoir overflow pipelines shown in index drawings C-3 and C-4 on Figure
2-17.

Figure 2-17: Magic Mountain Phase 6B Pipeline (C-3 and C-4)
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Backcountry Pump Station Description

Hydraulic analysis of the SCV Water system showed that a pump station (the Backcountry Pump Station)
is required to supply the Magic Mountain Reservoir. Michael Baker International prepared a technical
memorandum in August 2020 which identified the pump station site and preliminary layout. The pump
station would be located within the incorporated boundaries of the City of Santa Clarita, north of Magic
Mountain Parkway, south of the Santa Clara River, approximately 0.5 mile east of Interstate 5. The
Backcountry Pump Station site is approximately 2 miles east/north-east of the site for the Backcountry
Reservoir. The Magic Mountain Pipeline follows Magic Mountain Parkway and passes partially through
the pump station site (Figure 2-5).

Based on the 2018 technical memo prepared by Michael Baker and subsequent analysis (Michael Baker
International, 2020; Michael Baker International, 2022b), the pump station site would include a pump
building, flow control and pressure reducing station, emergency backup generator, fuel tank, and electrical
transformer pad. The pump station layout is shown in Figure 2-18 and typical pump station section views
are shown in Figure 2-19. The pump building would house the required mechanical and electrical
equipment. The pump building would include a pump room, generator room, and electrical room. The pump
room would be designed to accommodate a total of four vertical turbine pumps (three duty pumps and one
standby pump, each 450 horsepower [hp]) and a bypass relief pressure line. The flow control and pressure
reducing station would be located on the east side of the pump building. Discharge piping from the pump
station would connect to the flow control and pressure reducing station before exiting the property. Inlet
and outlet piping would extend to connect to the existing Phase 1 section of the Magic Mountain Pipeline,
which passes through the property. A minimum of 30 feet of clear space would be provided on either side
of the flow control and pressure reducing station and the bypass pipeline for ease of maintenance access.

Construction of the pump station would involve site preparation, grading, structural improvements, paving,
and electrical work. Minimal grading would be required as the site is relatively flat. It is estimated that
construction of the pump station would require a maximum excavation depth of 15 feet. The overall
dimension of the pump station site is approximately 268 feet by 140 feet. The pump building would be
constructed with concrete masonry unit (CMU) block walls, with dimensions of approximately 100 feet by
66 feet, for a total footprint of 6,600 square feet.

The access road and area surrounding the pump station would be paved with asphalt or concrete. The paved
area would be designed consistent with fire code to ensure that paved areas can support fire apparatus
weighing at least 75,000 pounds, have adequate access road width and turnaround space, acceptable grade,
and access road gates. To comply with these requirements, a minimum of 25 feet of clearance would be
provided around the pump station building.

Electrical and controls systems would be located within the pump building, inside an air-conditioned
electrical room. The pump station control panel would communicate with SCV Water’s SCADA system
via radio antenna. SCE would provide a new electrical connection to the site. SCV Water would coordinate
with SCE to connect power to the pump station. The SCE transformer would be located toward the front
entrance to the site.

A diesel backup generator would be installed in a generator room within the pump building. The generator
would be equipped with a diesel particulate filter if needed to meet SCAQMD requirements. Fuel for the
backup generator would be stored in two tanks. One fuel tank would store 7,000 gallons of fuel (enough to
operate the generator at a 50 percent load for a minimum of 96 hours), and one day tank would store 300
gallons of fuel (enough to operate the generator at full load for a minimum of two hours). The fuel tanks
would be installed within containment walls and would be located outside the pump building.
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The existing entrance gate from Magic Mountain Parkway, which is 26 feet wide, would remain in place
and could accommodate various vehicles during construction and operation of the pump station.
Approximately 1,200 linear feet of perimeter fencing would be installed around the pump station. The
proposed Project design includes landscaping, which would surround the property to provide privacy and
to soften views of the pump station. Lighting at the pump station would be minimal.

The proposed Project also includes a turnout (V-9 Turnout Facility) that would be located at the
Backcountry Pump Station site (Figure 2-5). Because the V-9 Turnout is collocated at the Backcountry
Pump Station site, it is included in analyses of the pump station throughout this Addendum. The V-9
Turnout would include pressure and flow control valves, as well as a flow meter. The V-9 Turnout would
be installed on the Backcountry Pump Station’s 42-inch diameter discharging pipe.

From the V-9 Turnout Facility two water distribution pipelines would be constructed in Magic Mountain
Parkway to tie into existing transmission pipelines in existing developed areas. Specifically, a 16-inch
distribution pipeline would extend approximately 1,920 feet in Magic Mountain Parkway to tie into the
existing 16-inch main in Tourney Road to serve Zone 1. Additionally, a 24-inch distribution pipeline would
extend approximately 1,4870 feet in Magic Mountain Parkway to tie into the existing 16-inch main in
Wayne Mills Place to serve Zone IIA-N (see Figure 2-6).
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Figure 2-18: Pump Station Layout
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Figure 2-19: Pump Station Section Views
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Construction Activities

Backcountry Reservoir

Construction of the Backcountry Reservoir would include, but not be limited to, civil site work; earthwork
and grading; reservoir construction; installation of piping, seismic anchors, electrical systems,
instrumentation, controls, SCADA systems, lighting, fences and gate; and paving of the maintenance road
around the reservoir. Construction staging would occur on the proposed reservoir site, and would require
storage of equipment, construction materials and stockpiled soil. As described above, reservoir construction
is anticipated to result in approximately 35,000 cubic yards of exported material.

Backcountry Pump Station , V-9 Turnout Facility and Distribution Pipelines

Construction of the pump station would include, but not be limited to, earthwork and grading; structural
improvements; installation of pumps, valves, and appurtenances; installation of electrical systems, lighting,
gate, and emergency generator; and landscaping. Construction staging would occur on the proposed pump
station site, and would require storage of equipment, construction materials, and stockpiled soil.
Construction activities would be restricted to the disturbed site; areas of adjacent vegetation would be
avoided. It is estimated that pump station construction would require excavation of 1,200 cubic yards of
soil, would generate 800 cubic yards of export and require 1,500 cubic yards of fill material. Construction
of the V-9 turnout would be by open cut trenching. It is estimated that 900 cubic yards of material would
be exported, and 500 cubic yards of fill would be imported. To connect the pump station to the existing 42-
inch water transmission pipeline (Magic Mountain Pipeline), some work may be required in public right-
of-way in Magic Mountain Parkway. There is also potential for landscaping improvements and work to
improve driveway access to Magic Mountain Parkway in public right-of-way. Construction staging would
be located at the pump station site. Construction of the 16-inch and 24-inch distribution pipelines in Magic
Mountain Parkway would be completed by open cut trenching. The trench would be 4 to 6 feet deep and 4
feet wide (2 feet on either side). All construction would take place within the Magic Mountain Parkway
right-of-way.

It is anticipated that in order to make proposed connections to the existing Magic Mountain Pipeline,
dewatering and discharge into local storm drains along Magic Mountain Parkway would be required.
Discharges into the storm drain would require a permit from County of Los Angeles Department of Public
Works (LACDPW) with pre-approved discharge locations. In addition, coordination with the California
Department of Fish & Wildlife (CDFW) would be required if significant discharges to the Santa Clara River
are expected.

Equipment/Staging

To characterize and analyze potential construction impacts, construction-related truck trips and equipment
types have been estimated based on expected excavation volumes, quantities of exported materials,
construction material deliveries and construction site equipment operations. Estimated truck trips for the
proposed Project are summarized in Table 2-1 and Table 2-2. Equipment that may be used at any given
time during proposed Project construction is summarized in Table 2-3 and Table 2-4. Construction staging
is anticipated to be located at the reservoir and pump station sites.
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Table 2-1: Estimated Truck Trips — Backcountry Reservoir

Truck Total Trips Trips/day
Soil Haul Trucks
(assume 8 trucks, 10 cubic yards of soil per truck, 8 3,500 64
round trips per day, 3-mile round trip haul)
Concrete Trucks 580 10
(assume need to pour 1 wall per day, total 9 walls)
Material Delivery Trucks 145 1

Source: Woodard & Curran

Table 2-2: Estimated Truck Trips — Pump Station and V-9 Turnout

Truck Total Trips Trips/day
Soil Haul Trucks
(assume 8 trucks, 10 cubic yards of soil per truck, 8 round 130 32
trips per day, 3-mile round trip haul)
Concrete Trucks 40 N/A
Material Delivery Trucks 90 N/A

Source: MBI engineer’s estimates

Table 2-3: Estimated Equipment Type and Use — Backcountry Reservoir

Estimated Estimated Estimatgd UEEY Wi 207
Equipment Type Number Used Duration e WoDrklr_Ig Dé‘ys. 27l
(per day) (hours/day) Cl:):rsltgru cr::gﬁ
Excavator 1 8 55
Track Loader 1 4 75
Highway legal dump truck 8 8 75
Flatbed truck (material delivery) 1 1 145
Pickup trucks 1 4 500
Worker vehicles 10 2 500
Crane 1 6 250
Paver 1 4 10
Compactor 1 4 10
Grader 1 4 10

Source: Woodard & Curran

75
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Table 2-4: Estimated Equipment Type and Use — Pump Station and V-9 Turnout

Estimated Estimated E:miﬁ: Tgt:\l SN:;TJb;r

Equipment Type Nu(mber Used Duration Durir?g Er¥tire

PR CEY) liEnEe ) Construction
Excavator 1 8 80
Track Loader 1 8 40
Highway legal dump truck 4 8 30
Flatbed truck (material delivery) 1 4 120
Pickup trucks 4 8 240
Worker vehicles 4 8 240
Crane 1 8 50
Paver 1 8 15
Compactor 1 8 60
Grader 1 8 10
Water Truck 1 6 60
Forklift 1 4 40

Source: MBI engineer’s estimates
Construction Management Practices

The contract documents would include standard construction management practices including, but not
limited to:

e Obtain coverage under the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Construction General
Permit and implement a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).

e Identify existing underground utilities through Underground Service Alert.

o  Comply with South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) Rule 403.1 to control dust
during construction. The contractor is required to have an approved Fugitive Dust Control Plan
prior to grading or excavation.

e Comply with the California Air Resources Boards (CARB) In-Use Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Fleets
Regulations, which would limit vehicle idling time to five minutes, restrict adding vehicles to
construction fleets that have lower than Tier 3 engines, and establish a schedule for retiring older,
less fuel-efficient engines from the construction fleet.

e Prepare a Hazardous Materials Management and Spill Control Plan to manage hazardous materials,
wastes, and any potential spills during construction.

Construction Schedule

Construction of the reservoir, pump station, and V-9 turnout is expected to take approximately 18 to 24
months to complete, with an estimated start in fall 2024 and completion between spring and fall 2026.

2-29
76



Addendum to Mission Village EIR
Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Operation and Maintenance

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir would be supplied with potable water conveyed through the Magic Mountain
pipeline. Operation of the reservoir would generally involve control of reservoir potable water level through
SCADA from various operating scenarios from four different possible water sources: potable surface water
treatment plants, existing wells 206 and 207, existing Saugus wells 1 and 2, and future wells S3 and S4.

The Backcountry Reservoir would be inspected every three years in accordance with the American Water
Works Association standards. The reservoir would not be drained as part of regular maintenance.
Maintenance of reservoir valves, air vacs, and other appurtenances would be conducted per manufacturer’s
recommendations.

Maintenance and collection of water samples from the reservoir would require an estimated four worker
trips to the site per week. Power consumption for operation of the reservoir is estimated to be 10 kilowatt-
hours (kWh) per day or 3,650 kWh annually, based on the estimated electrical needs to operate low level
lighting, SCADA systems, security systems and other electrical controls.

Backcountry Pump Station and V-9 Turnout Facility

During operation the pump station would pump approximately 8,000 gallons per minute to the Backcountry
Reservoir using one pump, and up to 23,300 gpm with three pumps in operation (Michael Baker
International, 2022b). No storage or use of chemicals is proposed at the pump station.

Maintenance of the pump station would include inspection, cleaning, and water quality sampling. The pump
station would be inspected weekly. Maintenance of pumps, flow control and pressure reducing station, and
appurtenances would be conducted in accordance with manufacturer’s recommendations. Water quality
would be monitored on site weekly. To discharge water samples containing chloramines into the local
wastewater collection system, an Industrial Waste Discharge Permit would be required by the LACDPW.
Inspection and sampling would require one worker trips to the site per week.

Power consumption for operation of the pump station is estimated to be 900,000 kWh, annually, based on
electrical needs for operation of the pumps, electrical controls, and lighting. In the event of a power failure,
the diesel backup generator would provide power for a minimum of 24 hours. If landscaping is installed at
the pump station site, regular maintenance would result in approximately one worker trip per week.

The V-9 Turnout Facility would also be located at the Backcountry Pump Station Site. The turnout would
allow for tie-ins to existing Zone I and Zone IIA-N through the proposed 16-inch and 24-inch distribution
pipelines within Magic Mountain Parkway. The turnout facility includes above-ground pipe trains for flow
control, pressure-reducing valves and isolation valves, and aboveground discharge piping downstream of
the flow control pipe trains. Water from the pump station would flow to the V-9 Turnout when water is not
needed at the Backcountry Reservoir. The V-9 Turnout would be hydraulically operated and monitored
through SCADA. Operation would consist of monthly exercising of manual valves and recalibrating of
meters approximately every two years. No other maintenance is anticipated.

2.5 Permits and Approvals
The proposed Project may require the following permits and approvals:

e State Water Resources Control Board Division of Drinking Water (SWRCB-Division of Drinking
Water): approval for an amendment to SCV Water’s Drinking Water Supply Permit
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e State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB): NPDES General Permit for Storm Water
Discharges associated with Construction Activities

e Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB): NPDES General Discharge Permit
for Low Threat Hydrostatic Test Water Discharges to Surface Waters

e Los Angeles RWQCB: NPDES General Permit for Discharges of Groundwater from Construction
and Project Dewatering to Surface Waters

o South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD): Permit to Construct and Permit to
Operate for pump station (engine greater than 50 BHP)

e Los Angeles County Department of Public Works (Building and Safety Division): Building plan
check (required because the pump generator has a disconnecting means rated more than 400A)

e Los Angeles County Department of Public Works (Flood Control District): Permit for discharges
to the storm drain

e Los Angeles County Department of Public Works: Industrial Waste Discharge Permit (for
discharge of samples containing chloramines to the local wastewater collection system)

e Los Angeles County Fire Department: Construction permit for diesel for pump generator (under
California Fire Code, Section 105.7.9)

e Southern California Edison: Approval to connect to power supply
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3. RELATION TO MISSION VILLAGE EIR

3.1 Environmental Impact Findings in Mission Village EIR

The Mission Village EIR concluded that most environmental resource impacts of the Mission Village
development project, which included development of a water tank at the Backcountry Reservoir site, could
be reduced to less than significant with incorporation of mitigation measures. However, the EIR found that
project impacts and/or cumulative impacts associated with five environmental resource topics remained
significant and unavoidable even with incorporation of mitigation measures. Table ES-1 of the EIR
summarizes the impact findings for all environmental resource topics; those found to be significant are
summarized from Table ES-1 as follows:

e Biota: While the proposed project would not result in significant unavoidable impacts (after
implementation of mitigation measures), the proposed project’s contribution to cumulative impacts
to coastal scrub would remain significant.

e Visual Qualities: After implementation of the recommended mitigation measures, visual quality
project and cumulative impacts would remain significant and unavoidable.

e Air Quality: No feasible mitigation exists that would reduce all of the project emissions to below
the SCAQMD'’s recommended thresholds of significance. The project’s and cumulative condition
construction-related emissions of volatile organic compounds (VOCs), nitrogen oxide (NOy),
particulate matter 10 micrometers or less in diameter (PM)y), and particulate matter 2.5
micrometers or less in diameter (PM>s) and operation-related emissions of VOCs, NOx, carbon
monoxide (CO), PM;y, and PM, 5 are considered significant and unavoidable.

o Solid Waste: Even with mitigation, the project’s solid and hazardous waste impacts would be
considered significant and unavoidable. In addition, cumulative solid and hazardous waste impacts
would be considered significant and unavoidable.

e Agricultural Resources: The project-specific impacts resulting from the loss of prime agricultural
land are considered significant and unavoidable. In addition, the cumulative conversion of prime
agricultural land to non-agricultural uses constitutes a loss of an irreplaceable resource and is
considered a significant and unavoidable cumulative impact.

3.2 Mitigation Measures in Mission Village EIR

The Mission Village EIR contains over a hundred mitigation measures to reduce environmental impacts of
the Mission Village land development project, which included development of a water tank at the
Backcountry Reservoir site. The mitigation measures include relevant and applicable program-level
mitigation measures from the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Program EIR as well as project-specific
mitigation measures applicable to the Mission Village land development project contained in the Mission
Village EIR. Several mitigation measures are applicable to construction and operation of the proposed
Project.

All of the mitigation measures are listed in Table ES-1 of the 2011 Mission Village EIR and can be found
at: http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/case/tr_061105_deir-volumel.pdf.

Additional mitigation measures further addressing Mission Village development impacts on biota as well
as Global Climate Change from increased greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions can be found at:
http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/case/tr 061105-1 draft-eir.pdf.
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3.3 Approach to Environmental Evaluation of Backcountry Reservoir Project

Section 5, Environmental Checklist evaluates environmental impacts of the proposed Project pursuant to
Section 15063(d)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines. The evaluation compares the anticipated environmental
effects of the proposed Project with those disclosed in the Mission Village EIR, and reviews whether any
of the conditions requiring preparation of a Subsequent EIR pursuant to Section 15162 of the CEQA
Guidelines are met, and whether there are new significant impacts resulting from the proposed Project.
Specifically, the evaluation determines if construction and operation of the Backcountry Reservoir at the
tank site location identified and evaluated in the Mission Village EIR as well as the associated Back County
Pump Station would result in new impacts or increase the severity of impacts in comparison to the impacts
identified in the Mission Village EIR. The analysis also examines if the applicable mitigation measures in
the Mission Village EIR would be effective in avoiding or reducing potential significant impacts of the
proposed Project, or whether new mitigation measures would be needed to mitigate impacts.

Many of the mitigation measures in the Mission Village EIR were written to address a large-scale residential
development requiring various review and approvals from Los Angeles County. Unlike the Mission Village
development, the proposed Project will be designed and constructed by SCV Water in accordance with
SCV Water design and construction standards. Therefore, implementation actions have been defined for
each of the original Mission Village mitigation measures to clarify how the mitigation would be
implemented for the proposed Project and to facilitate proper implementation by SCV Water but do not
constitute any revision to these mitigation measures. These implementation actions do not represent a
change in the purpose, intent and effect of the original mitigation measure, and the conditions for proceeding
with an Addendum under CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 are still met. In this Addendum, the applicable
mitigation measures, extracted verbatim in whole or part from the Mission Village EIR are notated as
“MV”, and those which tiered from the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Program EIR are notated as “SP”.
The SCV Water implementation actions are provided for each of the applicable mitigation measures.

The Environmental Checklist in Section 5 covers all environmental topics listed in Appendix G of the
CEQA Guidelines. Since certification of the Mission Village Final EIR in 2011, the Appendix G
Environmental Checklist was updated as part of the state CEQA Guidelines update in December 2018. The
updated Appendix G Environmental Checklist included modifications to some checklist questions and the
addition of several new environmental resource topics, specifically Energy, Tribal Cultural Resources and
Wildfire Risk. The environmental evaluation in this Addendum uses the updated Environmental Checklist.
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4. DETERMINATION

The Environmental Checklist in Section 5 is an analysis of environmental impacts of construction and
operation of the proposed Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project. The analysis in the checklist
evaluates whether construction and operation of the Backcountry Reservoir at the tank site location
identified and evaluated in the Mission Village EIR as well as the associated pump station, turn-out facility
and distribution pipelines would result in new impacts or increase the severity of impacts in comparison to
the impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR. The analysis also examines whether the applicable
mitigation measures in the Mission Village EIR would be effective in avoiding or reducing potential
significant impacts of the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project, or whether new mitigation
measures would be needed to mitigate impacts.

Based on the information and analysis contained in this Addendum, and pursuant to Section 15162 of the
CCR, SCV Water has determined that:

® There are no substantial changes proposed in the project which would require major revisions of
the previous EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects.

® Substantial changes have not occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the project
is undertaken which would require major revisions of the previous EIR due to the involvement of
new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified significant effects.

® There is no new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have
been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified
as complete, that shows any of the following:

o The project would have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR;

o Significant effects previously examined would be substantially more severe than shown in
the previous EIR;

o Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be
feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but
the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; and

o Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed
in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the
environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative.

Matthew Stone For Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency

General Manager

Signature Date
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1.

S. ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Project title: Addendum to Mission Village Environmental Impact
Report — Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project

2. Lead agency name and address: Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency

3.

4.

26521 Summit Circle
Santa Clarita, California 91350

Contact person and phone number: Ernesto Velazquez
Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency
26521 Summit Circle
Santa Clarita, California 91350
(661) 714-2768

Project location: The Backcountry Reservoir site is located at the southern edge of the Mission Village

development which is south of the Santa Clara River and State Route 126, and west of Interstate-5 within
unincorporated Los Angeles County. The proposed associated Backcountry Pump Station would be located
east of the Mission Village development, on a vacant parcel adjacent to Magic Mountain Parkway,
approximately 0.5 miles east of Interstate-5, within the City of Santa Clarita. The associated distribution
pipelines would extend westerly from the pump station site through the Magic Mountain Parkway right of
way, within the City of Santa Clarita

5.

Project sponsor’s name and address:  Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency
26521 Summit Circle
Santa Clarita, CA 91350

General plan designation: Public Facility — Backcountry Reservoir; Business Park —
Backcountry Pump Station

Zoning: SP: Specific Plan - Backcountry Reservoir; Business Park
- Backcountry Pump Station

Description of project: Construction and operation of a 7.9 million gallon (MG) partially buried
reservoir and associated pump station to provide emergency and operational storage of potable water
during short-term outage or disruptions to the regional water supply system.

Surrounding land uses and setting: The reservoir site is located on the southern edge of the
developing Mission Village, a planned community within the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan area, west
of the City of Santa Clarita. The site is bounded directly by undeveloped land on the south, and future
planned open space areas of Mission Village on the east, west and north, some of which has been rough
graded. The project site is rough graded and devoid of vegetation. Concrete slope drains have been
installed on the downward slopes of the reservoir site to convey sheet flow to the local storm drain
system within the Mission Village development. The pump station site is an 11-acre lot north of Magic
Mountain Parkway. The site is bounded by open space to the north and west, a SCE substation facility
to the south, and power transmission lines to the east. Proposed distribution pipelines would extend
westerly through the Magic Mountain Parkway right of way, which is surrounded by open space to the
north and developed land to the south.
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10. Other public agencies whose approval may be required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement.)

11.

State Water Resources Control Board Division of Drinking Water (SWRCB-Division of Drinking
Water): approval for an amendment to SCV Water’s Drinking Water Supply Permit

State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB): NPDES General Permit for Storm Water
Discharges associated with Construction Activities

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB): NPDES General Discharge Permit
for Low Threat Hydrostatic Test Water Discharges to Surface Waters

Los Angeles RWQCB: NPDES General Permit for Discharges of Groundwater from Construction
and Project Dewatering to Surface Waters

South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD): Permit to Construct and Permit to
Operate for pump station (engine greater than 50 BHP)

Los Angeles County Department of Public Works (Building and Safety Division): Building plan
check (required because the pump generator has a disconnecting means rated more than 400A)

Los Angeles County Department of Public Works (Flood Control District): Permit for discharges
to the storm drain

Los Angeles County Department of Public Works: Industrial Waste Discharge Permit (for
discharge of samples containing chloramines to the local wastewater collection system)

Los Angeles County Fire Department: Construction permit for diesel for pump generator (under
California Fire Code, Section 105.7.9)

Southern California Edison: Approval to connect to power supply

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the Project
area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 2180.3.1? If so, is there
a plan for consultation that includes, for example, the determination of significance of impacts
to tribal cultural resources, procedures regarding confidentiality, etc.?

Compliance with PRC section 2180.3.1, applies to any project for which a Notice of Preparation (NOP)
of an EIR, Notice of Mitigated Negative Declaration or Notice of Negative Declaration is filed on or
after July 1, 2015, as stated in PRC section 21084.3, Section 11 (c). The NOP for the Mission Village
EIR was filed on May 24, 2005. Therefore, requirements under PRC section 2180.3.1 are not applicable
to the Addendum to the Mission Village EIR.
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Evaluation of Environmental Impacts

The environmental evaluation herein utilizes a checklist format to make findings based on the following
four criteria:

1)

2)

3)

4)

No New Impact/No Impact — this finding means that the potential impact was analyzed and/or
mitigated in the previously certified EIR and no new or different impacts would result from the
proposed activity.

New Mitigation is Required — this finding means that the project may have a potentially
significant impact on the environment or a substantially more severe impact than analyzed in the
previously certified EIR and that new mitigation is required to address the impact.

New Potentially Significant Impact — this finding means that the project may have a new
potentially significant impact on the environment or a substantially more severe impact than
analyzed in the previously certified EIR that cannot be mitigated to below a level of significance
or be avoided.

Reduced Impact — this finding means that a previously infeasible mitigation measure is now
available, or a previously infeasible alternative is now available that will reduce a significant impact
identified in the previously prepared environmental document.
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5.1 Aesthetics

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced
Impact Required No New Impact Impact
Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section
21099, would the Project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? [] [] X []
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but ] ] X L]
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic highway?
¢) Innon-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the ] ] X L]
existing visual character or quality of public views
of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are
those that are experienced from publicly accessible
vantage point). If the Project is in an urbanized area,
would the Project conflict with applicable zoning
and other regulations governing scenic quality?
Create a new source of substantial light or glare which ~ [] [] X []
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the
area?
Discussion

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir would be visible from adjacent areas and would have temporary visual impacts
during construction as discussed in the Mission Village EIR. Preliminary plans for the reservoir indicate
that final grading would result in approximately 17 feet of the reservoir would be exposed above ground
and could be visible to immediately surrounding areas. The original tank as evaluated in the Mission Village
EIR was fully aboveground, although its height was not specified. The reservoir site design would adhere
to the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan design guidelines to ensure the reservoir and fencing blend into the
landscape, and aesthetic treatments are incorporated to soften views of the reservoir to the extent possible.
The reservoir site was strategically selected to minimize adverse aesthetic impacts on the community and
would be shielded from view by a landscape berm to provide visual integration into the surrounding areas.
The reservoir would not obstruct any scenic views. Impacts on scenic vistas during construction and
operation would be less than significant with implementation of mitigation measures that would ensure that
the reservoir is compatible with the development guidelines and design standards of the Newhall Ranch
Specific Plan.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station site is adjacent to large electric transmission lines and is located across the
street from a SCE substation facility. The existing visual character of the site is impacted by these utilities.
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The Backcountry Pump Station would be visible from adjacent portions of Magic Mountain Parkway and
a small portion of the Iron Horse Trail. The Backcountry Pump Station would have temporary visual
impacts during construction (e.g., construction vehicles, soils stockpiles, and equipment). These impacts
would be limited to the areas with views of the Backcountry Pump Station site and would end once
construction is complete. The Backcountry Pump Station would include a pump building, which would
house the majority of the Backcountry Pump Station equipment (including pumps, generator, and
electrical). The pump building would be constructed with CMU block walls. Some components of the
Backcountry Pump Station would be outside the pump building (which may include a transformer, fuel
tank, and flow control and pressure reducing station). Distribution pipelines would be buried and would not
alter views. The Backcountry Pump Station would not obstruct any scenic views or substantially impact the
existing visual character of the area. Impacts on scenic vistas during construction and operation would be
less than significant.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded overall that the Mission Village development would result in a
substantial change in the visual qualities of the area and impacts to some scenic vistas would be significant
during and after construction even with implementation of mitigation measures.

Conclusion: Because the partially buried Backcountry Reservoir and the Backcountry Pump Station would
not have greater visual impacts than the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, the proposed Project
would not create any new significant visual impacts or create a substantial increase in the severity of
significant impacts to scenic vistas identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation
measures would be necessary.

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

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir would not impact scenic resources since there are no such resources in the
viewshed of the reservoir site. There are no officially designated state scenic highways in the vicinity of the
Mission Village development or the Backcountry Reservoir. No impacts would be expected.

Backcountry Pump Station

No scenic resources are present in the viewshed of the Backcountry Pump Station site. There are no
designated state scenic highways in the vicinity of the Backcountry Pump Station. No impact would occur.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded overall that the Mission Village development would result in a
substantial change in the visual qualities of the area (including the Santa Clara River/SR-126 visual
corridor), and impacts to some scenic vistas would be significant during and after construction even with
implementation of mitigation measures.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not create any new significant visual impacts or create a
substantial increase in the severity of significant impacts to scenic vistas identified in the Mission Village
EIR. No additional mitigation measures would be necessary because the Backcountry Reservoir would not
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be more visually obtrusive than the aboveground tank envisioned in the Mission Village EIR, and the
Backcountry Pump Station would not substantially impact scenic resources.

¢) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views
of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are experienced from publicly accessible
vantage point). If the Project is in an urbanized area, would the Project conflict with applicable zoning
and other regulations governing scenic quality?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir site is located in the urbanized portion of the Santa Clarita Valley, within the
Mission Village area currently under development. The reservoir would not conflict with the applicable
zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality. As part of the larger Newhall Ranch development,
the Backcountry Reservoir is subject to the Development Regulations and Design Guidelines contained in
the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan. These regulations and guidelines provide site development standards and
address site planning, architecture, fencing, landscape design, lighting, setbacks, and grading design criteria
within the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan. Final grading of the reservoir site would result in approximately
17 feet of the reservoir exposed above ground, which is well below the 35-foot maximum building height
standard set for open area land use type in the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan development regulations. The
Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Development Regulations and Design Guidelines also require a 50-foot
setback in open areas. The setback from the reservoir structure to the immediate parcel boundary would
vary from 20 to 60 feet (Figure 2-11). However, the reservoir parcel is surrounded to the west, north, and
east by other steeply graded parcels that would not be developed and would not be publicly accessible
(Figure 5-1). South of the reservoir parcel is open space. Thus, although the reservoir would be within 50
feet of the parcel boundary in some locations, adjoining parcels would provide additional space between
planned roads and houses. The Backcountry Reservoir would adhere to the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan
design guidelines to ensure the reservoir and fencing blend into the landscape to the extent possible and
would be at least 50 feet from proposed roads and residences in the vicinity to functionally meet the 50-
foot setback requirement. Conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality
would be less than significant with implementation of mitigation measure SP 4.7-1 and the proposed
partially buried tank would be similar to the aboveground tank that was evaluated in the Mission Village
EIR.
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Figure 5-1: FivePoint Development Map near Backcountry Reservoir
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Source: Adapted from FivePoint map of Phase 1, 2A, 2B-1 & 3B of Development Area 1 Product Exhibit (FivePoint
Communities, 2022).

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station is located within the urbanized area of the City of Santa Clarita, on a parcel
zoned as Business Park. The City of Santa Clarita Community Character and Design Guidelines for
industrial/business park areas state that utility lines from the service drop to the site should be underground,
outdoor equipment should not be placed adjacent to public ways or trails, and outdoor equipment should
be screened using a combination of elements such as masonry walls, berms, and landscaping (City of Santa
Clarita, 2009). The SCE service connection to the Backcountry Pump Station would be below ground, as
would the distribution pipelines. The Backcountry Pump Station site is adjacent to the existing Iron Horse
trail recreational trail and would be visible from the trail. The trail has existing views of infrastructure such
as power lines in the vicinity. The site would not be publicly accessible, and most equipment would be
housed in the pump building. Thus, the Backcountry Pump Station would be in compliance with applicable
zoning regulations and regulations governing scenic quality.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded overall that the Mission Village project and cumulative development
would significantly alter the visual characteristics of the project site and surrounding area and result in
significant unavoidable impacts. The Mission Village project would cause a substantial change in the visual

5-7
88



Addendum to Mission Village EIR
Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

qualities of the area and impacts to some scenic vistas would be significant during and after construction
even with implementation of mitigation measures.

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would not conflict with applicable
zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality, nor create any new significant visual impacts or
create a substantial increase in the severity of significant impacts to scenic vistas identified in the Mission
Village EIR. No additional mitigation measures would be necessary because the Backcountry Reservoir
would not be more visually obtrusive than the aboveground tank described in the Mission Village EIR and
the Backcountry Pump Station would not conflict with existing regulations governing scenic quality,
although the impact, related to the Mission Village development, would remain significant and unavoidable,
as disclosed in the Mission Village EIR.

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

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir would include minimal lighting on site and reflective surfaces would be
minimal. Lighting would be oriented to prevent light intrusion onto adjacent areas. Impacts would be less
than significant with implementation of mitigation measure SP 4.7-1 that would ensure compatibility with
design standards of the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan.

Backcountry Pump Station

The City of Santa Clarita Community Character and Design Guidelines for industrial/business park areas
would apply to lighting at the Backcountry Pump Station site. These guidelines stipulate that lighting should
be used to provide illumination for security and safety, lighting should be minimized to reduce impacts to
the night sky, and light leak into adjacent sites should be avoided (City of Santa Clarita, 2009). Like the
Backcountry Reservoir, the Backcountry Pump Station would include minimal lighting on site. Lighting
would be designed such that it is directed downward and does not spill onto adjacent properties. Lighting
would be limited to the level necessary to ensure security and safety on site. Exterior daytime lighting would
not be used. Reflective exterior surfaces would be minimized. With these design features, the Backcountry
Pump Station would not create a new source of light or substantial glare, and the impact to views would be
less than significant.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded that even with implementation of design standards to minimize the
outward and upward migration of nighttime light, changes in the night sky would occur resulting in a
significant impact.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not create any new significant light and glare impacts or create a
substantial increase in the severity of significant nighttime impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR.
No additional mitigation measures would be necessary because the Backcountry Reservoir would not
generate more light and glare than the aboveground tank described in the Mission Village EIR, and the
Backcountry Pump Station would not increase the light and glare impacts identified in the Mission Village
EIR.
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Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Program EIR (SP) 4.7-1: In conjunction with the development review
process set forth in Chapter 5 of the Specific Plan, all future subdivision maps and other discretionary
permits which allow construction shall incorporate the Development Guidelines (Specific Plan, Chapter 3)
and Design Guidelines (Specific Plan Chapter 4), and the design themes and view considerations listed in
the Specific Plan (Mission Village Vesting Tentative Tract Map 61105 and the applicable related
discretionary permits incorporate the Specific Plan Development and Design Guidelines consistent with the
requirements of the Specific Plan and this mitigation measure).

SCV Water Implementation Action for SP 4.7-1: In design of the proposed Magic Mountain 1
Reservoir Project, SCV Water shall consider and incorporate to the extent applicable the Design
Guidelines of the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan (Chapter 4) and the design themes and view
considerations listed in the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan to ensure that the reservoir and fencing blend
into the landscape, and aesthetic treatments are incorporated to soften views of the reservoir.

New Mitigation Measures.:

None needed.

5.2 Agriculture and Forestry Resources

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced
Impact Required No New Impact Impact
Would the Project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or L] L] X L]
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? [] [] X []

[]
X
[]

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning L]
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 [] [] X []
land to non-forest use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment L] ] X ]
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?
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Discussion

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’

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir is located on land that was formally designated Grazing Land (not Prime
Farmland of Statewide Importance) according to the Mission Village EIR. Loss of grazing land was not
considered a significant impact in the EIR. The Backcountry Reservoir site is designated for non-agriculture
use in the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan and is designated as a “Public Facility — Water Tank” in the Mission
Village Land Use Plan. The Backcountry Reservoir would not convert farmland of Statewide Importance.
No impact would occur.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station would be located on land that is formally designated Prime Farmland
according to the California Department of Conservation (CDOC, 2016). However, the site is not currently
used for agriculture; it is primarily occupied by a parking lot. The Backcountry Pump Station site is
designated as Business Park by the City of Santa Clarita (City of Santa Clarita, 2016). Although the
Backcountry Pump Station would be located on an area designated as Prime Farmland, the site has already
been converted away from Prime Farmland. The distribution pipelines would be located in Magic Mountain
Parkway. Therefore, the Backcountry Pump Station would not convert farmland of Statewide Importance
and no impact would occur.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR identified that buildout of the Mission Village development would result in
conversion of prime agricultural land resulting in a significant impact with no feasible mitigation to reduce
these impacts.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not create any new significant agricultural resource impacts or
create a substantial increase in the severity of agricultural resources identified in the Mission Village EIR.
The Backcountry Reservoir would be located on the same site as the tank described in the Mission Village
EIR, and the Backcountry Pump Station would be located on a site that has already been converted away
from agricultural use. No additional mitigation measures would be necessary although the impact, related
to the Mission Village development, would remain significant and unavoidable, as disclosed in the Mission
Village EIR.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?
No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

As discussed in the Agriculture and Forestry Resources Impact a), the Backcountry Reservoir site is the
same site that was proposed for the tank that was included in the Mission Village EIR. The site is currently
zoned for non-agricultural uses within the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan and is not located on land
contracted under the Williamson Act. No lands within Los Angeles County are under Williamson Act
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contracts since Los Angeles County does not participate in the Williamson Act program (CDOC, 2019).
Therefore, the Backcountry Reservoir would not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a
Williamson Act contract. No impact would occur.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station would be located in the City of Santa Clarita on a site zoned as Business
Park, and associated distribution pipelines would be in the Magic Mountain Parkway right-of-way. Neither
would be located on agricultural or Williamson Act land, and no impact would occur.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR identified that buildout of the Mission Village development would not conflict
with existing agricultural zoning use or a Williamson Act contract. Area within the Newhall Ranch specific
plan was re-zoned for non-agricultural use with adoption of the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan in 2003. No
lands within Los Angeles County are under Williamson Act contracts since Los Angeles County does not
participate in the Williamson Act program (CDOC, 2019).

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not create any new agricultural resource impacts or a substantial
increase in the severity of agricultural resources identified in the Mission Village EIR that would conflict
with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract, and no additional mitigation
measures would be necessary.

¢) 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))?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

As discussed in the Agriculture and Forestry Resources impact a), the Backcountry Reservoir site was
zoned for non-agricultural uses with adoption of the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan. Therefore, the
Backcountry Reservoir would not conflict with existing zoning of forest land or timberland. No impact
would occur.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station site is zoned for non-agricultural uses (Business Park); therefore, the
Backcountry Pump Station would not conflict with existing zoning of forest land or timberland and there
would be no impact.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR identified that buildout of the Mission Village development would not conflict
with existing forest or timberland and the Backcountry Reservoir site is the same that was addressed in the
Mission Village EIR. The area within the Newhall Ranch specific plan was re-zoned for development with
adoption of the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan in 2003.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not create any new agricultural resource impacts or a substantial
increase in the severity of agricultural resources identified in the Mission Village EIR that would conflict
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with existing zoning or cause rezoning of, forest or timberland and no additional mitigation measures would
be necessary.

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
No Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir site is located on land that was previously identified as grazing land but has
since been zoned for non-agricultural uses and rough graded. The site is currently located entirely on
artificial fill devoid of vegetation. Therefore, the Backcountry Reservoir would not result in the loss of
forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use, which is consistent with the findings in the Mission
Village EIR. No impact would occur.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station site is not forested; it is occupied by asphalt paving and sparse weedy
vegetation. Distribution pipelines would be located in the roadway right-of-way. Therefore, construction of
the Backcountry Pump Station would not result in the loss or conversion of forest land. No impact would
occur.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR identified that buildout of the Mission Village development would not result in
the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. As stated in the Mission Village EIR,
the northeast portion of the Mission Village tentative tract map site is used presently for agricultural
purposes. The rest of the site is primarily open space, with remnants of abandoned oil and gas operations
dispersed throughout the project site. Field investigations undertaken during the Mission Village EIR
development identified three existing land use types (agriculture, developed areas, and disturbed lands) on
the Mission Village development site (County of Los Angeles, 2010a).

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to
non-forest use, and no additional mitigation measures would be necessary.

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?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir site is located on an approximate one acre of rough graded parcel, underlain by
artificial fill, and devoid of vegetation, with no surrounding lands designated as Farmland. The reservoir is
proposed to provide operational and emergency storage of potable water to customers in the SCV Water
service areas; construction and operation of the proposed Project would not result in any changes to the
environment that could convert farmland or forest land. No impact would occur.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station site is located on an approximately 11-acre parcel, which is currently paved,
with sparse ruderal vegetation. No surrounding lands are designated as Farmland. The purpose of the
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Backcountry Pump Station is to provide pressure to deliver water to Backcountry Reservoir, the
Backcountry Pump Station itself would not involve other changes in the environment outside the reservoir
site. The Backcountry Pump Station would not result in changes to the environment that could convert
farmland or forest land, and no impact would occur.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR identified that buildout of the Mission Village development would result in
conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use resulting in a significant impact with no feasible mitigation
to reduce these impacts. Field investigations undertaken during the Mission Village EIR development did
not identify any forest land within the Mission Village development, so no impact would occur.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not create any new significant agricultural resource impacts or
involve other changes in the existing environment in addition to any development identified in the Mission
Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be necessary.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

None needed

New Mitigation Measures:

None needed.

5.3 Air Quality

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced
Impact Required No New Impact Impact
Would the Project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the L] [] X []
applicable air quality plan?
b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of [] [] X []
any criteria pollutant for which the Project region
is non- attainment under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality standard?
¢) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant ] ] = ]
concentrations?
d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to [] [] X []
odors or adversely affecting a substantial number
of people?
Discussion

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

No New Impact.
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Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station

As discussed in Section 2.3, Existing Environmental Setting, the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station
sites are under SCAQMD jurisdiction within the SCAB. The SCAQMD monitors air pollutant levels in the
SCAB to ensure California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) and National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS) are met and develops strategies to attain those standards if they are not met. The
SCAQMD’s 2016 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) is the applicable air quality plan that regulates
air quality in the proposed Project area. It summarizes the attainment status of criteria pollutants in the
SCAB and regional strategies to reach attainment. Criteria pollutant levels within the AQMP are classified
as being in “attainment” or “nonattainment” depending on whether levels meet or exceed NAAQS or
CAAQS. Under NAAQS, the SCAB is in nonattainment status for 1-Hour and 8-Hour Ozone (O3), 24-Hour
and Annual PM> s and partial nonattainment status for Lead (Pb) (SCAQMD, 2018). Under CAAQS, the
SCAB is in nonattainment status for 1-Hour and 8-Hour O3, Annual PM; s, and 24-Hour and Annual PM;,.
The 2016 AQMP emissions inventory and strategies were developed based on population, housing units,
total employment, and daily vehicle miles traveled (VMT) growth forecasts provided by the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG) from its adopted 2016 Regional Transportation Plan /
Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS).

The Backcountry Reservoir involves construction of a partially buried potable water reservoir and access
road on a l-acre site to provide an operational and emergency potable water storage reservoir for SCV
Water users in SCV Water’s Zone B/Magic Mountain Zone. The Backcountry Pump Station would supply
water to the Backcountry Reservoir. The distribution pipelines would provide connections to existing SCV
Water service areas (Zone I and Zone IIA-N) to optimize service to certain pressure zones. The proposed
Project would not serve water outside existing developed areas or planned developments; thus, it would not
result in an inconsistency with the growth forecasts in the SCAG 2016 RTP/SCS," upon which the 2016
AQMP was based. The proposed Project is not a new source of water supply and would not induce
unplanned growth. Accordingly, the proposed Project would not conflict with or obstruct the SCAQMD’s
2016 AQMP because it would not lead to population, housing, employment, or growth that exceeds the
forecast used in development of the AQMP. Therefore, the proposed Project would not jeopardize
attainment of state and federal ambient air quality standards. Impacts would be less than significant which
would be similar to the impacts of a tank located at the same site described in the Mission Village EIR.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded that population growth attributed to the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan
is within the growth forecasts of the AQMP.

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would not obstruct implementation of
the AQMP, which consistent with the conclusion described in the Mission Village EIR. Therefore, the
proposed Project would have no new impact, and no mitigation measures would be needed.

' SCAG completed an update to the Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy in 2020
(known as Connect SoCal). SCAQMD is currently preparing the 2022 Air Quality Management Plan, which will
reflect updated growth projections from Connect SoCal. However, the existing AQMP relies on the 2016 Regional
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy.
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b) 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?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station

Similar to the water tank described at the same site in the Mission Village EIR, the Backcountry Reservoir
would result in emissions of criteria pollutants (NOx, VOC, PM,o, PM> 5, CO, and SOx) during construction
and operation. Emissions of construction air pollutant emissions (from excavation, equipment, construction
vehicles) and operational air pollutant emissions (from maintenance worker vehicle trips) were estimated
using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) version 2022.1 for both the reservoir and
pump station. The combined Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station construction and operational air
pollutant emissions were compared to the SCAQMD significance thresholds. No exceedances of the
significance thresholds would be expected during construction and operation with implementation of
construction best management practices outlined in Section 2.4 of this evaluation (i.e., the construction
contractor would be to implement a Fugitive Dust Control Plan, prepared in accordance with SCAQMD’s
Rule 403, and approved by SCAQMD prior to grading or excavation activities; and would be required to
comply with CARB In-Use Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Fleets Regulations). Therefore, impacts would be less
than significant, and no mitigation would be required, which would be similar to impacts of the water tank
described in the Mission Village EIR. Details of the air quality analysis are contained in Appendix A and
model output data is provided in Appendix B.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR identified that construction-related and operational-related emissions from all
proposed land uses would exceed SCAQMD thresholds of significance for NOx, VOC, PM, and PM 5
and no feasible mitigation exists to reduce impacts to less than significant.

Conclusion: The proposed Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would not create any new
significant air quality impacts or create a substantial increase in the severity of air quality impacts identified
in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be necessary, although the impact,
related to the Mission Village development, would remain significant and unavoidable, as disclosed in the
Mission Village EIR.

¢) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?
No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

For the purposes of a CEQA analysis, the Mission Village EIR considered Y4-mile as the distance to use in
evaluating impacts on sensitive receptors, which include long-term health care facilities, rehabilitation
centers, convalescent centers, retirement homes, residences, schools, playgrounds, childcare centers, and
athletic facilities. As stated in the Mission Village EIR, the SCAQMD recommends the evaluation of
localized air quality impacts to sensitive receptors in the immediate vicinity of the Backcountry Reservoir
site through the use of SCAQMD-established Localized Significance Thresholds (LSTs). LSTs represent
the maximum emissions from a project that will not cause or contribute to an air quality exceedance of the
most stringent applicable federal or State ambient air quality standard at the nearest sensitive receptor,
taking into consideration ambient concentrations in each source receptor area, distance to the sensitive
receptor, and project size. LSTs only apply to emissions within a fixed stationary location (i.e., are not
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applicable to mobile sources) and are defined for each of the SCAB’s 37 source receptors areas (SRAs).
The Backcountry Reservoir site is located within SRA 13 and LSTs have been defined for NOy, CO, PM;,
and PM:s. The closest sensitive receptors to the Backcountry Reservoir site are residences and the West
Ranch High School located roughly 0.75 mile away along the northwestern border of Stevenson Ranch.
Because there are no sensitive receptors within the Y-mile distance for evaluating impacts to sensitive
receptors, the Backcountry Reservoir would have a less than significant impact on nearby sensitive
receptors, which would be similar to the tank described on the same site in the Mission Village EIR.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station site is also located in SRA 13. The nearest sensitive receptors to the site are
located to the east, along Magic Mountain Parkway, approximately 1,000 feet from the pump station
location. LSTs have been developed for emissions within construction areas up to five acres in size. The
SCAQMD provides lookup tables for sites that measure up to one, two, or five acres. The pump station site
footprint would be approximately one acre, so the LST for the one-acre site is used. LSTs for construction
on one-acre sites in SRA-17 are shown in Table 5-1. LSTs are provided for a distance of 200 meters (656
feet) from the pump station.

Table 5-1: Localized Significance Thresholds

Allowable emission from a one-acre site in SRA-13
Pollutant for a receptor within 200 meters, or 656 feet
(pounds/day)

Gradual Conversion of NOx to NO> 173

CcoO 2,500

PM1o — operation 13

PM1o — construction 51

PM:.5 — operation 5

PMz2.5 — construction 18

As shown in Table 5-2, pollutant emissions from pump station construction and operation would not exceed
the LSTs. Therefore, the Backcountry Pump Station would have a less than significant impact on nearby
sensitive receptors and would not have a greater impact than the tank described in the Mission Village EIR.

Table 5-2: Backcountry Pump Station Construction Emissions Compared to

Localized Significance Thresholds (pounds/day)
Emissions Source NOy co PM1o PMz.s
Maximum onsite 16 15 3 2
LST (one-acre, 200 meters LST) 173 2,500 51 18
Threshold exceeded? No No No No

Note: Emissions represent the maximum of winter or summer and are rounded to the nearest whole number.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR noted that emissions exceed thresholds of significance and LSTs, but concluded

that construction emissions are below thresholds for creating a health hazard to sensitive receptors.

97
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Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would not create any new air quality
health hazards to sensitive receptors or create a substantial increase in the severity of impacts identified in
the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be necessary because the reservoir
would be located on the same site as the tank identified in the Mission Village EIR, and because the pump
station would have a less than significant impact on local air quality.

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors or adversely affecting a substantial number
of people?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station

The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would generate minimal emissions of odorous
compounds during construction, which would be associated with emissions from construction equipment;
this would impact would be the same for the tank described in the Mission Village EIR. Operation is not
expected to generate any odors because the reservoir and pump station would be fully enclosed and would
contain potable water, which is odorless, and no chemicals would be stored on site during long-term
operation and maintenance of the tank. Less than significant impacts would be expected.

Mission Village EIR Findings

No significant impacts related to odors were identified in the Mission Village EIR.

Conclusion: The proposed Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would have the same odor
impacts as the tank evaluated in the Mission Village EIR and would not create any new air quality impacts
related to odorous emissions or create a substantial increase in impacts identified in the Mission Village
EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be necessary.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

SP 4.10-7: Prior to the approval of each future subdivision proposed in association with the Newhall Ranch
Specific Plan, each of the construction emission reduction measures indicated below (and in Tables 11-2
and 11-3 of the SCAQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook, as amended) shall be implemented if found
applicable and feasible for that subdivision.

On-Road Mobile Source Construction Emissions
Configure construction parking to minimize traffic interference.

b. Provide temporary traffic controls when construction activities have the potential to disrupt
traffic to maintain traffic flow (e.g., signage, flag person, detours).

c. Schedule construction activities that affect traffic flow to off-peak hours (e.g., between 7:00
PM and 6:00 AM and between 10:00 AM and 3:00 PM).

d. Develop a trip reduction plan to achieve a 1.5 average vehicle ridership (AVR) for construction
employees.

e. Implement a shuttle service to and from retail services and food establishments during lunch
hours.

f. Develop a construction traffic management plan that includes the following measures to
address construction traffic that has the potential to affect traffic on public streets:
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o Rerouting construction traffic off congested streets;
o Consolidating truck deliveries; and

o Providing temporary dedicated turn lanes for movement of construction trucks and
equipment on and off of the site.

g. Prohibit truck idling in excess of 2 minutes.
Off-Road Mobile Source Construction Emissions
h. Use methanol-fueled pile drivers.
i. Suspend use of all construction equipment operations during second stage smog alerts.
j. Prevent trucks from idling longer than 2 minutes
k. Use electricity from power poles rather than temporary diesel-powered generators
1. Use electricity from power poles rather than temporary gasoline-powered generators.
m. Use methanol- or natural gas-powered mobile equipment instead of diesel.

n. Use propane- or butane-powered on-site mobile equipment instead of gasoline.

SCV Water Implementation Action for SP 4.10-7: To prevent excessive emissions of criteria pollutants
and greenhouse gases to the extent feasible, SCV Water will prepare bid documents specifying that

e temporary traffic controls (e.g., signage, flag person, detours) be implemented when
construction activities have the potential to disrupt traffic in order to maintain traffic flow

e construction activities that affect traffic flow be scheduled to off-peak hours (e.g., between 7:00
PM and 6:00 AM and between 10:00 AM and 3:00 PM)

e on-site construction trucks may not idle for longer than 2 minutes
e use electric vehicles when feasible

e use power poles instead of gasoline and diesel-powered generators.

New Mitigation Measures:

None needed.

5.4 Biological Resources

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced
Impact Required No New Impact Impact
Would the Project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or [] [] |X| []

through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special
status species in local or regional plans, policies,
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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 ] ] X ]
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?

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally [ ] ] X L]
protected wetlands (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 [] [] X []
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 ] L] X L]
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?

Discussion

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?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir site was initially evaluated for biological resources as part of the Mission
Village EIR and has since been fully graded. The site is on artificial fill and is completely devoid of
vegetation. Thus, no vegetation or habitat that could support any sensitive or special status species exists
on the Backcountry Reservoir site and no habitat modifications would occur as a result of reservoir
construction. In addition, evaluation of biota in the Mission Village EIR documented no occurrences of
listed or California fully protected wildlife within or near the vicinity of the Backcountry Reservoir site
(Figure 5-2). Portions of the Backcountry Reservoir site’s adjacent hillside contain native vegetation that
could potentially serve as habitat, but the potential impacts would be the same as those associated with the
tank described in the Mission Village EIR. Nevertheless, construction and operation of the Backcountry
Reservoir would have less than significant impacts on any species with implementation of mitigation
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measures SP 4.6-35, SP 4.6-56 and MV 4.3-52 that ensure construction plans and activities including
lighting and grading remain within the designated boundaries of the reservoir site.

Figure 5-2: Listed and California Fully Protected Wildlife Species Occurrences

Backcountry Pump Station

A Biological Resources Assessment (BRA) was prepared for the Backcountry Pump Station site, including
the distribution pipelines in Magic Mountain Parkway (SWCA, 2022a). This report is included in
Appendix C. The BRA included a database search and literature review, as well as a reconnaissance-level
flora and fauna survey of the entire area which was conducted in August 2021. The most prevalent land
cover type mapped within the survey area was developed/disturbed land, which is mostly devoid of
vegetation and has little to no potential to support native species (SWCA, 2022a). Vegetation communities
at the site are shown on Figure 5-3. Depending on the orientation of the Backcountry Pump Station at the
site, a portion of the disturbance area may extend into upland mustard or star-thistle fields, which are a
vegetation community dominated by non-native invasive plants. The Magic Mountain Parkway right of
way is entirely paved and devoid of vegetation.

Four special-status plant species have potentially suitable habitat present within the survey area: San
Fernando Valley spineflower (Chorizanthe parryi var. fernandina), club-haired mariposa lily (Calochortus
clavatus var. clavatus), slender mariposa-lily (Calochortus clavatus var. gracilis), and Plummer’s
mariposa-lily (Calochortus plummerae). All four of these special-status plant species have a moderate
potential to occur within the survey area but would only be expected in the 100-foot buffer around the pump
station disturbance area, not the pump station disturbance area itself. This is due to the heavily impacted
soils as a result of the property’s prior use for cultivating row crops until 2017, and its current mostly paved
state (SWCA, 2022a).
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Six special-status wildlife species are considered to have a moderate occurrence potential within the survey
area: Cooper’s hawk (Accipiter cooperii), white-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus), least Bell’s vireo (Vireo bellii
pusillus), coastal whiptail (Aspidoscelis tigris stejnegeri), western pond turtle (Emys marmorata), and coast
horned lizard (Phrynosoma blainvillii). It is important to note that the pump station disturbance area is
already very heavily disturbed (paved and invasive vegetation where unpaved), and thus the wildlife species
that do have a moderate potential to occur are expected to occur only within the 100-foot buffer around the
disturbance area, where habitat is somewhat intact and provides suitable conditions for life (SWCA, 2022a).

Notably, arroyo toad (Araxyrus californicus) critical habitat partially overlaps the north and west sides of
the 100-foot buffer of the pump station disturbance area. The arroyo toad is associated with the riparian
habitat of the Santa Clara River. Because there are no quiet waters or pools directly in the survey area, the
potential for arroyo toad within the survey area is low (SWCA, 2022a).

No impacts are expected to occur within the disturbance area of the Backcountry Pump Station and
distribution pipelines. All sensitive flora and fauna determined to have a moderate potential to occur within
the survey area do not occur due to the high level of disturbance and lack of habitat (SWCA, 2022a). No
native habitat is expected to be disturbed as part of pump station construction or operation and thus would
not impact listed species.

There would be no direct impacts to biological resources due to the level of disturbance within the footprint
of the pump station and pipelines. Indirect impacts to birds and reptiles would be avoided or mitigated
through implementation of mitigation measures included in the Mission Village EIR (SP 4.6-35, MV 4.3-
5, MV 4.3-7, MV 4.3-15 and MV 4.6-56). With adherence to these mitigation measures, the Backcountry
Pump Station and distribution pipelines would not have a substantial adverse effect on special-status species
and the impact would be less than significant.
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Figure 5-3: Biological Resources at Backcountry Pump Station Site

e ‘_c—-’——u‘

N

SANTA CLARITA VALLEY WATER [ Project Disturbance Area | Los Angeles County, A
: 1 one 11
AGENCY BACKCOUNTRY PUMP STATION | [] Project Area Buffer (100 ft) 118.577484°W 34 424482°N
Q Woodrat Midden

Vegetation Community:

[ california Buckwheat Scrub

[ peveloped/Disturbed =

Fremont Cottonwood Forest and Woodland|  gase map: £571 ArcGIS Onine, California

- Mulefat Thickets accessed November 2022

0 180 360
SW‘ A [ Upland Mustards or Star-Thistle Fields Updaled: 11/912022 Feet
Project No. 062466 | O JMeters

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS File: 062466 _BiologicalResourcesMap 0 40 80

5-22
103



Addendum to Mission Village EIR
Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded that although impacts to biological resources would be less than
significant with implementation of mitigation measures identified in the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan
Program EIR and Mission Village EIR, build out of the Mission Village development would result in
cumulative impacts to the coastal scrub and San Fernando Valley spineflower that would be significant and
unavoidable. Mitigation measures were incorporated to reduce project impacts to less than significant.
However significant cumulative impacts would still remain to regional coastal scrub habitat and the San
Fernando Valley spineflower.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not create any new biological resource impacts or create a
substantial increase in the severity of biological resource impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR.
The Backcountry Reservoir would be located on the same site as the tank described in the Mission Village
EIR. The Backcountry Pump Station would have a less than significant impact on biological resources with
the implementation of measures included in the Mission Village although the impact, related to the Mission
Village development, would remain significant and unavoidable, as disclosed in the Mission Village EIR.
Thus, the Project would have no new impact.

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?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

As discussed in Biological Resources Impact a), the Backcountry Reservoir site is located on a fully graded
parcel, underlain by artificial fill, and contains no vegetation or sensitive natural communities. The Mission
Village development area contains protected and preserved lands including the Spineflower Preserve, Santa
Clara River Corridor, Salt Creek Corridor and the High Country Special Management Area (SMA), that
contain designated critical habitat by the CDFW and USFWS, respectively (Figure 5-4). The Backcountry
Reservoir site, as with the tank site described in the Mission Village EIR, is not located within or near these
protected and preserved lands including the Riparian Habitat Buffer of the Santa Clara River (Figure 5-5).
Therefore, no adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local
or regional plans, policies and regulations would occur.

Backcountry Pump Station

As discussed in Biological Resources impact a), the Backcountry Pump Station site is located on a paved
site with a history of disturbance. The contiguous riparian canopy of the Santa Clara River extends into the
northern portion of the 100-foot buffer of the Backcountry Pump Station disturbance area, but no riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community exists in the disturbance area (SWCA, 2022a). Additionally,
the distribution pipelines would be located entirely within the paved right of way of Magic Mountain
Parkway. Therefore, the Backcountry Pump Station and distribution pipelines would not adversely affect
riparian habitat or sensitive natural communities, and there would be no impact.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR identified that the Mission Village development would result in the permanent
conversion of, or temporary disturbance to, 1,493 acres of various natural habitats. The EIR discusses
compliance with the Resource Management Plan (RMP) of the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan to address
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impacts to riparian habitat and other sensitive natural communities. The RMP was reviewed and ultimately
approved by the federal and state resources agencies to protect critical habitat and special status species,
and included as part of Los Angeles County’s adoption of the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan. To address
permanent loss of riparian habitat, the Mission Village would implement habitat restoration/enhancement
in the River Corridor Special Management Area/Significant Ecological Area 23 (SMA/SEA 23), and to
address loss of upland wildlife habitat, Mission Village would create a large connected open space system
including the River Corridor SMA/SEA 23, the High Country SMA/SEA 20, and the Salt Creek area shown
in Figure 5-4. Additionally, a Spineflower Preserve was proposed in the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan
Program EIR that would provide habitat for potential spineflower pollinators and dispersal agents within
Mission Village area. However, while the Mission Village EIR concluded that the proposed Mission Village
development would not result in significant unavoidable impacts (after implementation of all mitigation
measures), the project’s contribution to cumulative impacts to coastal scrub would remain significant.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not create any new adverse effects on riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in the Mission Village EIR. The Backcountry Reservoir would be
located on the same site as the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, and the Backcountry Pump
Station and distribution pipelines would be located on disturbed land. No additional mitigation measures
would be necessary.

Figure 5-4: Protected and Preserved Lands
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Source: Mlssmn Vlllage EIR Volume I, Figure 4.3-1 (County of Los Angeles, 2010a)
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Figure 5-5: Riparian Habitat Buffer
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Source: Mission Village EIR Volume I, Figure 4.3-8 (County of Los Angeles, 2010a)

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands (including, but not limited
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

Wetlands, creeks, streams, and permanent and intermittent drainages are generally subject to the jurisdiction
of the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) under Section 404 of the federal Clean Water Act.
Streambeds within the Project site are subject to regulation by the CDFW under Section 1602 of the
California Fish and Game Code. A Preliminary Jurisdictional Determination included as part of the Mission
Village EIR identified a total of 180.6 acres within the Mission Village development under jurisdiction of
the USACE (County of Los Angeles, 2010a). The Preliminary Jurisdictional Determination also determined
CDFW jurisdiction encompasses an additional 53.4 acres of riparian vegetation on the Mission Village site
(County of Los Angeles, 2010a). As discussed in Biological Resources impact a), the Backcountry
Reservoir site is located entirely on a fully graded, artificial fill pad, devoid of vegetation and does not
occur within an area determined to be under state or federal jurisdiction (Figure 5-6). Therefore, the
Backcountry Reservoir would have no impact to state or federally protected wetlands.
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Figure 5-6: Jurisdictional Resources

Backcountry Pump Station

No jurisdictional resources were identified within the disturbance area of the Backcountry Pump Station
site and distribution pipelines (SWCA, 2022a). Potentially jurisdictional resources were identified along
the northern edge of the 100-foot buffer area around the disturbance area; however, this area would not be
impacted by the Backcountry Pump Station. Project activities would include discharges into the LACDPW
storm drain, which would require Flood Control District approval and pre-approved discharge locations (as
noted in Section 2.4, Proposed Project); no discharges to the Santa Clara River or any other jurisdictional
water would occur. Thus, the Backcountry Pump Station would have no impact.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR determined that the Mission Village Development Project would impact wetlands
under state and federal jurisdiction, and would require permits from the USACE and CDFW. The permits
require avoidance, minimization measures, and compensatory mitigation for impacts to jurisdictional
resources. As part of the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan RMP and mitigation measures in the Mission Village
EIR, mitigation of impacts would involve wetland and riparian habitat restoration and enhancement in the
River Corridor SMA, along with long-term habitat monitoring and assessment. With implementation of all
provisions in the RMP and mitigation measures conditions, impacts were found to be less than significant
to federal and state protected wetlands.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not create an increase in any adverse effect on state or federally
protected wetlands identified in the Mission Village EIR because the Backcountry Reservoir would be
located on the same site as the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, and the Backcountry Pump
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Station would not directly or indirectly impact wetlands. No additional mitigation measures would be
necessary.

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?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

As discussed in Biological Resources impact a), the Backcountry Reservoir site is located on a fully graded
parcel, underlain with artificial fill, and devoid of vegetation. The reservoir site does not contain any habitat
that would support a wildlife nursey site. The Backcountry Reservoir site is also not located within any
potential wildlife movement corridors (Figure 5-7). The proposed Project would not interfere with the
movement of any native resident or migratory fish or with established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors. No impact would occur.

Figure 5-7: Potential Wildlife Movement Corridors

Backcountry Pump Station

As discussed in Biological Resources impact a), the Backcountry Pump Station is located on a heavily
disturbed area. The disturbance area of the Backcountry Pump Station and distribution pipelines does not
contain any habitat that would support a wildlife nursery site. There are no designated wildlife corridors on
or adjacent to the Backcountry Pump Station site or footprint of the distribution pipelines (SWCA, 2022a).
The Backcountry Pump Station site currently provides semi-free (due to the existing fence) wildlife
movement for animals of moderate size within the property adjacent to the Santa Clara River and Round
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Mountain Open Space, owned by the City of Santa Clarita. However, residential, commercial, and industrial
land uses, and the well-traveled Magic Mountain Parkway surround the site to the east, west, and south and
already impose significant restrictions to wildlife movement into and out of the site. The Backcountry Pump
Station would not construct new fencing that would change the ability of wildlife to move through the site
as compared to existing conditions. The Backcountry Pump Station would not hinder wildlife movement
or impact nursery sites and no impact would occur.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded that the overall mosaic of habitats in the river would be maintained
because the Mission Village development project would not cause significant changes in the river’s
velocities or water depth. In addition, bank stabilization along portions of the Santa Clara River would be
designed and constructed to allow the river to continue to function as a regional wildlife corridor. Impacts
to the movement or nurseries of any native fish or wildlife species would be less than significant with
implementation of mitigation measures.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not increase impacts to fish and wildlife movement identified in
the Mission Village EIR. The Backcountry Reservoir would be located on the same site as the tank
described in the Mission Village EIR, and the Backcountry Pump Station would not impact nursery sites or
restrict fish and wildlife movement. No additional mitigation measures would be necessary.

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

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir site is located within the jurisdiction of the Santa Clarita Valley Planning Area
portion of the Los Angeles County General Plan. Los Angeles County’s primary mechanism to conserve
biological diversity is by designating lands as SEAs or Coastal Resource Areas (CRAs), As stated in the
Los Angeles County General Plan, SEAs are undisturbed or lightly disturbed habitat that support valuable
and threatened species, linkages and corridors that facilitate species movement, and are sized to support
sustainable populations of its component species (County of Los Angeles, 2015a). In total there are 21
SEAs and nine CRAs designated in Los Angeles County. Although the High Country SMA/SEA and River
Corridor SMA/SEA are located within the Mission Village development, the Backcountry Reservoir site is
not located within either. In addition, the Backcountry Reservoir site is located entirely on a fully graded
parcel, underlain by artificial fill, and devoid of vegetation. There are no biological resources protected by
local policies or ordinances within the Backcountry Reservoir site. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Backcountry Pump Station

There are no federal, state, or local parks, or Los Angeles County SEAs on or adjacent to the Backcountry
Pump Station site and footprint of the distribution pipelines. There are no biological resources protected by
local policies or ordinances within the site. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded that all plans and specifications shall follow Los Angeles County oak
tree guidelines, as specified in the County Oak Tree Ordinance, and fuel modification ordinance
requirements. Mitigation measures are adopted for construction and operation procedures to adhere to these
adopted County rules.
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Conclusion: The proposed Project would not create additional conflicts with local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources identified in the Mission Village EIR because the Backcountry Reservoir
would be located on the same site as the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, and no protected
biological resources occur at the Backcountry Pump Station site. No additional mitigation measures would
be necessary.

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

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

As stated in the Mission Village EIR, when Los Angeles County approved the Newhall Ranch Specific
Plan, it adopted a Spineflower Special Study Mitigation Overlay and Preservation Program. To implement
the program, a Spineflower Conservation Plan was prepared to ensure the long-term survival of spineflower
populations within the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan area. The Backcountry Reservoir site does not occur
within any areas designated as a Spineflower Preserve (Figure 5-8), nor any other local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan area including the High Country SMA/SEA and the River Corridor SMA/SEA
(Figure 5-4). The Backcountry Reservoir would not conflict with the provisions of an adopted conservation
plan. No impact would occur.

Figure 5-8: Mission Village Spineflower Preserve
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Backcountry Pump Station

There are no Los Angeles County SEAs on or adjacent to the Backcountry Pump Station site and footprint
of the distribution pipelines within Magic Mountain Parkway. Similarly, there is no USFWS Habitat
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Conservation Plan or CDFW Natural Community Conservation Plan at or adjacent to the site. As described
under Biological Resources impact a), arroyo toad critical habitat partially overlaps the north and west sides
of the 100-foot buffer of the pump station disturbance area, however, the potential for arroyo toad to occur
at the Backcountry Pump Station site is low. Therefore, the Backcountry Pump Station would not conflict
with the provisions of these plans, and there would be no impact.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded the Mission Village development project would comply with the land
use and mitigation measures of the adopted Newhall Ranch Spineflower Conservation Plan. The Airport
Mesa Spineflower Preserve is located within the Mission Village development, and impacts would be less
than significant with implementation of mitigation measures.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not create additional conflicts with an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources identified in the
Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be necessary.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

SP 4.6-35: The project biologist shall work with the grading contractor to avoid inadvertent impacts to
biological resources outside of the grading area.

SCV Water Implementation Action for SP 4.6-35: SCV Water shall prepare bid documents that
specify that a qualified biologist will coordinate with the grading contractor to ensure on-site
construction activities avoid impacts to adjacent off-site areas containing native vegetation. This
may involve flagging and/or worker environmental awareness training.

SP 4.6-56: All lighting along the perimeter of natural areas shall be downcast luminaries with light patterns
directed away from natural areas.

SCV Water Implementation Action for SP 4.6-56: SCV Water shall prepare bid documents that specify
that at all lighting along the perimeter, if any, shall be downcast luminaires with light patterns directed
away from the undeveloped areas to avoid light spillage into wildlife habitat.

Mission Village EIR (MV) 4.3-5: Prior to initiating construction for the installation of bridges, storm drain
outlets, utility lines, bank protection, trails, and/or other construction activities, all construction sites and
access roads within the riverbed as well as all riverbed areas within 500 feet of construction sites and access
roads shall be surveyed at the appropriate season for southwestern pond turtle. Focused surveys shall consist
of a minimum of four daytime surveys, to be completed between April 1 and June 1. The survey schedule
may be adjusted in consultation with CDFG to reflect the existing weather or stream conditions. The
applicant shall develop a Plan to address the relocation of southwestern pond turtle. The Plan shall include
but not be limited to the timing and location of the surveys that would be conducted for this species; identify
the locations where more intensive efforts should be conducted; identify the habitat and conditions in the
proposed relocation site(s); the methods that would be utilized for trapping and relocating individuals; and
provide for the documentation/recordation of the numbers of animals relocated. The Plan shall be submitted
to CDFG for approval 60 days prior to any ground-disturbing activities within potentially occupied habitat.

If southwestern pond turtles are detected in or adjacent to the project, nesting surveys shall be conducted.
Focused surveys for evidence of southwestern pond turtle nesting shall be conducted in, or adjacent to, the
project when suitable nesting habitat exists within 1,300 feet of occupied habitat in an area where project-
related ground disturbance will occur (e.g., development, ground disturbance). If both of those conditions

5-30
111



Addendum to Mission Village EIR
Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

are met, a qualified biologist shall conduct focused, systematic surveys for southwestern pond turtle nesting
sites. The survey area shall include all suitable nesting habitat within 1,300 feet of occupied habitat in which
project related ground disturbance will occur. This area may be adjusted based on the existing topographical
features on a case-by-case basis with the approval of CDFG. Surveys will entail searching for evidence of
pond turtle nesting, including remnant eggshell fragments, which may be found on the ground following
nest depredation.

If a southwestern pond turtle nesting area would be adversely impacted by construction activities, the
applicant shall avoid the nesting area. If avoidance of the nesting area is determined to be infeasible, the
authorized biologist shall coordinate with CDFG to identify if it is possible to relocate the pond turtles.
Eggs or hatchlings shall not be moved without written authorization from CDFG.

The qualified biologist shall be present during all activities immediately adjacent to or within habitat that
supports populations of southwestern pond turtle. Clearance surveys for pond turtles shall be conducted
within 500 feet of potential habitat by the authorized biologist prior to the initiation of construction each
day. The resume of the proposed biologist will be provided to CDFG for approval prior to conducting the
surveys.

SCV Water Implementation Action for MV 4.3-5 and MV 4.3-7: A preconstruction reptile survey
shall be performed within five days prior to construction to determine if any of the following species
are present: coastal whiptail, Western pond turtle, or coast horned lizard. If any of these species are
determined to occur, a biological monitor shall be on-site during all construction activities.

MYV 4.3-7: Prior to construction the applicant shall develop a relocation plan for coast horned lizard, silvery
legless lizard, coastal western whiptail, rosy boa, San Bernardino ringneck snake, and coast patch-nosed
snake. The Plan shall include but not be limited to the timing and location of the surveys that would be
conducted for each species; identify the locations where more intensive efforts should be conducted;
identify the habitat and conditions in the proposed relocation site(s); the methods that would be utilized for
trapping and relocating the individual species; and provide for the documentation/recordation of the species
and number of the animals relocated. The Plan shall be submitted to CDFG for approval 60 days prior to
any ground disturbing activities within potentially occupied habitat.

The Plan shall include the specific survey and relocation efforts that would occur for construction activities
that occur both during the activity period of the special status species (generally March to November) and
for periods when the species may be present in the work area but difficult to detect due to weather conditions
(generally December through February). Thirty days prior to construction activities in coastal scrub,
chaparral, oak woodland, riparian habitats, or other areas supporting these species qualified biologists shall
conduct surveys to capture and relocate individual coast horned lizard, silvery legless lizard, coastal western
whiptail, rosy boa, San Bernardino ringneck snake, and coast patch-nosed snake in order to avoid or
minimize take of these special-status species. The plan shall require a minimum of three (3) surveys
conducted during the time of year/day when each species is most likely to be observed. Individuals shall be
relocated to nearby undisturbed areas with suitable habitat. If construction is scheduled to occur during the
low activity period (generally December through February) the surveys shall be conducted prior to this
period if possible and exclusion fencing shall be placed to limit the potential for re-colonization of the site
prior to construction. The qualified biologist will be present during ground-disturbing activities
immediately adjacent to or within habitat that supports populations of these species. Clearance surveys for
special-status reptiles shall be conducted by a qualified biologist prior to the initiation of construction each
day.
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Results of the surveys and relocation efforts shall be provided to CDFG in the annual mitigation status
report. Collection and relocation of animals shall only occur with the proper scientific collection and
handling permits.

SCV Water Implementation Action for MV 4.3-7: See SCV Water implementation action for MV
4.3-5, above.

MYV 4.3-15: Within 30 days of ground-disturbing activities associated with construction or grading that
would occur during the nesting/breeding season of native bird species potentially nesting on the site
(typically March through August in the project region, or as determined by a qualified biologist), the
applicant shall have weekly surveys conducted by a qualified biologist to determine if active nests of bird
species protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and/or the California Fish and Game Code are present
in the disturbance zone or within 300 feet (500 feet for raptors) of the disturbance zone. The surveys shall
continue on a weekly basis, with the last survey being conducted no more than 7 days prior to initiation of
disturbance work. If ground-disturbing activities are delayed, then additional pre-disturbance surveys shall
be conducted such that no more than 7 days will have elapsed between the survey and ground-disturbing
activities.

If active nests are found, clearing and construction within 300 feet of the nest (500 feet for raptors) shall be
postponed or halted, at the discretion of the biologist in consultation with CDFG, until the nest is vacated
and juveniles have fledged, as determined by the biologist, and there is no evidence of a second attempt at
nesting. In the event that golden eagles establish an active nest in the River Corridor SMA/SEA 23, the
bufters will be established in consultation with CDFG. Potential golden eagle nesting will be reported to
CDFG within 24 hours. Limits of construction to avoid an active nest shall be established in the field with
flagging, fencing, or other appropriate barriers, and construction personnel shall be instructed on the
sensitivity of nest areas. The biologist shall serve as a construction monitor during those periods when
construction activities will occur near active nest areas to ensure that no inadvertent impacts to these nests
occur. Results of the surveys shall be provided to CDFG in the annual mitigation status report.

For listed riparian songbirds (least Bell's vireo, southwestern willow flycatcher, yellow-billed cuckoo)
USFWS protocol surveys shall be conducted. If active nests are found, clearing and construction within
300 feet of the nest shall be postponed or halted, at the discretion of the biologist in consultation with CDFG
and USFWS, until the nest is vacated and juveniles have fledged, as determined by the biologist, and there
is no evidence of a second attempt at nesting. If no active nests are observed, construction may proceed. If
active nests are found, work may proceed provided that construction activity is located at least 300 feet
from active nests (or as authorized through the context of the Biological Opinion and 2081b Incidental Take
Permit). This buffer may be adjusted provided noise levels do not exceed 60 dB(A) hourly Leq at the edge
of the nest site as determined by a qualified biologist in coordination with a qualified acoustician.

If the noise meets or exceeds the 60 dB(A) Leq threshold, or if the biologist determines that the construction
activities are disturbing nesting activities, the biologist shall have the authority to halt the construction and
shall devise methods to reduce the noise and/or disturbance in the vicinity. This may include methods such
as, but not limited to, turning off vehicle engines and other equipment whenever possible to reduce noise,
installing a protective noise barrier between the nest site and the construction activities, and working in
other areas until the young have fledged. If noise levels still exceed 60 dB(A) Leq hourly at the edge of
nesting territories and/or a no construction buffer cannot be maintained, construction shall be deferred in
that area until the nestlings have fledged. All active nests shall be monitored on a weekly basis until the
nestlings fledge. The qualified biologist shall be responsible for documenting the results of the surveys and
the ongoing monitoring and for reporting these results to CDFG and USFWS.
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For coastal California gnatcatcher, the applicant shall conduct USFWS protocol surveys in suitable habitat
within the project area and all areas within 500 feet of access or construction related disturbance areas.
Suitable habitats, according to the protocol, include "coastal sage scrub, alluvial fan, chaparral, or
intermixed or adjacent areas of grassland and riparian habitats." A permitted biologist shall perform these
surveys according to the USFWS' (1997a) Coastal California Gnatcatcher Presence/Absence Survey
Guidelines. If a territory or nest is confirmed, the USFWS and CDFG shall be notified immediately. If
present, a 500-foot disturbance-free buffer shall be established and demarcated by fencing or flagging. No
project activities may occur in these areas unless otherwise authorized by USFWS and CDFG. Construction
activities in suitable gnatcatcher habitat will be monitored by a full-time qualified biologist. The monitoring
shall be of a sufficient intensity to ensure that the biologist could detect the presence of a bird in the
construction area.

SCV Water Implementation Action for MV 4.3-15: A preconstruction bird survey shall be
performed within five days prior to construction to determine if any of the following species are
present: Cooper’s hawk, white-tailed kite, or least Bell’s vireo. If active nests of any of these species
are present, a 300-foot buffer shall be established around the nest. A biological monitor shall be
on-site during all construction activities if any of these species occur.

MYV 4.3-52: Construction plans shall include necessary design features and construction notes to ensure
protection of vegetation communities and special-status plant and aquatic wildlife species adjacent to
construction. In addition to applicable erosion control plans and performance under SCAQMD Rule 403d
dust control (SCAQMD 2005), the project stormwater pollution prevention plan (SWPPP) shall include the
following minimum BMPs. Together, the implementation of these requirements shall ensure protection of
adjacent habitats and wildlife species during construction. At a minimum, the following
measures/restrictions shall be incorporated into the SWPPP, and noted on construction plans where
appropriate to avoid impacting special-status species during construction:

e Avoid planting or seeding invasive species in development areas within 200 feet of native
vegetation communities.

e The operator shall install and use fully covered trash receptacles to contain all food, food scraps,
food wrappers, beverage containers, and other miscellaneous trash. Trash will be regularly picked
up in construction areas.

e The operator shall not permit pets on or adjacent to the construction site.

SCV Water Implementation Action for MV 4.3-52: SCV Water shall prepare bid documents that
specify that the SWPPP prepared for the proposed Project shall incorporate the following
measures/restrictions to avoid impacts to vegetation communities and potential special-status plants
and wildlife species adjacent to construction:

o Avoid planting or seeding invasive species in development areas within 200 feet of native
vegetation communities.

o The operator shall install and use fully covered trash receptacles to contain all food, food
scraps, food wrappers, beverage containers, and other miscellaneous trash. Trash will be
regularly picked up in construction areas.

o The operator shall not permit pets on or adjacent to the construction site

New Mitieation Measures.:

None needed.
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5.5 Cultural Resources

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced
Impact Required No New Impact Impact
Would the Project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the L] L] X []
significance of a historical resource pursuant to
§15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the L] L] X []
significance of a unique archaeological resource
pursuant to §15064.5?
c) Disturb any human remains, including those L] L] X L]

interred outside of dedicated cemeteries?
Discussion
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource pursuant to §15064.5?
No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir site was evaluated for cultural/historical resources as part of the Mission
Village EIR. The site has since been graded as part of the Mission Village development and included
cultural resources monitoring as part of required mitigation. Although construction of the Backcountry
Reservoir would require excavation of 30 feet below pad elevation (from 1,430-foot pad elevation to 1,400-
foot floor elevation), excavation would occur entirely on artificial fill that was placed on-site during
grading. All soil to be excavated for development of the partially buried reservoir would be previously
disturbed imported fill. Given that there is no native soil at the site, it is expected that no cultural resources
would be encountered during excavation, and therefore, no cultural resource impacts would be expected.

Backcountry Pump Station

An assessment of cultural resources was conducted for the Backcountry Pump Station site (SWCA, 2022b).
The report is provided in Appendix D. The assessment included a literature review, California Historical
Resources Information System (CHRIS) records search, Sacred Lands File search, and pedestrian survey
of the Backcountry Pump Station site conducted on August 27, 2021.

Results of the records search indicated that 61 previous cultural resource investigations have been
conducted within a 0.5-mile radius of the Backcountry Pump Station area. Of these studies, six
investigations included a portion of the current Project area. Twelve previously recorded cultural resources
are located within 0.5 mile of the Backcountry Pump Station site. Of these resources, none were mapped
within the Backcountry Pump Station site itself.

No cultural resources were identified within the Backcountry Pump Station site, the surface of which is
mostly paved or otherwise obscured. The Backcountry Pump Station site, and footprint of the distribution
pipelines have been subject to past disturbance, including extensive grading/leveling and paving, such that
any surface manifestations of archaeological resources that might once have been present have undoubtedly
been destroyed. The likelihood of encountering cultural resources during Project construction is low.
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However, unanticipated discovery of buried cultural resources remains a possibility. The Mission Village
EIR included mitigation measures to reduce the potential impact in the event of unanticipated discovery of
cultural resources discovery (SP 4.3-3 and MV 4.20-1). With these mitigation measures the potential for
impacts to historical resources would be less than significant.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded that based on the findings of cultural resource surveys, no significant
cultural resource impacts would result from site development with implementation of mitigation measures

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not create any new cultural resource impacts or create a substantial
increase in the severity of impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation
measures would be necessary.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a unique archaeological resource pursuant
to §15064.5?

No New Impact. For the reasons explained in the analysis of Cultural Resources impact a) above, it is
expected that no unique archaeological resources would be encountered during excavation. In the event of
unanticipated discovery, implementation of SP 4.3-3 and MV 4.20-1 would reduce impacts to less than
significant. Therefore, no new impacts on unique archaeological resources are expected.

¢) Disturb any human remains, including thoseinterred outside of dedicated cemeteries?

No New Impact. For the reasons explained in the analysis of Cultural Resources impact a) above, it is
expected that no human remains would be encountered during excavation. In the event of unanticipated
discovery, implementation of SP 4.3-3 and MV 4.20-1 would reduce impacts to less than significant.
Therefore, no new impacts on human remains are expected.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

MYV 4.20-1: Although no other significant cultural resources were observed or recorded, all grading
activities and surface modifications must be confined to only those areas of absolute necessity to reduce
any form of impact on unrecorded (buried) cultural resources that may exist within the confines of the
project area. In the event that previously undetected archaeological, paleontological, and/or historical
resources are found during construction, activity in the immediate area of the find shall stop and a qualified
archaeologist or paleontologist, as applicable, shall be contacted to evaluate the resource(s). If the find is
determined to be a historical or unique archaeological resource, as defined by CEQA, contingency funding
and a time allotment sufficient to allow for implementation of avoidance measures or appropriate mitigation
shall be provided. Construction work may continue on other parts of the construction site while
historical/archaeological mitigation takes place, pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(f) and
Public Resources Code Section 21083.2(i).

SP 4.3-3: In the unlikely event that additional artifacts are found during grading within the development
area or future roadway extensions, an archaeologist will be notified to stabilize, recover, and evaluate such
finds.

SCV Water Implementation Action for MV 4.20-1 and SP 4.3-3: In the event that cultural resources
are exposed during construction, work in the immediate vicinity of the find must stop until a qualified
archaeologist can evaluate the significance of the find. Construction activities may continue in other
areas. If the discovery is evaluated as significant under CEQA, avoidance, testing or data recovery
and/or other appropriate measures shall be provided.
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New Mitigation Measures:

None needed.

5.6 Energy
New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced
Impact Required No New Impact Impact
Would the Project:
a) Result in potentially significant environmental ] ] X ]
impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of energy resources, during project
construction or operation?
b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for L] [] X []

renewable energy or energy efficiency?
Discussion

a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of energy resources, during project construction or operation?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir would require consumption of fossil fuel for operation of diesel-powered
vehicles and equipment as well as worker vehicles. No, unusual or excessive construction practices would
be expected that would result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy compared to
similar construction projects. Based on the preliminary reservoir sizing, a new 200A, 240/120V, single
phase electrical metered service would be required from Southern California Edison to deliver electrical
power to meet expected load demand. Project design specifications rely on the use of high-efficiency
equipment for operation of the reservoir (SCADA, lighting, etc.) and would meet California Building
Energy Efficiency Standards (Title 24). Overall operation of the reservoir would expend limited energy
resources (approximately 3,650 kWh annually) plus limited fossil fuel for infrequent maintenance worker
vehicle trips. Impacts would be less than significant.

Backcountry Pump Station

Like the Backcountry Reservoir, the Backcountry Pump Station would require use of fossil fuel for
operation of construction equipment and worker vehicles. Construction of the Backcountry Pump Station
would use typical construction practices and would not be anticipated to create wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources. A new electrical metered service from SCE would be
required to deliver power for operation of the Backcountry Pump Station. The Backcountry Pump Station
would be designed to use efficient lighting and SCADA systems to reduce energy use. The Backcountry
Pump Station would also be constructed to meet California Building Energy Efficiency Standards (Title
24). Operation of the Backcountry Pump Station would consume electricity for pump operation
(approximately 900,000 kWh annually), as well as limited fossil fuel for worker vehicle trips to conduct
operation and maintenance work. In the event of a power outage, the Backcountry Pump Station would rely
on a diesel-powered backup generator. Operation of the Backcountry Pump Station, as well as the V-9
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Turnout and distribution pipelines, would not expend significant energy resources, and impacts would be
less than significant.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded that impacts to electricity resources would be less than significant with
incorporation of measures to ensure energy efficiency throughout the development, including relying on
renewable energy sources to meet a portion of the project energy demands, and implementation of “green”
project design features.

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir would not create an increase in impacts associated with inefficient
energy consumption or create a substantial increase in the severity of such impacts identified in the Mission
Village EIR for a water tank located on the same site. The Backcountry Pump Station would have a less
than significant impact in terms of energy consumption. The proposed Project would have no new impact,
and no additional mitigation measures would be necessary.

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency?
No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir would be constructed to maximize energy efficiency, which would be in
compliance with the energy efficiency strategies outlined in the Los Angeles County Community Climate
Action Plan (CCAP) 2020. The reservoir would also be in compliance with the state’s 2017 Climate Change
Scoping Plan which focuses on reducing energy demand and emissions that result from mobile sources and
requires compliance with the CARB In-Use Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Fleets Regulations, as mentioned
previously in Section 2.4, Construction Management Practices. No impacts would be expected.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station would also be constructed to maximize energy efficiency, consistent with
the greenhouse gas reduction measures and strategies identified in the City of Santa Clarita Climate Action
Plan (City of Santa Clarita, 2012). Like the Backcountry Reservoir, the Backcountry Pump Station would
comply with the 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan and the CARB In-Use Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Fleets
Regulations. The Backcountry Pump Station, V-9 Turnout and distribution pipelines would not conflict
with or obstruct plans for renewable energy or energy efficiency, and there would be no impact.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded that with implementation of mitigation measures and compliance with
regulations for energy efficiency, construction and operation of the Mission Village development would
have a less than significant cumulative impact on energy resources, and therefore would not conflict with
existing state or local renewable energy or energy efficiency plans.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not create any new conflicts with local renewable energy plans or
increase the severity of any conflicts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation
measures would be necessary.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

None needed.
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New Mitigation Measures:

None needed.

5.7 Geology and Soils

Would the Project:

a)

b)

d)

Directly or indirectly cause 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?

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?

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?

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in

Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks
to life or property?

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?

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature?

New Potentially
Significant
Impact

] O

0 O

New
Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced
Required No New Impact Impact

] O

0 O

X X

X X

] O

0 O
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Discussion

a) Directly or indirectly cause 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?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir site was evaluated as part of the geotechnical analyses in the Mission Village
EIR. No active faults, as delineated on Alquist-Priolo Maps, are shown within the boundaries of the
Backcountry Reservoir site. Likewise, no active faults are identified near the Backcountry Reservoir site in
the Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan (Figure 5-9). The site has since been rough graded, filled, and compacted
in accordance with the grading plan approved by Los Angeles County. As discussed in the 2018 Magic
Mountain Reservoir Preliminary Design Technical Memorandum (Michael Baker International, 2018), a
project-specific geotechnical report would be prepared with design recommendations to minimize potential
seismic-related impacts including slope stability of the northwest facing cut slope and the reservoir
subgrade. With implementation of mitigation measures and adherence to design requirements in a project-
specific geotechnical report and County Building Code requirements (i.e., Mitigation Measure MV 4.1-6
from the Mission Village EIR), any seismic impacts would be reduced to less than significant.

Figure 5-9: Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan - Earthquake Faults

Source: Santa Clarifa Valley Area Plan (County of Los Angeles, 2612)
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Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station site (including distribution pipeline alignments) is not located within an
earthquake fault zone or a landslide zone. The site is located within a liquefaction zone (CDOC, n.d.). As
with the Backcountry Reservoir, a project-specific geotechnical report would be prepared which would
contain design parameters to minimize the potential for seismic-related impacts (Mitigation Measure MV
4.1-6 from the Mission Village EIR). The design and construction of the Backcountry Pump Station would
adhere to these parameters, and seismic impacts would be less than significant.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR evaluated geological conditions throughout the Mission Village development area
and identified potential geological hazards such as strong seismic ground shaking, surficial failures,
liquefaction potential, landslides, and faults. The EIR concluded that impacts would be reduced to less than
significant with implementation of fault zone setbacks, standards for construction provided in the County
Building Code, and mitigation measures contained in the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Program EIR and
additional project-specific mitigation measures in the Mission Village EIR.

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir would not create new seismic-related impacts or increase the
severity of seismic impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR because it would be located on the same
site as the tank described in the Mission Village EIR. The Backcountry Pump Station would be designed
such that it would not result in new or more severe seismic impacts. No new mitigation measures would be
necessary.

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir site was evaluated as part of the geotechnical analysis in the Mission Village
EIR. The site has since been graded and native soil has been replaced with artificial fill. Reservoir
construction would involve excavation of 55,000 cubic yards of fill material for construction of the partially
buried reservoir, approximately 35,000 cubic yards would be hauled off site to an adjacent development
within Mission Village, and approximately 20,000 cubic yards would be used on-site as backfill. No
substantial loss of topsoil would be expected as soil would be reused as backfill, and all work would be
conducted in accordance with erosion and sedimentation control measures required by the Los Angeles
County Grading Ordinance, as applicable, and the proposed Project’s SWPPP.

Backcountry Pump Station

Construction of the Backcountry Pump Station would involve excavation on the Backcountry Pump Station
site, with a net export of approximately 4,000 cubic yards of material (approximately 1,000 cubic yards of
material from the Backcountry Pump Station site and approximately 3,000 cubic yards from excavation for
the distribution pipelines). The remaining excavated material would be used as backfill and would remain
on site. Given the volume of export expected for the Mission Village development, the anticipated 4,000
cubic yards of export associated with the Backcountry Pump Station would be less than significant and
would not represent a new or more substantial impact in terms of topsoil loss. Work at the Backcountry
Pump Station site would be conducted in accordance with the measures noted above (Los Angeles County
Grading Ordinance, as applicable, and the proposed Project’s SWPPP), therefore erosion impacts would be
less than significant.
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Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR states that site grading for build-out of Mission Village would require removal
and re-compaction of approximately 29.5 million cubic yards of soil in a balanced cut and fill operation.
Implementation of surface drainage control recommendations, provisions for erosion control in the Los
Angeles County Grading Ordinance and implementation of recommended mitigation measures would
reduce impacts to less than significant.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not create new soil erosion-related impacts or increased severity
of impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be necessary.

¢) 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?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

As discussed in Geology and Soils impact a), the Backcountry Reservoir site has been rough graded, filled,
and compacted in accordance with the grading plan approved by Los Angeles County. The Mission Village
EIR evaluated geological conditions throughout the Mission Village development area and identified
potential geological hazards such as landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, and collapse
potential.

Backcountry Pump Station

As discussed in Geology and Soils Impact a), the Backcountry Pump Station site is located within an area
that has been identified as a liquefaction zone. The Backcountry Pump Station and distribution pipelines
would be constructed in accordance with applicable building codes applicable in Los Angeles County and
the City of Santa Clarita (i.e., California Building Code and City of Santa Clarita Amendments). Further,
the Backcountry Pump Station would be designed and constructed in accordance with the project-specific
geotechnical report. Due to these design features, construction and operation of the Backcountry Pump
Station and distribution pipelines would not be anticipated to cause liquefaction of soils on-site or off-site.
Impacts from the Backcountry Pump Station would be less than significant.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded that impacts would be reduced to less than significant with
implementation of fault zone setbacks, standards for construction provided in the County Building Code,
and mitigation measures contained in the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Program EIR and additional project-
specific mitigation measures in the Mission Village EIR. Therefore, impacts of the Project would be
reduced to less than significant with implementation of mitigation measures.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not create new on- or off-site impacts related to landslides, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse, or increased severity of any such impacts identified in the
Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be necessary.

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994),
creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?

No New Impact.
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Backcountry Reservoir

As discussed in Geology and Soils impact a), the Backcountry Reservoir site is located entirely on artificial
fill and has been rough graded and compacted in accordance with the grading plan approved by Los Angeles
County. Neither construction nor operation of the reservoir would disturb native soil. Additional grading
and excavation will be required for construction of the partially buried Backcountry Reservoir which would
be done in accordance with the Uniform Building Code and recommendation of a geotechnical engineering
report. No impacts related to expansive soils would be expected.

Backcountry Pump Station

Certain bedrock and soils exist within the City of Santa Clarita that have sufficient clay content to exhibit
expansive properties, especially those near river channels (City of Santa Clarita, 2010). Therefore, the
Backcountry Pump Station site and footprint of the distribution pipelines has the potential to be located on
expansive soil. The Backcountry Pump Station would be designed and constructed in accordance with site-
specific geotechnical recommendations. Additionally, the Mission Village EIR included mitigation
measures to reduce the potential impact of expansive soils to a less-than-significant level (MV 4.1-3, MV
4.1-48, and MV 4.1-66). With these mitigation measures, the potential for structural damage to Backcountry
Pump Station components and distribution pipelines as a result of expansive soils would be minimal. The
Backcountry Pump Station and distribution pipelines would not create substantial direct or indirect risks to
life or property, and the impact would be less than significant.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR identified potential expansive soil impacts associated with changes from cut and
fill of the project site. The EIR concluded that impacts would be reduced to less than significant with
implementation of measure in the County Building Code, and mitigation measures contained in the Newhall
Ranch Specific Plan Program EIR and additional project-specific mitigation measures in the Mission
Village EIR.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not create new expansive-soil related impacts or increased
severity of impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be
necessary.

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?

No Impact. The proposed Project does not involve septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems.
Therefore, no impact would occur, consistent with the conclusion in the Mission Village EIR.

P Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature?
No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir site was evaluated for paleontological resources as part of the Mission Village
EIR. Although the Backcountry Reservoir would require excavation down to approximately 30 feet from
the pad to the reservoir floor elevation, the reservoir site is rough graded and entirely on artificial fill. No
native soil would be disturbed as a result of reservoir construction. Therefore, no impacts on a unique
paleontological resource or unique geologic features would be expected.
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Backcountry Pump Station

A Paleontological Resources Assessment was prepared to evaluate the potential for paleontological
resources to occur at the Backcountry Pump Station site and footprint of the distribution pipelines (SWCA,
2022c). This report is included as Appendix E. The assessment included a review of geologic maps,
scientific literature, and confidential fossil locality records from the Natural History Museum of Los
Angeles County (NHMLA), which were used to evaluate the likelihood of paleontological resources within
the pump station site. The pump station area is mapped at the surface as Holocene to late Pleistocene
younger alluvium. Late Pleistocene terrace deposits and Pleistocene Saugus Formation likely underlie the
younger alluvium at depth based on their proximity to the pump station site. The NHMLA records search
indicated the museum has several localities in undifferentiated Pleistocene-aged sediments and in
Pleistocene Saugus Formation within the vicinity of the project site; however, there are no museum records
of fossil localities within the pump station site. Analysis of these data allowed the assignment of
paleontological sensitivity using the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology paleontological potential classes,
such that younger alluvium has a Low to High paleontological sensitivity, increasing with depth (the
transition from Low to High is unknown but may be as shallow as 10 feet below ground surface); the
underlying terrace deposits and Saugus Formation both have a High paleontological sensitivity.

The maximum depth of excavation for the Backcountry Pump Station would be approximately 15 feet
below the surface. Excavation for the distribution pipelines would be a maximum depth of 6 feet below
ground surface. Excavation below depths of 10 feet would impact sediments of High paleontological
sensitivity. Because there is high potential for the subsurficial geologic units to preserve fossils, the ground-
disturbing activities for the Backcountry Pump Station could result in significant impacts on paleontological
resources. Mitigation previously adopted as part of the Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Specific
Plan EIR would reduce impacts to a less than significant level. These measures include MV 4.20-1
(requiring that a qualified paleontologist be contacted to evaluate any resources discovered) and SP 4.3-4
(requiring monitoring in areas of High paleontological sensitivity, stopping work upon a discovery, and
salvaging any resources discovered). With adherence to these measures, the impacts of the Backcountry
Pump Station construction on paleontological resources would be less than significant.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR identifies that the bedrock formations in the project area have the potential for
significant paleontological resources that could be uncovered during earthmoving activities. However, with
implementation of mitigation measures, potential significant impacts would be reduced to less than
significant.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new paleontological resource impacts or increased
severity of such impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would
be necessary.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

MYV 4.1-6: The project shall be designed in accordance with all applicable building codes and standards
utilizing the appropriate geotechnical parameters as presented in the “Seismicity” section of the R.T.
Frankian & Associates report entitled Response to County of Los Angeles Review Sheets and Geotechnical
Plan Review, Revised Vesting Tentative Tract Map No. 6110,5 (April 29, 2010)) to reduce seismic risk to
an acceptable level as defined by CGS in Chapter 2 of SP 117a (CGS, 2008).
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SCV Water Implementation Action for MV 4.1-6: SCV Water shall design the proposed Project in
accordance with the recommendations of a project-specific geotechnical report to reduce seismic-
related risks.

MYV 4.1-3: Over-excavation of clay-rich bedding planes of the Saugus Formation or Pico Formation and
subsequent placement of a certified fill cap shall be conducted to mitigate potential hazards from expansive
material, and to reduce potential hazards from potential secondary seismogenic movement along bedding
planes.

SCV Water Implementation Action for MV 4.1-3: SCV Water shall design the proposed Project in
accordance with the recommendations of a project-specific geotechnical report to reduce risks related
to expansive soils.

MV 4.1-48: A minimum 5- to 8-foot-thick over excavation shall be performed on all cut lots, and
transitional lots (transitions between bedrock, fill, terrace deposits and alluvium) and a minimum 3 foot-
thick over excavation on streets. This over excavation will provide a uniform base for structural support of
buildings and traffic loads. If on a cut/fill transition lot the maximum depth of fill exceeds 15 feet, then the
thickness of the fill cap shall be one third of the deepest fill thickness below any proposed structure. If
excavation of the native soils (i.e., bedrock) exposes high expansive materials, then the lot over excavation
shall be deepened to 8 feet.

SCV Water Implementation Action for MV 4.1-48: See SCV Water implementation action for
MYV 4.1-3, above.

MYV 4.1-66: Additional testing for expansive soils shall be performed at the grading plan stage and during
finish grading so that appropriate foundation design recommendations for expansive soils, if applicable,
can be made.

SCV Water Implementation Action for MV 4.1-66: See SCV Water implementation action for MV
4.1-3, above.

MV 4.20-1: Although no other significant cultural resources were observed or recorded, all grading
activities and surface modifications must be confined to only those areas of absolute necessity to reduce
any form of impact on unrecorded (buried) cultural resources that may exist within the confines of the
project area. In the event that previously undetected archaeological, paleontological, and/or historical
resources are found during construction, activity in the immediate area of the find shall stop and a qualified
archaeologist or paleontologist, as applicable, shall be contacted to evaluate the resource(s). If the find is
determined to be a historical or unique archaeological resource, as defined by CEQA, contingency funding
and a time allotment sufficient to allow for implementation of avoidance measures or appropriate mitigation
shall be provided. Construction work may continue on other parts of the construction site while
historical/archaeological mitigation takes place, pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(f) and
Public Resources Code Section 21083.2(1).

SCV Water Implementation Action for MV 4.20-1: See SCV Water implementation action for SP
4.3-4, below.

SP 4.3-4: As part of an inspection testing program, a Los Angeles County Natural History Museum-
approved inspector is to be on site to salvage scientifically significant fossil remains. The duration of these
inspections depends on the potential for the discovery of fossils, the rate of excavation, and the abundance
of fossils. Geological formations (like the Saugus Formation) with a high potential will initially require full
time monitoring during grading activities. Geologic formations (like the Quaternary terrace deposits) with
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a moderate potential will initially require half-time monitoring. If fossil production is lower than expected,
the duration of monitoring efforts should be reduced. Because of known presence of microvertebrates in
the Saugus Formation, samples of at least 2,000 pounds of rock shall be taken from likely horizons,
including localities 13, 13A, 14, and 23. These samples can be stockpiled to allow processing later to avoid
delays in grading activities. The frequency of these samples will be determined based on field conditions.

Should the excavations yield significant paleontological resources, excavation is to be stopped or redirected
until the extent of the find is established and the resources are salvaged. Because of the long duration of the
Specific Plan, a reassessment of the paleontological potential of each rock unit will be used to develop
mitigation plans for subsequent subdivisions. The report shall include an itemized inventory of the fossils,
pertinent geologic and stratigraphic data, field notes of the collectors and include recommendations for
future monitoring efforts in those rock units. Prior to grading, an agreement shall be reached with a suitable
public, non-profit scientific repository, such as the Los Angeles County Museum of Natural History or
similar institution, regarding acceptance of fossil collections.

SCV Water Implementation Action for SP 4.3-4: SCV Water shall implement the following
procedures during construction of the Backcountry Pump Station:

A Project Paleontologist meeting Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP) standards shall prepare
a Paleontological Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Plan (PRMMP). This plan shall address
specifics of monitoring and mitigation and comply with the recommendations of the SVP (2010).
The Project Paleontologist shall also prepare a report of the findings of the monitoring plan after
construction is completed.

The Project Paleontologist shall develop a Worker’s Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP)
to train the construction crew on the legal requirements for preserving fossil resources, as well as
procedures to follow in the event of a fossil discovery. This training program shall be given to the
crew before ground-disturbing work commences and will include handouts to be given to new
workers as needed.

All ground disturbances in the proposed Project area that occur in previously undisturbed sediments
at depths greater than 10 feet below ground surface, which have the potential to impact older
sediments of younger alluvium, terrace deposits, and/or Saugus Formation that have High
paleontological sensitivity, will require monitoring. The uppermost 10 feet of younger alluvium
have Low paleontological sensitivity; therefore, it is recommended that monitoring begin at
approximately 10 feet below ground surface.

Monitoring shall be conducted by a paleontological monitor who meets the standards of the SVP
(2010). Monitoring will be conducted in accordance with the PRMMP and under the supervision
of the Project Paleontologist. The Project Paleontologist may periodically inspect construction
activities to adjust the level of monitoring in response to subsurface conditions. Full-time
monitoring can be reduced to part-time inspections or ceased entirely if determined adequate by
the Project Paleontologist. Paleontological monitoring will include inspection of exposed
sedimentary units during active excavations within sensitive geologic sediments. The monitor shall
have authority to temporarily divert activity away from exposed fossils to evaluate the significance
of the find and, should the fossils be determined to be significant, professionally and efficiently
recover the fossil specimens and collect associated data. Paleontological monitors shall record
pertinent geologic data and collect appropriate sediment samples from any fossil localities.

In the event of a fossil discovery, whether by the paleontological monitor or a member of the
construction crew, all work shall cease within a 50-foot radius of the find while the Project
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Paleontologist assesses the significance of the fossil and documents its discovery. Should the fossil
be determined significant, it shall be salvaged following the procedures and guidelines of the SVP
(1995, 2010). Recovered fossils shall be prepared to the point of curation, identified by qualified
experts, listed in a database to facilitate analysis, and deposited in a designated paleontological
curation facility. A repository shall be identified, and a curatorial arrangement shall be signed prior
to collection of the fossils.

New Mitigation Measures:

None needed.

5.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced
Impact Required No New Impact Impact
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 [ ] ] X ]

adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions
of greenhouse gases?

Discussion

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact
on the environment?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station

Construction of the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station (including V-9 Turnout and distribution
pipelines) would generate greenhouse gas emissions (GHGs) associated with fossil fuel use for construction
vehicles and equipment. Operation of the reservoir would generate GHGs from the estimated 3,650 kWh
of annual electrical use, and operation of the pump station would generate GHGs from the estimated
900,000 kWh of annual electrical use. Both the reservoir and pump station would require minor amounts
of fossil fuel use for maintenance worker vehicle trips. Total GHGs were estimated for construction and
operation of the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station using CalEEMod version 2022.1. Construction
emissions were then amortized over 30 years, per SCAQMD guidance for GHG analysis (See Appendix
A). GHG emissions from construction and operation of the proposed Project are estimated to be 163 metric
tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (MT CO»e) per year over 30 years which is a negligible contribution to
the county and state’s overall GHG emissions. Additionally, these GHG emissions are below various local
and state agency thresholds of 3,000 MTCO,e, and below the California Air Pollution Control Officers
Association threshold of 900 MT CO.e for determining the need for additional analysis and mitigation for
GHGe-related impacts of a project under CEQA. GHG impacts of the proposed Project would be less than
significant.
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Mission Village EIR Findings

The 2016 Recirculated Portions of the Mission Village EIR concluded that without mitigation, the Mission
Village development would increase GHG emissions and result in a potentially significant impact to global
climate change. However, with implementation of recommended mitigation measures, the development
would cause no net increase in GHG emissions and would not have a significant impact on global climate
change.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new GHG emissions impacts or increased severity
of such impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR and Recirculated Portions of the Mission Village
EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be necessary.

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

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station

The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would be constructed to maximize energy efficiency
and comply with the CARB In-Use Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Fleets Regulations, which would help reduce
emissions of GHGs. The proposed Project would be in compliance with the energy efficiency strategies
outlined in the Los Angeles County CCAP 2020 and would also be in compliance with the state’s 2017
Climate Change Scoping Plan which focuses on reducing energy demand and emissions that result from
mobile sources. The Los Angeles County CCAP has set a target to reduce GHG emissions from community
activities in the unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County by at least 11 below 2010 levels by 2020
(County of Los Angeles, 2015b). The CCAP is composed of State and local actions to reduce GHG
emissions within the unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County. Two of the 26 local actions included in
the CCAP address construction emissions and are, therefore, relevant to the proposed Project: Land Use
and Transportation (LUT)-9 Idling Reduction Goal encourages idling limits of 3 minutes for heavy-duty
construction equipment, as feasible within manufacturer’s specifications. LUT-12 Electrify Construction
and Landscaping Equipment encourages utilizing electric equipment wherever feasible for construction
projects (County of Los Angeles, 2015b). Construction of the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station,
including the distribution pipelines would not conflict with the actions or goals identified in the Los Angeles
County CCAP which incorporates construction practices and mitigation measures that would reduce
emissions. One of the main goals of the Los Angeles County CCAP is to reduce GHG emissions from
passenger vehicles; however, passenger vehicle trips associated with operation of the proposed reservoir
and pump station would be minimal. No conflicts would be expected with applicable state and local plans
and policies for reducing GHGs. GHG emission impacts would not be materially different from the impact
of constructing the aboveground tank as described in the Mission Village EIR and would be less than
significant with mitigation.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The 2016 Recirculated Portions of the Mission Village EIR (which replaced the Global Climate Change
section in the 2011 Mission Village EIR), found that with implementation of the recommended mitigation
measures, the project’s achievement of a net zero emissions level ensures that the project would not conflict
with statewide targets for the reduction of GHG emissions, Los Angeles County CCAP 2020 and the SCAG
Sustainable Communities Strategy plans.
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Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would not result in new GHG emissions
impacts or increased severity of such impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR and Recirculated
Portions of the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be necessary.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

See SP-4.10-7 and SCV Water Implementation Action for SP 4.10-7 under Section 5.3, Air Quality.

New Mitigation Measures:

None needed.

5.9 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced
Impact Required No New Impact Impact

Would the Project:

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

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the ] [] X []
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 [] [] |X| []
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 L] [] X []
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 L] ] X ]
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 or
excessive noise for people residing or working in
the Project area?

f) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with [ _] L] X L]
an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, [ | ] = ]
to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires?
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Discussion

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

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir would require transport and use of limited quantities of hazardous materials
during construction, such as gasoline, diesel fuel, hydraulic fluids, paint, adhesives, etc., but would be
transported and used on site in accordance with applicable state and local transportation health and safety
standards. Operation and maintenance of the reservoir requires limited transport and no storage or disposal
of hazardous materials on-site. With implementation of construction best management practices, (specified
in Section 2.4, Construction Management Practices) that require preparation of a Hazardous Materials
Management and Spill Control Plan to manage hazardous materials, wastes and accidental spills during
construction, impacts would be less than significant, which would be the same impact for the tank described
in the Mission Village EIR.

Backcountry Pump Station

Like the Backcountry Reservoir, the Backcountry Pump Station would include transport and use of limited
quantities of hazardous materials during construction; transport and use of these materials would comply
with applicable health and safety standards. Operation and maintenance of the pump station requires storage
of diesel fuel to power the backup generator for the Backcountry Pump Station. The fuel tanks would be
double-walled, equipped with spill boxes, and installed within containment walls. No disposal of hazardous
materials would occur on site. As discussed above, a Hazardous Materials Management and Spill Control
Plan would be prepared and implemented. With this plan in place, impacts from the Backcountry Pump
Station would be less than significant.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR found that hazards and hazardous materials that could be present on site or in soils
could be remediated to less than significant levels in accordance with all applicable regulations, and that
the transportation, use and disposal of hazardous materials during construction and operation would be in
accordance with applicable regulations. With implementation of mitigation measures, impacts were found
to be less than significant.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new hazards and hazardous materials impacts or
increase the severity of impacts identified the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures
would be necessary because it would be the same impact for the tank described in the Mission Village EIR.

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?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir site was previously evaluated as part of the Mission Village EIR environmental
safety analysis for identification of environmental hazards (e.g., soil contamination) that could be present
anywhere on the development site from past land use activities such as agriculture and oil drilling. Since
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then, the Backcountry Reservoir site has been graded, excavated, and backfilled with artificial fill. No
hazardous soil conditions are expected to exist at the site that could be released to the environment.
Operation of the reservoir requires no hazardous materials to be stored on site. Therefore, no hazardous
materials release to the environmental from upset or accidental conditions would be expected.

Backcountry Pump Station

Operation of the Backcountry Pump Station would require storage of diesel fuel on site to power the
Backcountry Pump Station in the event of a power loss. Fuel would be stored within double-walled tanks,
equipped with spill boxes and installed within containment walls. In the event of a spill or accident, fuel
would be contained within the built-in tank spill box and containment walls. Therefore, no hazardous
materials release to the environmental from upset or accidental conditions would be expected.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR found that hazards and hazardous materials that could be present on site or in soils
from past land uses could be remediated to less than significant levels in accordance with all applicable
regulations and with implementation of mitigation measures. Impacts were found to be less than significant.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new hazards and hazardous materials impacts or
increase the severity of such impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation
measures would be necessary.

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

No Impact. The proposed Project sites are not located within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed
school. No impact would occur, which is the same for the tank site described in the Mission Village EIR.

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?

No Impact. The proposed Project sites are not included on a list of hazardous material sites by Government
Code Section 65962.5 (SWRCB, 2022; DTSC, 2022) and as a result would not create a significant hazard
to the public or the environment, which is the same for the tank site described in the Mission Village EIR.

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 or
excessive noise for people residing or working in the Project area?

No Impact. The proposed Project sites are not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles
of a public airport or public use airport. Therefore, no impact would occur, which is the same for the tank
site described in the Mission Village EIR.

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

No New Impact.
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Backcountry Reservoir

Construction of the Backcountry Reservoir would require construction vehicles to access the site from
Magic Mountain Parkway over an approximate two-year period. Reservoir construction and operation
would not require the blocking or closing of traffic lanes during construction or operation, and therefore,
impacts to emergency response vehicles during emergencies would be minimal. The reservoir would not
be expected to impair implementation of an adopted emergency response or emergency evacuation plan
(See also Mitigation Measure SP 4.5-7 in Section 5.17). Impacts would be less than significant.

Backcountry Pump Station

Construction vehicles would access the Backcountry Pump Station site during construction. Work would
primarily occur within the pump station site. Distribution pipelines would be constructed in the Magic
Mountain Parkway right of way. This work may require temporary lane closures. Potential closures would
be conducted in accordance with the traffic control plan as specified in MV 4.5-7 in Section 5.17, and thus,
would not substantially impede traffic or interfere with emergency response or evacuation. Therefore, the
Backcountry Pump Station and distribution pipelines would not be expected to significantly impair
implementation of an adopted emergency response or emergency evacuation plan., and no mitigation
measures would be required.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR found that with implementation of a construction traffic control plan during
construction, and with build-out of two new major arterial access roads with connections to local and state
highways, the Mission Village development would not impair implementation or physically interfere with
an adopted emergency response or evacuation plan.

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir would not result in new impairments to emergency response plans
or increase the severity of impairments as identified in the Mission Village EIR because the Backcountry
Reservoir would be located on the same site as the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, and
construction and operation of the Backcountry Pump Station would not impede emergency access. The
proposed Project would have no new impact. No additional mitigation measures would be necessary.

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir site is located in a “Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone” (VHFHSZ) as
determined by Los Angeles County. The proposed Project involves construction and operation of a partially
buried potable water storage reservoir to provide emergency supply during a disruption to the regional water
supply system. During construction, the contractor would be required to implement mitigation measures
(i.e., SP 4.18-3 and MV 4.12-5) toreduce wildfire risk from construction activities (e.g., spark arrestors on
equipment, fire watch during welding activities, designating smoking and non-smoking areas, etc.). Long-
term operation and maintenance of the reservoir does not include activities that would pose a significant
wildlife risk. In fact, a reservoir in the area provides a benefit by storing water that could be used for wildfire
suppression if needed. No significant impacts related to risk of wildland fires is expected with
implementation of mitigation measures.
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Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station is located near a VHFHSZ (approximately one-half mile away). Typical
construction activities for the Backcountry Pump Station would not pose a significant wildfire risk,
nevertheless, mitigation measures would be implemented to reduce wildfire risk from construction activities
(e.g., spark arrestors on equipment, fire watch during welding activities, designating smoking and non-
smoking areas, etc.) would be implemented (SP 4.18-3 and MV 4.12-5). Operation of the Backcountry
Pump Station would not include activities that would pose a significant wildfire risk to people or structures.
There would be a less-than-significant impact with implementation of mitigation measures.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR includes mitigation measures to be implemented during construction to reduce
wildfire risk from construction activities. The EIR also includes a requirement to prepare and submit a
detailed Wildfire Fuel Modification Plan for the Mission Village development, for approval by Los Angeles
County Fire Department, that would reduce the risk and spread of wildfire in the project area. Impacts were
determined to be less than significant with implementation of mitigation measures, including
implementation of the Wildfire Fuel Modification Plan.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new wildfire risk impacts or increase the severity of
impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR. The Backcountry Reservoir would be located on the same
site as the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, and existing mitigation measures would be
implemented during construction of the Backcountry Pump Station. No additional mitigation measures
would be necessary.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

SP 4.18-3: Each subdivision map and site plan for the proposed Specific Plan shall comply with all
applicable building and fire codes and hazard reduction programs for Fire Zones 3 and 4 that are in effect
at the time of subdivision map and site plan approval.

MYV 4.12-5: This property is located within the area described by the Forester and Fire Warden as a Fire
Zone 4, Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ). All applicable fire code and ordinance
requirements for construction, access, water mains, fire hydrants, fire flows, brush clearance and fuel
modification plans, must be met.

SCV Water Implementation Action for MV 4.18-3 and 4.12-5: SCV Water shall ensure the proposed
Project plans adhere to applicable development requirements in the Los Angeles County Fire Code for
Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones. Additionally, SCV Water shall prepare project bid documents
that specify fire prevention measures that must be incorporated during construction to minimize the
risk of wildfire. Measures shall include, but not be limited to:

e Staging areas, welding areas, or areas slated for construction shall be cleared of dried vegetation
or other materials that could ignite.

e Construction equipment that includes a spark arrestor shall be maintained in good working
order. In addition, construction crews shall have a spotter during welding activities to look out
for potentially dangerous situations, such as accidental sparks.

e  Other construction equipment shall be kept in good working order and used only within cleared
construction zones.

5-52
133



Addendum to Mission Village EIR
Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

e Contractors shall require vehicles and crews working at the project site to have access to

functional fire extinguishers.

e Areas shall be designated smoking and non-smoking areas; and

e Water shall be available on site as needed. pursuant to the County Fire Department

New Mitigation Measures:

None needed.

5.10 Hydrology and Water Quality

No Impact/

Reduced

No New Impact Impact

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation
Impact Required
Would the Project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge [ ] L]
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade
surface or ground water quality?
b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or ] ]
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge
such that the Project may impede sustainable
groundwater management of the basin?
c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of
the course of a stream or river or through the
addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner
which would:
i).result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or ] ]
off-site;
ii).substantially increase the rate or amount of L] ]
surface runoff in a manner which would result
in flooding on- or off-site;
iii).create or contribute runoff water which would [ ] L]

exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted
runoff; or

[]
[]

iv) impede or redirect flood flows?

[]
[]

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, pr seiche zones, risk
release of pollutants due to Project inundation?

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a ] ]

X

X X

[l

0 O

134
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water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan?

Discussion

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise substantially
degrade surface or ground water quality?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

Potential water quality impacts of the Backcountry Reservoir would be the same as the impacts of the tank
considered in the Mission Village EIR. Construction of the Backcountry Reservoir could result in impacts
to surface water quality from construction site pollutants, including sediment, if storm water discharges are
not controlled. However, compliance with the SWRCB’s NPDES Construction General Permit for storm
water discharges and implementation of erosion controls and other best management practices (BMPs) in
the proposed Project’s SWPPP, would ensure impacts to surface water quality are minimized. Compliance
with RWQCB’s NPDES General Permit for Construction Dewatering and Test Water Discharges would
also minimize potential impacts to downstream water quality during construction. Project design would
incorporate site drainage measures to minimize runoff, and no chemical or other materials would be kept
on site that could contribute to downstream water quality impacts. Operation of the reservoir would require
compliance with NPDES permits during maintenance discharges to the storm drain system. Impacts to
water quality would be less than significant.

Backcountry Pump Station

Like the Backcountry Reservoir, construction of the Backcountry Pump Station, as well as the distribution
pipelines could cause impacts to surface water quality if construction site pollutants (e.g., diesel fuel,
sediments) are not controlled. Construction of the Backcountry Pump Station would comply with the
Construction General Permit for storm water discharges. A SWPPP would be prepared, which would
include erosion control measures and other BMPs. The proposed Project’s SWPPP would be implemented
during pump station and pipeline construction to minimize potential impacts to surface water quality.
Construction of the Backcountry Pump Station would also involve dewatering, which would be conducted
in compliance with the General Permit for Construction Dewatering and Test Water Discharges. Like
Backcountry Reservoir, the Backcountry Pump Station would be designed to minimize runoff from the site,
reducing the potential for downstream water quality impacts. Operation of the Backcountry Pump Station
would include potable water quality monitoring, with sampling stations located on site. To discharge water
samples containing chloramines into the local wastewater collection system, an Industrial Waste Discharge
Permit would be required by the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works (LACDPW). The
Backcountry Pump Station would also have diesel fuel tanks on site, which would be used to operate the
backup generator in the event of a power loss at the Backcountry Pump Station. The fuel tanks would be
double-walled, equipped with spill boxes, and would be installed within containment walls, which would
prevent water quality impacts in the event of a spill or leak. Impacts to water quality from the Backcountry
Pump Station would be less than significant.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded that the water quality impacts from construction would be controlled
by compliance with the Construction General Permit for stormwater discharges and SWPPP as well as
compliance with the General Permit for Dewatering Discharges. After construction, implementation of a
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Standard Urban Storm Water Management Plan required by the Los Angeles County municipal separate
storm sewer system permit would control pollutants in the runoff from developed arcas as well as
downstream hydromodification impacts. Impacts were determined to be less than significant.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new water quality impacts or increase the severity of
impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR. No additional mitigation measures would be necessary
because impacts of the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would be the same as the impacts
of the tank described in the Mission Village EIR.

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge
such that the Project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

Construction and operation of the Backcountry Reservoir would not affect groundwater recharge or impede
groundwater sustainability of the Santa Clara River Valley East Subbasin. As with the tank identified in the
Mission Village EIR, the Backcountry Reservoir would provide operational and emergency storage of
potable water to supply drinking water during a short-term outage or disruption to the regional water supply
system. Construction of the Backcountry Reservoir, including the concrete reservoir and access road, would
result in a minimal increase in impervious surface area within Mission Village, and thus would not
adversely impact groundwater recharge, similar to the tank identified in the Mission Village EIR. Ongoing
operation of the Backcountry Reservoir would not increase demand for water, nor require new sources of
supply or increases in groundwater production to supply potable water to the proposed reservoir, which
would be similar to the operation of a tank as described in the Mission Village EIR. The proposed
Backcountry Reservoir would be supplied using SCV Water’s existing water supply sources, which include
imported water and local groundwater. Supply for operational and emergency storage has been accounted
for in SCV Water’s long range water supply planning, which takes into account sustainability of the existing
groundwater basin. No impact to groundwater supplies or groundwater recharge affecting sustainable
management of the groundwater basin would be expected.

Backcountry Pump Station

Construction and operation of the Backcountry Pump Station and distribution pipelines would not affect
groundwater recharge or impact sustainable groundwater management of the Santa Clara River Valley East
subbasin (which underlies the Backcountry Pump Station site). The Backcountry Pump Station would
provide pressure to deliver water to Backcountry Reservoir; the Backcountry Pump Station would not
consume water. The Backcountry Pump Station site and footprint of the distribution pipelines are currently
paved, and therefore, would not create an increase in impervious surface area that would reduce
groundwater recharge. As discussed for the Backcountry Reservoir above, operation of the Backcountry
Pump Station would not increase demand for water or require new water sources. Therefore, the
Backcountry Pump Station , including the distribution pipelines would have no impact to groundwater
supplies, groundwater recharge, or groundwater sustainability.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded that the increased potable water demand for the project would be met
through the use of the Newhall Land and Farming Company’s rights to groundwater, which they have used
for agricultural irrigation. Because this water is already used to support agricultural uses, the Mission
Village EIR concluded that there would be no significant impacts on water supplies including the
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groundwater basin. In addition, due to project conditions of approval, the amount of groundwater that would
be used to meet the potable demands of the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan, including the Mission Village
project, cannot exceed the amount of water historically and presently used by the Newhall Land and
Farming Company for agricultural uses. Therefore, no net increase in groundwater use would occur with
implementation of the Mission Village development pursuant to the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan. With
implementation of mitigation measures, impacts on groundwater sustainability were less than significant.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not increase impacts associated with groundwater sustainability
or increase the severity of such impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR. No additional mitigation
measures would be necessary because the Backcountry Reservoir would be located on the same site and
used for the same purpose as the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, and the Backcountry Pump
Station would enable water delivery to the Backcountry Reservoir and would not consume water.

¢) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration
of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which
would: (i) result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; (ii) substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site; (iii) 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: or (iv) impede or redirect flood
flows?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

During construction of the Backcountry Reservoir, erosion or siltation of soil on or off-site would be
controlled by implementation of BMPs in the proposed Project SWPPP, which would be similar to
construction of the tank described in the Mission Village EIR. The site is currently fully pervious, but after
construction, the reservoir and access road would result in minor increase in impervious surface area. The
reservoir site drainage was accounted for in design of the Mission Village storm drain system. The reservoir
would slightly increase surface runoff to the local storm drain system, but would not result in flooding on
or off-site, nor exceed the planned capacity of the local storm drain system in Mission Village, nor provide
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff The reservoir site is not located adjacent to a stream or
flood control channel and would not impede flood flows. With implementation of mitigation measures (i.e.,
MYV 4.2-8 from the Mission Village EIR), any potential impacts would be minimized to less than significant.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station site and footprint of the distribution pipelines are currently fully paved and
impervious; therefore, construction of the Backcountry Pump Station would not substantially alter the
existing drainage pattern of the site or increase impervious surface area. The potential for erosion or siltation
on- or off-site would be addressed through the SWPPP discussed in Hydrology and Water Quality impact
a), above. The Backcountry Pump Station would not increase impervious surface area that could create
flooding or exceed the capacity of drainage systems. The Backcountry Pump Station and distribution
pipelines are not located in a flood zone and would not impede or redirect flood flows. The Backcountry
Pump Station would have no impact on drainage patterns.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded that development of Mission Village would have a less than significant
impact on the potential for downstream sedimentation during construction with implementation of erosion
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controls. Post-development drainage would be managed through project designs to control drainage and
flooding on- and off-site. With implementation of mitigation measures, impacts were found to be less than
significant.

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir would not result in new drainage or flooding impacts or increase
the severity of such impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures
would be necessary because the reservoir would be located on the same site and operate with the same
purpose as the tank described in the Mission Village EIR. The Backcountry Pump Station would not result
in new drainage or flooding impacts because no impervious surface area would be added. Thus, the
proposed Project would have no new impact.

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to Project inundation?

No impact. The Backcountry Reservoir is not located in a 100-year flood, tsunami, or seiche zone. No
chemicals would be stored on-site at the Backcountry Reservoir during operation. The Backcountry Pump
Station is not located in a 100-year flood, tsunami, or seiche zone. The Backcountry Pump Station would
have diesel fuel stored on site; diesel would be stored in double-walled tanks with spill boxes, which would
also be located within containment walls. The Backcountry Pump Station site is not considered vulnerable
to inundation. Therefore, no impacts from risk of release of pollutants would occur from a flood, tsunami
or seiche, which is consistent with the findings in the Mission Village EIR. The proposed Project would
have no new impact.

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater
management plan?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station

See discussions under Hydrology and Water Quality impacts a) and b) above. As with a tank described in
the Mission Village EIR, the proposed Project would comply with SWRCB and RWQCB permits to control
water quality, which are designed to maintain water quality standards in water quality control plans.
Additionally, the proposed Project would not be expected to conflict with the Santa Clara River Valley East
Groundwater Subbasin Groundwater Sustainability Plan because the proposed Project (like the tank
described in the Mission Village EIR) would not affect groundwater recharge or existing groundwater
production as discussed previously in Hydrology and Water Quality impact b) above. No conflicts with
these plans would be expected.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded that the Mission Village development would not significantly impact
water quality and groundwater usage. See discussion under Hydrology and Water Quality impacts a) and
b) above.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not increase conflicts with or the obstruct implementation of a
water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan or increase the severity of such
conflicts or obstructions identified in the Mission Village EIR. No additional mitigation measures would
be necessary because the Backcountry Reservoir would be located on the same site and operate with the
same purpose as the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, and the Backcountry Pump Station would
not consume water, or impact water quality or groundwater management.
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Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

MYV 4.2-8: A final developed condition hydrology analysis (LACDPW Drainage Concept Report [DCR]
and Final Design Report [FDR]) shall be prepared in conjunction with final project design when precise
engineering occurs. This final analysis shall confirm that the final project design is consistent with this
analysis. This final developed condition hydrology analysis shall confirm that the sizing and design of the
water quality and hydrologic control BMPs control hydromodification impacts in accordance with the
Newhall Ranch Sub-Regional Stormwater Mitigation Plan. All elements of the storm drain system shall
conform to the policies and standards of the LACDPW, Flood Control Division, as applicable.

SCV Water Implementation Action for MV 4.2-8: SCV Water shall ensure the proposed Project
drainage design is consistent with the drainage analysis prepared for the Mission Village
development as approved by Los Angeles County, as well as the Newhall Ranch Sub-Regional
Stormwater Mitigation Plan as approved by Los Angeles County, as applicable, to minimize
erosion from the site during construction and to minimize water quality impacts during and after
construction. Additionally, the storm drain system shall conform to the policies and standards of
the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Flood Control Division.

New Mitigation Measures:

None needed.

5.11 Land Use and Planning

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced

Impact Required No New Impact Impact
Would the Project:
a) Physically divide an established community? L] L] X L]
b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a ] ] = ]

conflict with any land use plan, policy, or
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

Discussion
a) Physically divide an established community?
No Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir is partially buried water supply reservoir located on land designated for a public
water facility and would not physically divide an established community. No impact would occur.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station would be located on a vacant parcel adjacent to a major roadway (Magic
Mountain Parkway), existing recreational/open space, and transmission towers. The distribution pipelines
would be constructed in the Magic Mountain Parkway right-of-way. The Backcountry Pump Station would
have a limited footprint and would be located on a site that is currently surrounded by fencing. The
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Backcountry Pump Station would not impede pedestrian or vehicle circulation in the area of the site. The
Backcountry Pump Station would not physically divide an established community. No impact would occur.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR did not include an evaluation of land use impacts. The Mission Village land use
plan conforms with the adopted Newhall Ranch Specific Plan.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not physically divide an established community and there would
be no impact.

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

No Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir would be constructed on land designated and zoned for a public water facility
in the Mission Village Specific Plan. No land use planning impact would occur.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station would be constructed on land zoned by the City of Santa Clarita as Business
Park (City of Santa Clarita, 2016), and distribution pipelines would be constructed in the Magic Mountain
Parkway right-of-way. Public water-related facilities are a permitted use in the Business Park zone
according to the City of Santa Clarita zoning code. Therefore, the Backcountry Pump Station would not
conflict with existing land use policy. No impact would occur.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR did not include an evaluation of land use impacts. The Mission Village land use
plan conforms with the adopted Newhall Ranch Specific Plan.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect, and there would be no impact.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

None needed.

New Mitigation Measures:

None needed.

5.12 Mineral Resources

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced
Impact Required No New Impact Impact
Would the Project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral L] [] X []

resource that would be of value to the region and
the residents of the state?
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b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important [ ] ] X ]
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a
local general plan, specific plan or other land use
plan?

Discussion

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?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir site was included in the evaluation of mineral resources in the Mission Village
EIR. The site was originally zoned by the California Department of Conservation Division of Mines and
Geology as MRZ-3, meaning mineral deposits are expected to be present in the area. The site was evaluated
and re-zoned by the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan as a public facility site, and the site has since been graded
and filled. No impacts to mineral resources would occur from development of the Backcountry Reservoir.

Backcountry Pump Station

According to the City of Santa Clarita General Plan, the Backcountry Pump Station and distribution pipeline
sites are designated as MRZ-2 for aggregate mineral resources (City of Santa Clarita, 2011). MRZ-2 areas
are underlain by mineral deposits where geologic data indicate that significant measured, or indicated,
resources (City of Santa Clarita, 2011). Within the City, areas that have significant mineral aggregate
resources have been designated by a zoning overlay that permits extraction and other compatible uses. The
Backcountry Pump Station site is not within one of these areas, so mineral resource extraction would not
be permitted on the site (City of Santa Clarita, 2013). Therefore, construction of the Backcountry Pump
Station on the site would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource, and there would
be no impact.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR identified that mineral resources were present in the development area but found
not to be regionally significant compared to locations in the river corridor which would not be affected by
development. The development area was rezoned by the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan. The EIR determined
there would be no significant impacts to mineral resources and no mitigation would be required.

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir would not result in new impacts to mineral resources or increase
the severity of such impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures
would be necessary because it would be located on the same site as the tank described in the Mission Village
EIR. The Backcountry Pump Station would not result in new or more severe impacts because it is located
on a site where mineral extraction is not permitted. Thus, the proposed Project would not 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, and there would be no impact.
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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?

No New Impact. As discussed in Mineral Resources Impact a), the Backcountry Reservoir site was
evaluated for mineral resources in the Mission Village EIR. The site was originally zoned as an existing oil
and natural gas extraction area in the Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan. The site was evaluated and re-zoned
by the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan as a public facility site, and the site has since been graded and filled.
The Backcountry Pump Station site is zoned as a Business Park site and neither the Backcountry Pump
Station nor distribution pipeline locations are within the mineral extraction zoning overlay area identified
by the City of Santa Clarita (City of Santa Clarita, 2013). No impacts to mineral resources would be
expected from development of the proposed Project.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

None needed.

New Mitigation Measures:

None needed.

5.13 Noise

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced
Impact Required No New Impact Impact

Would the Project result in:

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
vicinity of the Project in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?

0 O
0 O
X X
0 O

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

c) For a Project located within the vicinity of a
private airstrip or 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? [] [] 2 []

Discussion

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of
the Project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

No New Impact.
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Backcountry Reservoir

Construction of the Backcountry Reservoir, similar to the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, would
be accomplished using standard construction equipment between weekday hours of 7 a.m. and 7 p.m., in
compliance with the County of Los Angeles Ordinance 12.08.440 “Construction Noise” (County of Los
Angeles, n.d.) (SP 4.9-1 and MV 4.6-1). Construction maximum noise levels at residential and business
structures from mobile and stationary equipment as defined in the Los Angeles Ordinance 12.08.440 are
provided in Table 5-3. Typical noise emission levels at a reference distance of 50 feet, based on the Federal
Highway Administration Construction Noise Handbook (USDOT, 2006) for the construction equipment
detailed in Section 2.4, Equipment/Staging, are provided in Table 5-4. No pile driving is anticipated to be
required. Noise impacts of constructing the Backcountry Reservoir would be the same as impacts from
constructing the tank described in the Mission Village EIR.

There are no residential or business structures within 50 feet of the Backcountry Reservoir site. The closest
noise receptors to the Backcountry Reservoir site are currently residences and the West Ranch High School
located roughly 0.75 miles away along the northwestern border of Stevenson Ranch, California. Noise from
point sources, such as construction sites, tend to attenuate at a rate of 6 dBA per doubling of distance
(USDOT, 2006). Assuming operation of two of the noisiest pieces of equipment occurred simultaneously,
the combined noise level would be 86 dBA at a distance of 50 feet. At a distance of 0.75 miles this noise
level would be attenuated to 48 dBA, which is well below maximum allowable noise levels identified in
Table 5-3. Therefore, Project construction noise would not adversely affect the nearest noise receptors.
Implementation of mitigation measures during construction would ensure that noise impacts are less than
significant.

Table 5-3: Los Angeles County Construction Noise Restrictions

At Business
At Residential Structures Structures
Mobile Equipment Mobile Equipment
(Stationary Equipment) (Stationary
Equipment)
Single- . . Semi-
family I\Ig:!:il(-if:::i“a)l( residential/
Residential Commercial
Daily, except
ﬁé‘l?f:yss ?T‘go'zgri' 75dBA 80dBA 85dBA
0800 Sm | (80dBA) (65dBA) (70dBA)
Daily, 8:00 p.m. to
Z;%/O;Q?d:yngnad"- 60dBA 64dBA 70dBA
legal holidays (50dBA) (55dBA) (60dBA)
Daily, including 85dBA
Sunday and legal (NA)
holidays, all hours

Source: Los Angeles County Code of Ordinances, 12.08.440 Construction Noise (County of Los Angeles, n.d.)
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Table 5-4: Roadway Construction Noise Model Default Noise Emission Reference Levels —
Backcountry Reservoir

Equipment Type Equipment and Operation
y Noise levels @ 50 feet

Excavator 81

Track Loader 79

Highway legal dump truck 76

Flatbed truck (material delivery) 74

Pickup trucks 75

Worker vehicles 75

Crane 81

Paver 77

Compactor 83

Grader N/A

Source: U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration

“Construction Noise Handbook” (USDOT, 2006)

Note: Typical noise levels from “pickup truck” were used as a proxy for “worker

vehicles;” typical noise levels from “front end loader” were used as a proxy for

“track loader.”

Operation of the partially buried reservoir would contribute a negligible increase to the ambient noise
environment. Twisted shielded pair control cable would be used to reduce electrical noise within on-site
equipment. No long-term operational noise impacts would be expected.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station and distribution pipelines would be located within the city of Santa Clarita.
The City of Santa Clarita municipal code regulates construction noise as follows: “No person shall engage
in any construction work which requires a building permit from the City on sites within three hundred (300)
feet of a residentially zoned property except between the hours of seven a.m. to seven p.m., Monday through
Friday, and eight a.m. to six p.m. on Saturday. Further, no work shall be performed on the following public
holidays: New Year’s Day, Independence Day, Thanksgiving, Christmas, Memorial Day and Labor Day”
(City of Santa Clarita, n.d.c). The City of Santa Clarita does not include specific noise limits for construction
activities. All construction activities for the Backcountry Pump Station and distribution pipelines would
take place within daytime hours as permitted under the City of Santa Clarita municipal code. Therefore,
construction of the pump station would not conflict with City of Santa Clarita noise standards.
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Table 5-5: Roadway Construction Noise Model Default Noise Emission Reference Levels —

Backcountry Pump Station

Equipment Type

Equipment and Operation
Noise levels @ 50 feet

Excavator 81
Track Loader 79
Highway legal dump truck 76
Flatbed truck (material delivery) 74
Pickup trucks 75
Worker vehicles 75
Crane 81
Paver 77
Compactor 83
Grader N/A
Water Truck 74
Forklift 78

“forklift.”

Source: U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration
“Construction Noise Handbook” (USDOT, 2006)
Note: Typical noise levels from “pickup truck” were used as a proxy for “worker
vehicles;” typical noise levels from “front end loader” were used as a proxy for
“track loader;” typical noise levels from “flatbed truck” were used as a proxy for
“water truck;” typical noise levels from “backhoe” were used as proxy for

The nearest sensitive receptor to the Backcountry Pump Station and distribution pipelines is the residential
development along Magic Mountain Parkway, approximately 1,000 feet east of the site. As summarized
above in the discussion of Backcountry Reservoir, if two of the noisiest pieces of equipment were used
simultaneously, the combined noise level would be 86 dBA at a distance of 50 feet. At a distance of 1,000
feet, this would attenuate to 60 dBA, which is approximately the volume of a normal conversation.
Although the City of Santa Clara does not set specific construction noise thresholds, construction noise
would be within the acceptable permanent daytime sound levels for residential zones in the City of Santa
Clarita, which is set at 65 dB (Table 5-6) (City of Santa Clarita, 2011). Therefore, Backcountry Pump
Station construction noise would not adversely affect the nearest noise receptors. Construction noise

impacts would be less than significant.

Table 5-6: City of Santa Clarita Noise Thresholds

Land Use Time Sound Level (dB)
Residential zone Day 65
Residential zone Night 55
Commercial and manufacturing Day 80
Commercial and manufacturing Night 70

During operation of the Backcountry Pump Station, noise would be generated from pumps and electrical
equipment. The pumps would be located within a CMU building. Electrical and controls systems and a
backup generator would also be situated within the pump building. Traffic on Magic Mountain Parkway
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would influence the ambient noise levels at the Backcountry Pump Station site, and noise from the pump
station would not be expected to significantly alter the ambient noise level. The distribution pipelines would
be buried and would not generate noise. The City of Santa Clarita sets acceptable noise levels for residential,
commercial, and manufacturing zones as shown in Table 5-6. The pump station would be enclosed and
would be designed in accordance with applicable standards such that operational noise from the pump
station (zoned for industrial use) does not exceed 80 dB during the day or 70 dB during the night at the site.
Due to the distance between the pump station site and the nearest residential areas (approximately 1,000
feet away), operational noise would attenuate to below residential noise thresholds. Therefore, operational
noise from the Backcountry Pump Station would not conflict with the City of Santa Clarita noise standards
or adversely affect sensitive receptors, and impacts would be less than significant.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR identified that construction activities would create temporary noise impacts, and
long-term noise impacts could occur from mobile sources (traffic), but impacts would be mitigated to less
than significant with implementation of mitigation measures.

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir would not result in new noise impacts or increase the severity of
noise impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR for a tank developed on the same site. The Backcountry
Pump Station would have a less-than-significant impact. No additional mitigation measures would be
necessary.

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?
No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station

The proposed Project would not include construction that would create excessive vibration such as piling
driving. Impacts would be less than significant.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR identified the potential for vibration impacts from piling driving required for some
construction activities, including bridge construction. Significant impacts were reduced with
implementation of mitigation measures.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new vibration impacts or increase the severity of
vibration impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR and no additional mitigation measures would be
necessary.

¢) For a Project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or 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?

No Impact. The proposed Project, like the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, would not include
inhabited structures or be located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public or public
use airport, and therefore would not expose people to excess noise. No impact would occur.
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Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

SP 4.9-1: All construction activity occurring on the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan site shall adhere to
requirements of the “County of Los Angeles Construction Equipment Noise Standards,” County of Los
Angeles Ordinance No. 11743, Section 12.08.440 as identified in Specific Plan Program EIR Table 4.9-3.

MYV 4.6-1: The project applicant, or its designee, shall not undertake construction activities that can
generate noise levels in excess of the County’s Noise Ordinance on Sundays or legal holidays.

SCV Water Implementation Action for SP4.9-1 and MV4.6-1: SCV Water shall ensure that
proposed Project construction adheres to the requirements of the County of Los Angeles Ordinance
12.08.440 “Construction Noise” which prohibits construction activities between weekday hours of
7:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m., or at any time on Sundays or holidays.

New Mitigation Measures:

None needed.

5.14 Population and Housing

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced
Impact Required No New Impact Impact
Would the Project:
a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in L] ] X ]
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 people or, L] L] X ]

housing necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

Discussion

a) Induce substantial unplanned 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)?

No Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The impacts of the Backcountry Reservoir would be the same as the impacts of the tank considered in the
Mission Village EIR and would not induce unplanned population growth in the area. The reservoir would
provide planned operational and emergency storage to supply drinking water to the existing and planned
communities in SCV Water’s Zone B/Magic Mountain Zone. Operational and emergency storage of potable
water to supply drinking water to the regional water supply system would increase reliability of water
supply to the area, but would not provide additional supply that could be used to support additional
population growth. No impact would occur.
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Backcountry Pump Station

The purpose of the Backcountry Pump Station is to provide adequate pressure to supply water to the
Backcountry Reservoir. Distribution pipelines would also be constructed in order to facilitate conveyance
of water to Zone I and Zone IIA-N within SCV Water’s existing service area. The Backcountry Pump
Station would not provide additional water supply that could result in additional population growth. No
impact would occur.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR did not include an evaluation of population and housing impacts. The Mission
Village land use plan conforms with the adopted Newhall Ranch Specific Plan and Program EIR, which
addressed planned population growth and housing.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not directly or indirectly induce substantial unplanned population
growth, and there would be no impact.

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

No Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir would not displace people or housing. The reservoir would be constructed on
currently vacant land designated for a Public Water Tank and would provide planned operational and
emergency storage for SCV Water’s Zone B/Magic Mountain Zone regional water supply system. As with
the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, no impact would occur.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station would not displace people or housing. The Backcountry Pump Station
would be located on a vacant site that is zoned for Business Park use by the City of Santa Clarita, and
distribution pipelines would be located in the roadway right-of-way. No impact would occur.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR did not evaluate displacement of people or housing. The Mission Village land use
plan conforms with the adopted Newhall Ranch Specific Plan and Program EIR, which addressed any
potential displacement of people or housing,

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not displace people or housing, and there would be no impact.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

None needed.

New Mitigation Measures:

None needed.
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5.15 Public Services

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced
Impact Required No New Impact Impact
Would the Project:
a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts L] [] X []

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:

i) Fire protection?

i) Police protection?

ii1) Schools?

iv) Parks?

v) Other public facilities?

I
I
DI
I

Discussion

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?

No Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir, like the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, would not change existing
demand for public services (e.g., fire and police protection, schools, parks, libraries, or health clinics)
because the reservoir would provide operational and emergency water storage and would not induce
population growth requiring new public services. Therefore, the Backcountry Reservoir would not result in
the need for new or alterations to public service facilities. No impacts to public services would be expected.

Backcountry Pump Station

The purpose of the Backcountry Pump Station would be to provide adequate pressure to deliver water to
Backcountry Reservoir; the associated distribution pipelines would convey water to Zone I and Zone IIA-N
within SCV Water’s existing service area. The Backcountry Pump Station would not induce population
growth requiring new or altered public service facilities. Therefore, the Backcountry Pump Station would
not impact public services.

5-68
149



Addendum to Mission Village EIR
Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR found there would be significant impacts on public services due to the generation
of new population to the area, but funding sources would be available to construct required new public
service facilities, and impacts were reduced to less than significant.

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir would not result in new public service impacts or increase the
severity of impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR for a tank located at the same site described in the
Mission Village EIR. The Backcountry Pump Station component would not cause new or increased public
service impacts. The proposed Project would have no new impact and no additional mitigation measures
would be necessary.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

None needed.

New Mitigation Measures:

None needed.

5.16 Recreation

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced
Impact Required No New Impact Impact
a) Would the Project increase the use of existing ] ] X ]
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?

Discussion

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?

No Impact. The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project (including V-9 Turnout Facility and
distribution pipelines), like the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, would not directly or indirectly
induce population growth and would have no impact on recreational facilities. (See discussion under
Population and Housing Impact a) and Public Services Impact a).)

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?

See discussion under Recreation impact a) above.
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Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

None needed.

New Mitigation Measures:

None needed.

5.17 Transportation

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced
Impact Required No New Impact Impact
Would the Project:
a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy L] L] X L]
addressing the circulation system, including
transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?
b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines L] L] X []
section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?
c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric [] [] X []
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?
d) Result in inadequate emergency access? ] ] X ]
Discussion

a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit,
roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

Construction of the Backcountry Reservoir is expected to occur over an estimated 18 month period, on
weekdays between 7 AM to 6 PM. Vehicle trip estimates include 64 dump truck trips per day during soil
hauling and 10 concrete truck trips per day during concrete work (Details provided earlier in Table 2-1 and
Table 2-3). No lane closures would be expected to accommodate construction. After construction,
operation of the Backcountry Reservoir would generate up to four worker truck trips per week for inspection
and maintenance. Primary access to and from the reservoir site during construction and operation would be
off the future extension of Magic Mountain Parkway, which could accommodate this limited volume of
truck traffic. The Backcountry Reservoir is not expected to have any impact on existing local or regional
transportation plans or programs, which would be the same as the tank described in the Mission Village
EIR. Impacts would be less than significant.

Backcountry Pump Station

Construction of the Backcountry Pump Station (including V-9 Turnout Facility and distribution pipelines)
is anticipated to occur over approximately 18 to 24 months, on weekdays between 7 AM to 7 PM. Vehicle
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trip estimates include approximately 260 truck trips for soil hauling, concrete, and materials delivery. Work
would primarily be confined to the pump station site, with additional work in the Magic Mountain Parkway
right of way to connect the pump station to the existing Magic Mountain Pipeline, to complete potential
driveway improvements, and to construct distribution pipelines. This work may require temporary lane
closures, which would be conducted in accordance with the traffic control plan (MV 4.5-7 from the Mission
Village EIR). The site would be accessed from the existing portion of Magic Mountain Parkway. During
operation, approximately one vehicle trip would occur per week for inspection, maintenance, and water
quality sampling. Magic Mountain Parkway can accommodate the limited construction and operational
traffic generated by the Backcountry Pump Station. The Backcountry Pump Station would have a less than
significant impact on existing local or regional transportation plans or programs.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concludes that temporary traffic impacts during construction of the Mission
Village development would be less than significant with implementation of traffic management controls as
needed. Long term operation impacts from the new estimated 58,000 average daily trips from project
buildout would be reduced to less than significant with planned roadway capacity improvements.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new transportation system impacts or increase the
severity of impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR. No additional mitigation measures would be
necessary because Backcountry Reservoir would be located on the same site as described in the Mission
Village EIR and the Backcountry Pump Station would have a less than significant impact, requiring no
mitigation.

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?
No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station

CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (a), provides that “For the purposes of this section, ‘vehicle
miles traveled’ refers to the amount and distance of automobile travel attributable to a project.” During
construction, automobile and other passenger vehicle travel would consist of trips by construction workers
and staff commuting to the proposed Project sites. As noted in Table 2-3 and Table 2-4, the proposed
Project would require about 14 construction worker trips per day during the construction period. According
to the Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA (Governor’s Office of Planning
and Research, 2018), “projects that generate or attract fewer than 110 trips per day generally may be
assumed to cause a less-than-significant transportation impact.” Construction trips would be temporary and
would be far less than 110 trips per day and would thus not result in a perceivable increase in vehicle miles
traveled (VMT), per the criteria for evaluation in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision (b).
Vehicle trips for operation and maintenance (O&M) for both the Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry
Pump Station would be limited and incorporated into SCV Water’s existing O&M program. The VMT for
the proposed Project would be minimal, and therefore the proposed Project would not conflict with CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.3.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR did not evaluate transportation impacts using the VMT methodology and criteria
because the EIR was certified before VMT analysis was required by the CEQA Guidelines. Nevertheless,
the Mission Village EIR concluded that transportation impacts would be reduced to less than significant
with mitigation in accordance with the methodologies required at the time of EIR.

5-71
152



Addendum to Mission Village EIR
Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new transportation impacts or increase the severity
of impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no mitigation measures would be necessary because
Backcountry Reservoir would be located on the same site and be operated for the same purpose as the tank
described in the Mission Village EIR, and the Backcountry Pump Station would have no impact.

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

No Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir includes a 20-foot-wide drivable access road around the reservoir. This size
would allow both a 30-foot construction truck and 32-foot fire truck to maneuver around the reservoir. No
road design hazards would be expected.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station includes 30 feet of clear space surrounding the flow control and pressure
reducing station and bypass station, which would allow maintenance access. The pump building would
have 25 feet of clear space to allow for vehicle access. The access road and other paved site components
would be designed in compliance with applicable fire codes to allow for emergency vehicle access. The
roadway surface of Magic Mountain Parkway would be restored to its previous condition following
construction of the distribution pipelines. The Backcountry Pump Station would not increase roadway
design hazards. The Backcountry Pump Station would have no impact on hazards due to geometric design
features or incompatible uses.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village Initial Study to the EIR concluded that the project would not result in impacts related
to geometric design features or incompatible uses.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new hazards or increase the severity of hazards
identified in the Mission Village EIR. No mitigation measures would be necessary because the Backcountry
Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station would have no impact.

d) Result in inadequate emergency access?
No Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

No lane closures would be expected during construction of the Backcountry Reservoir although
construction vehicles would need to access the site. Impacts to emergency response vehicles during
emergencies would be less than significant with implementation of mitigation measures (MV 4.57 from the
Mission Village EIR). In addition, design of the 20-foot wide perimeter access road is in compliance with
the Los Angeles County Fire Department turnaround standards, and the entrance to the reservoir site is
large enough to satisfy the County’s hammer-head turnaround requirement. No emergency access impacts
would be expected during long term operation of the reservoir.
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Backcountry Pump Station

Lane closures may be required during construction of the Backcountry Pump Station in order to connect to
the existing Magic Mountain Pipeline, to complete potential driveway improvements, and to construct
distribution pipelines. These closures would be temporary and would be implemented in accordance with
a project-specific traffic control plan (MV 4.5-7 from the Mission Village EIR), including coordination
with local emergency response agencies to ensure adequate access to the pump station site and surrounding
areas. The Backcountry Pump Station access road would be designed to be compliant with turnaround space
and road width standards to accommodate emergency vehicles. Thus, the Backcountry Pump Station would
not result in inadequate emergency access. Impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation would
be needed.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village Initial Study to the EIR concluded that the project would not result in inadequate
emergency access.

Conclusion: Similar to the water tank evaluated in the Mission Village EIR, the proposed Project would
not result in inadequate emergency access. No mitigation measures would be necessary because the
Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station would have no impact on emergency access.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

MYV 4.5-7: Prior to the commencement of project construction activities, the project applicant shall
institute construction traffic management controls in accordance with the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) traffic manual. These traffic management controls shall include measures
determined on the basis of site-specific conditions including, as appropriate, the use of construction signs
(e.g.,"Construction Ahead") and delineators, and private driveway and cross-street closures.

SCV Water Implementation Action MV 4.5-7: Prior to project construction, SCV Water shall
require its construction contractor to prepare and implement a Traffic Control Plan, to be approved by
the SCV Water project manager. The Traffic Control Plan shall, at a minimum:

» Identify staging locations to be used during construction;

* Identify safe ingress and egress points from staging areas;

¢ Establish haul routes for construction-related vehicle traffic; and

» Identify alternative safe routes to maintain pedestrian and bicyclist safety during
construction.

The Traffic Control Plan shall include provisions for traffic control measures including barricades,
warning signs, cones, lights, and flag persons, to allow safe circulation of vehicle, bicycle, pedestrian,
and emergency response traffic.

SCV Water’s project manager shall coordinate with the appropriate emergency services (fire, police,
or others) and local municipal jurisdiction regarding construction schedule, project siting, and
potential delays due to construction, roadways and access points for emergency services and
minimize disruptions to or closures of these locations.
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New Mitigation Measures:

None needed.

5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources

No Impact/  Reduced
No New Impact Impact

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation
Impact Required
a) Would the Project cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in Public Resources Code section
21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural
landscape that is geographically defined in terms of
the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or
object with cultural value to a California Native
American tribe, and that is:
i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California ] ]
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or
ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, inits [ ] ]

Discussion

discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria
set forth in subdivision © of Public Resources
Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria
set forth in subdivision(c) of Public Resources
Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe.

a) Would the Project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that
is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with
cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is: (i) Listed or eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or (ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision
(c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the
resource to a California Native American tribe.

No Impact.
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Backcountry Reservoir

There are no tribal trust boundaries or tribal trust lands within the Backcountry Reservoir site. In addition,
the Backcountry Reservoir site is already graded and located entirely on artificial fill. Therefore, no tribal
cultural resources would be expected to be encountered during reservoir construction. No impacts would
be expected. See also discussion under Cultural Resources impact a).

Backcountry Pump Station

A Cultural Resources Survey was prepared for the Backcountry Pump Station site, as described under
Cultural Resources impact a). Due to past disturbance at the Backcountry Pump Station site and footprint
of the distribution pipelines, it is unlikely that tribal cultural resources are present. Unanticipated discovery
of tribal cultural resources remains a possibility. However, with mitigation measures to minimize
disturbance area and require appropriate evaluation in the event that resources are found (SP 4.3-3 and MV
4.20-1), this impact would be less than significant.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR did not examine Tribal Cultural Resource impacts as it was not an environmental
resource topic in the Appendix G Checklist of the CEQA Guidelines at the time the Mission Village EIR
was prepared. Nevertheless, the site was surveyed for cultural resources which includes Native American
cultural resources, and with incorporation of mitigation measures, no significant cultural or historical
resource impacts were identified.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new or increased severity of any tribal cultural
resource impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be
necessary.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

See MV 4.20-1 under Section 5.5, Cultural Resources.
See SP-4.3-3 under Section 5.5, Cultural Resources.

New Mitigation Measures:

None needed.

5.19 Utilities and Service Systems

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced
Impact Required No New Impact Impact
Would the Project:
a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of ] ] = ]
new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or
storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas,
or telecommunications facilities, the construction
or relocation of which could cause significant
environmental effects?
b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the L] L] X []
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Project and reasonably foreseeable future
development during normal, dry and multiple dry
years?

¢) Resultin a determination by the wastewater treatment || L] X L]
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?

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local L] [] X []
standards, or in excess of the capacity of local
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment
of solid waste reduction goals?

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management L] [] X []
and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid
waste?

Discussion

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or
storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction or
relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir would provide operational and emergency potable water storage in SCV
Water’s Zone B/Magic Mountain Zone and would be supplied by existing available SCV Water supplies,
delivered to the site via the Magic Mountain pipeline which is in various phases of design and construction.
The Backcountry Reservoir, like the tank facility described in the Mission Village EIR, would not require
nor result in the construction of any new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, stormwater drainage,
natural gas, or telecommunication facilities. Based on preliminary design a new electrical service would be
required from SCE to deliver electrical power to meet expected load demand. Temporary construction
impacts related to the electrical power connection would be less than significant.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station would be considered a new water facility. However, it would not result in
expanded water service beyond that analyzed in the Mission Village EIR. The Backcountry Pump Station,
V-9 Turnout Facility and associated distribution pipelines would convey water to zones that are already
served by SCV Water. The Backcountry Pump Station would not require new or expanded wastewater
treatment, stormwater drainage, natural gas, or telecommunication facilities. It is anticipated that a new
electric service would be required from SCE to power the Backcountry Pump Station. Temporary
construction impacts related to the electrical power connection would all occur on the Backcountry Pump
Station site and would be less than significant.
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Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR evaluated all utility and service systems that would be needed to serve build-out
of the Mission Village development. The EIR identified significant impacts of project development, some
of which could be partially attributed to utility and service system development.

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir would not result in new impacts from construction of utility
systems or increase the severity of impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional
mitigation measures would be necessary because it would be located on the same site and operated for the
same purpose as the tank described in the Mission Village EIR. As demonstrated in this Addendum,
although the Backcountry Pump Station is located at a separate site, the Backcountry Pump Station would
not result in new or more severe impacts that those identified in the Mission Village EIR. The proposed
Project would have no new impact due to new or relocated utilities.

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the Project and reasonably foreseeable future
development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir is an operational and emergency potable water storage reservoir to allow SCV
Water to supply drinking water to users in SCV Water’s Zone B/Magic Mountain Zone. SCV Water has
accounted for this water storage volume as part of its operational and emergency water supply planning as
discussed in the 2017 E&O study. SCV Water’s water supply planning takes into account the effects of
water supply availability during normal, dry, and multiple dry years. The reservoir is planned to remain a
long-term available source for operational and emergency water supply. Impacts would be less than
significant.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station would provide pressure to deliver water to Backcountry Reservoir, as well
as to Zonel and Zone IIA-N via associated V-9 Turnout Facility and distribution pipelines. The
Backcountry Pump Station would not consume water, therefore there would be no impact.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded that the water supply demand of the Mission Village development
(2,919 acre-feet per year of potable and non-potable) would be met by use of groundwater and recycled
water from new and/or existing water reclamation plants. No significant impacts were identified.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new water supply impacts or increase the severity of
impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be necessary
because Backcountry Reservoir would be located on the same site and operated for the same purpose as the
tank described in the Mission Village EIR, and the Backcountry Pump Station would not consume water.
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¢) 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?

No Impact. The proposed Project involves construction and operation of a potable water storage reservoir
and pump station and would not require or result in the need for increased wastewater collection or
treatment services. No impact would be expected.

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir would generate minor amounts of solid waste during construction activities,
similar to solid waste generation for construction of the tank described in the Mission Village EIR. The
construction contractor would be required to dispose of solid waste in accordance with local solid waste
disposal requirements, and waste would be hauled to the local permitted landfill. Excavated soil would be
balanced on site and hauled to an adjacent development within Mission Village. Construction of the
Backcountry Reservoir would not impact landfills beyond their permitted capacities. Operation of the
Backcountry Reservoir would be expected to generate a negligible amount of solid waste, similar to what
would be expected for the tank described in the Mission Village EIR. Impacts would be less than significant.

Backcountry Pump Station

The City of Santa Clarita’s municipal code, Section 15.46, requires diversion of a minimum of 50 percent
of the waste materials generated through construction and demolition projects that require City of Santa
Clarita permits and are above a certain cost threshold (City of Santa Clarita, N.d.b). Excavated soil is
exempt from this ordinance. Construction of the Backcountry Pump Station and distribution pipelines
would generate up to about 4,000 cubic yards of exported material. Like solid waste from the Backcountry
Reservoir, solid waste generated by the Backcountry Pump Station would be hauled to the local permitted
landfill. Other solid waste generated during construction would be minimal as the Backcountry Pump
Station site is currently vacant. Relative to the amount of material anticipated to be sent to landfills as part
of the Mission Village development, solid waste generated during construction of the Backcountry Pump
Station would be negligible. Operation of the Backcountry Pump Station would generate a negligible
amount of solid waste. The Backcountry Pump Station would not produce solid waste in excess of state or
local standards, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals. Impacts would be less
than significant.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR concluded that solid waste generated from construction and operation of the
Mission Village development would result in a significant and unavoidable impact on the permitted landfill
capacity even with mitigation incorporated.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new solid waste impacts or increase the severity of
solid waste impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be
necessary although the impact, related to the Mission Village development, would remain significant and
unavoidable, as disclosed in the Mission Village EIR.
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e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations related to
solid waste?

See response to Utilities and Service Systems impact d) above.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

None needed.

New Mitigation Measures:

None needed.

5.20 Wildfire

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced
Impact Required No New Impact Impact
If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would
the Project:
a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response [] [] X []
plan or emergency evacuation plan?
b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, [] [] X []

exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project
occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire
or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

¢) Require the installation or maintenance of associated [ | ] = ]
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency
water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may
exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or
ongoing impacts to the environment?

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, L] L] X []
including downslopes or downstream flooding or
landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope
instability, or drainage changes?

Discussion
a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir site, like the tank site described in the Mission Village EIR, is located within a
State Responsibility Area (SRA), wherein CalFire is the primary emergency response agency responsible
for fire suppression and prevention. The site is also located in a VHFHSZ as determined by Los Angeles
County in collaboration with CalFire. The proposed Project involves construction and operation of a
partially buried potable water storage reservoir, and would not require the closure of any traffic lanes during
construction. It would not increase foot or vehicle traffic in the area during long-term operation. Preliminary
design of the proposed Project includes an “Auto Tum” analysis which indicated that the 20-foot wide
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access road would allow a 32-foot fire truck to maneuver around the reservoir. In addition, the entrance to
the reservoir pad was determined to be large enough to satisfy the County’s hammer-head turnaround
requirement for longer fire trucks. Therefore, the Backcountry Reservoir would not substantially impair an
emergency response or emergency evacuation plan which is similar to a tank developed at the same site
described in the Mission Village EIR. Impacts would be less than significant.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station would be located approximately one-half mile from an SRA and a very
high fire hazard severity zone; the westernmost extent of the distribution pipelines would be located about
one-quarter mile from this zone (CalFire, 2019; City of Santa Clarita, N.d.a). As described in Section 5.17,
Transportation, construction of the Backcountry Pump Station would primarily occur within the pump
station site; with distribution pipeline construction occurring in Magic Mountain Parkway which may
require temporary lane closures. Any necessary closures would be conducted in accordance with the traffic
control plan (see MV 4.5-7 in Section 5.17), such that construction activities would not impede circulation.
All staging would be located at the Backcountry Pump Station site. The Backcountry Pump Station would
be designed with sufficient clear space to allow for vehicle access. The access road and other paved site
components would be designed in compliance with applicable fire codes to allow for emergency vehicle
access. Construction and operation of the Backcountry Pump Station would not substantially impair an
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan; impacts would be less than significant.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR found that with implementation of a construction traffic control plan during
construction, and with build-out of two new major arterial access roads with connections to local and state
highways, the Mission Village development would not impair implementation or physically interfere with
an adopted emergency response or evacuation plan.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new impairments to emergency response plans or
increase the severity of impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation
measures would be necessary because Backcountry Reservoir would be located on the same site and
operated for the same purpose as the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, and the Backcountry Pump
Station would have a less than significant impact. There would be no new impact.

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project
occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

Property damage and public safety risks associated with wildfire are greatest where homes and other
structures are located adjacent to large open areas dominated by native vegetation. The Backcountry
Reservoir would include construction and operation of a partially buried steel and concrete potable water
storage reservoir on an existing rough graded site, devoid of vegetation; this is the same site as the tank
described in the Mission Village EIR therefore wildfire risks would be the same. The developed site would
contain no habitable structures and minimal landscape vegetation. The absence of vegetation reduces the
risk of wildfire spread. During construction, the contractor would be required to implement mitigation
measures (MV 4.-3 and MV 4.12-5) to help reduce the risk of wildlife (including spark arrestors on all
equipment, fire watch during welding activities, designating smoking and no-smoking areas). With
implementation of mitigation measures, the reservoir would have a less than significant impact on the
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potential to exacerbate wildfire risks, as these measures combined with the absence of vegetation on the
site would ensure that there is virtually no opportunity for ignition of vegetation. In fact, the Backcountry
Reservoir would provide an additional and reliable water source in the area that could be used by fire
protection services if needed to help prevent the uncontrollable spread of wildfire.

Backcountry Pump Station

As discussed above for Backcountry Reservoir, the Backcountry Pump Station (including V-9 Turnout
Facility and distribution pipelines) would have no habitable structures, and only minimal landscaping
vegetation would be present, if any. The contractor would implement applicable mitigation measures (MV
4.-3 and MV 4.12-5) during construction to reduce the risk of wildfire (including spark arrestors on all
equipment, fire watch during welding activities, designating smoking and no-smoking areas). Operation of
the Backcountry Pump Station would not include activities that could exacerbate wildfire risks. With the
implementation of mitigation measures, the Backcountry Pump Station would have a less than significant
impact in terms of exacerbating wildfire risks.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR includes mitigation measures to be implemented during construction to reduce
wildfire risk from construction activities. The EIR also includes a requirement to prepare, and submit for
approval by Los Angeles County Fire Department, a Wildfire Fuel Modification Plan for the Mission
Village development that would reduce risk and spread of wildfire in the development area. Impacts were
determined to be less than significant with implementation of mitigation measures including the Wildfire
Fuel Modification Plan.

Conclusion: The proposed Project would not result in new wildfire risk impacts or increase the severity of
impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR because Backcountry Reservoir would be located on the same
site as the tank described in the Mission Village EIR so wildfire risks would be the same, and the
Backcountry Pump Station would not create additional wildfire risk. No additional mitigation measures
would be necessary.

¢) Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks,
emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result
in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

The Backcountry Reservoir site, which is the same water tank site identified in the Mission Village EIR, is
not adjacent to a designated Open Area or High Country Special Management Area of the Newhall Ranch
Specific Plan, and therefore not subject to fuel modification zone requirements, although the site is located
in a VHFHSZ as designated by Cal Fire and Los Angeles County. The proposed Project involves
construction and operation of a partially-buried concrete and steel water storage reservoir, 20-foot wide
access road, and associated piping and electrical control equipment on a 1-acre graded site, devoid of
vegetation. Electrical power supply to the site would be below ground. The Backcountry Reservoir, like the
tank described in the Mission Village EIR, would not require the installation or maintenance of associated
infrastructure that may exacerbate fire risk or result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment.
Reservoir O&M activities would include inspection, water quality testing and cleaning which would not
exacerbate fire risk. During construction of the Backcountry Reservoir, the contractor would be required to
implement mitigation measures to help reduce the risk of wildlife. With implementation of mitigation
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measures, combined with the absence of vegetation on the site there would be virtually no opportunity for
ignition of vegetation and the Backcountry Reservoir would have a less than significant impact on the
potential to exacerbate wildfire risks.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station and distribution pipelines would function to supply water to the
Backcountry Reservoir and zones in SCV Water’s current service area; they would not require the
installation or maintenance of additional associated infrastructure that could exacerbate fire risk. Operation
of the Backcountry Pump Station would include inspection, maintenance visits, and water quality sampling,
which would not increase fire risk. With the implementation of mitigation measures (e.g., building code
compliance and proper clearance for vegetation), the Backcountry Pump Station would have a less than
significant impact.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR includes mitigation measures to be implemented during construction to reduce
wildfire risk from construction activities. The EIR also includes a requirement to prepare and submit a
detailed Wildfire Fuel Modification Plan for the Mission Village development, for approval by the Los
Angeles County Fire Department, that would reduce risk and spread of wildfire in the project area. Impacts
were determined to be less than significant with implementation of mitigation measures including
implementation of the Wildfire Fuel Modification Plan.

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir would not result in new wildfire risks or increase the severity of
wildlife risks because it is located on the same tank site as described in the Mission Village EIR so wildfire
risks would be the same, and the Backcountry Pump Station would not create additional wildfire risk. No
additional mitigation measures would be necessary.

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslopes or downstream flooding or
landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir

Property damage and public safety risks associated with wildfire are greatest where structures are located
adjacent to large open areas dominated by native vegetation. The proposed Project includes construction
and operation of a partially buried steel and concrete potable water reservoir on an approximate l-acre
graded site, currently devoid of vegetation, and built upon compacted artificial fill slopes with minimal risk
of slope failure. The reservoir would contain no habitable structures and minimal or no landscape vegetation
when developed. The site would drain to concrete slope ditches and conveyed to the local storm drain
system. The Backcountry Reservoir, like the tank described in the Mission Village EIR, would not be
expected to pose a significant risk to people or structures as a result of runoff, post fire slope instability or
drainage changes. With implementation of mitigation measures, impacts would be less than significant.

Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Pump Station would help convey water to the Backcountry Reservoir and Zone I and
Zone ITA-N within SCV Water’s existing service area. The Backcountry Pump Station would contain no
habitable structures, and minimal landscaping vegetation would be planted at the site, if any. Site runoff
would drain to the existing the local storm drain system. The Backcountry Pump Station site is currently
paved and impervious; therefore, the Backcountry Pump Station would not induce additional runoff or alter
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site drainage such that people or structures would be exposed to flooding or landslides. The Backcountry
Pump Station would not be expected to pose a significant risk to people or structures as a result of runoff,
post fire slope instability or drainage changes. Impacts would be less than significant with implementation
of mitigation measures.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village EIR did not specifically address this new (2018) CEQA checklist question. But the
EIR did include provisions for reducing wildfire risks and post-wildfire risks through preparation and
implementation of a Wildfire Fuel Modification Zone Plan to reduce the risk and spread of wildfire in the
development area. Impacts were determined to be less than significant with implementation of mitigation
measures including the Wildfire Fuel Modification Plan.

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir would not result in new wildfire risk impacts or increase the
severity of impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be
necessary because it would be located on the same site as the tank described in the Mission Village EIR.
The Backcountry Pump Station would have a less-than-significant impact and would not require additional
mitigation measures. Therefore, the proposed Project would have no new impact.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

See SP 4.18-3 and SCV Water Implementation Action SP 4.18-3 under Section 5.9, Hazards and
Hazardous Materials.

See MV 4.12-5 and SCV Water Implementation Action SP 4.12-5 under Section 5.9, Hazards and
Hazardous Materials.

New Mitigation Measures:

None needed.

5.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance

New Potentially New
Significant Mitigation No Impact/  Reduced
Impact Required No New Impact Impact
a) Does the Project have the potential to substantially L] ] X ]
degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate
a plant or animal community, substantially reduce
the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory?
b) Does the Project have impacts that are individually ] ] X ]

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)?

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

Discussion

a) Does the Project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population
to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community,
substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir and Backcountry Pump Station

The Backcountry Reservoir is the construction and operation of a 7.9-MG partially buried, concrete and
steel potable water reservoir and access road on a 1-acre site. The Backcountry Reservoir site was initially
evaluated for biological and cultural resources as part of the Mission Village EIR, but has since been rough
graded and is located entirely on artificial fill, devoid of vegetation. The site contains no habitat to support
rare or endangered plant or animal species. No native soil would be disturbed as a result of reservoir
construction, so no pre-historic resources would be expected to be discovered during grading required for
the Backcountry Reservoir. As with the Backcountry Reservoir, the Backcountry Pump Station was
evaluated for biological and cultural resources and does not contain habitat that would support rare or
endangered plant or animal species. Cultural resources are not anticipated to occur at the Backcountry Pump
Station site or footprint of the distribution pipelines. With implementation of mitigation measures noted
throughout this document, construction and operation of the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station
Project would not have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment, reduce wildlife
habitat, result in adverse impacts to wildlife populations and communities, or eliminate important examples
of major periods of California history or pre-history.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village development would have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the
environment from significant unavoidable impacts to biological resources (cumulative loss of coastal scrub
habitat), visual qualities, air quality, solid and hazardous waste generation, and agricultural resources (loss
of prime agricultural land and cumulative conversion of prime agricultural land to non-agricultural uses),
as identified in the Mission Village EIR.

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would not result in an increase in the
degradation of environmental resources or increase the severity of degradation identified in the Mission
Village EIR. No additional mitigation measures would be necessary because the Backcountry Reservoir
would be located on the same site and operated for the same purpose as the tank identified in the Mission
Village EIR, and the Backcountry Pump Station would not increase impacts as compared to the Reservoir,
although the impact, related to the Mission Village development, would remain significant and unavoidable,
as disclosed in the Mission Village EIR.
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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)?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station

In addition to the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project, SCV Water has long term plans for
emergency storage projects consisting of pipelines and storage tanks that would be located in the five
emergency storage zones in SCV Water’s 195 square mile service area. The projects would be built-out
over an approximate 30-year period 2022 through 2050), and could potentially include the Southern Service
Area Reservoir, Sand Canyon Reservoir, Castaic Conduit Parallel Pipeline, Southern Service Pipeline,
Southern Service Area Pump Station, Earthquake Hose Pipeline Bypass, and Emergency Earthquake
Pipeline Stockpile, Earl Schmidt Reservoir and the Rio Vista Reservoir as discussed in the 2017 E&O
Study. However, these projects are still being studied, and future design and construction is subject to long-
term funding availability.

Air quality impacts of the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project were evaluated against
thresholds designed to gauge an individual project’s cumulative impacts and were determined to be less
than significant. All other environmental resource impacts were also identified as having less than
significant impacts. The incremental impact of the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project, which
is relatively small in scale, together with impacts of the other longer-term related SCV Water emergency
storage projects located in the five emergency storage zones would be considered less than significant. This
is due in part to the fact that the projects would be constructed in widely varying locations, and thus would
not affect the same environmental resources and the extended timeframe for development of the projects
(e.g., the projects would not occur concurrently with Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project; they
would be built out over a period of 30 years and construction impacts would thus not occur at the same
time). Many of the potential short-term construction related impacts such as traffic, noise, hazards,
hydrology, aesthetics, would occur in individual localized areas within a discrete period of time, and
potential for overlapping cumulative impacts among individual projects together with the Backcountry
Reservoir and Pump Station Project is minor. Additionally, the related projects would be required to comply
with the same or similar regulations and mitigation measures that would reduce the construction-related
impacts and other potential impacts such as loss of habitat, cultural resource impacts and greenhouse gas
emissions. Therefore, implementation of the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project along with
future related projects would not be expected to result in cumulatively considerable significant impacts.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village project would have significant and unavoidable impacts after mitigation that are
cumulatively considerable for biological resources (cumulative loss of coastal scrub habitat), visual
qualities, air quality, solid and hazardous waste generation, and agricultural resources (loss of prime
agricultural land and cumulative conversion of prime agricultural land to non-agricultural uses), as
indicated in the Mission Village EIR.

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would not result in an increase in
cumulatively considerable impacts or increase the severity of these impacts identified in the Mission Village
EIR, and no additional mitigation measures would be necessary, although the impact, related to the Mission
Village development, would remain significant and unavoidable, as disclosed in the Mission Village EIR.
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¢) Does the Project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly?

No New Impact.

Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station

This environmental evaluation found that the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would pose
no impact, less than significant impacts or less than significant impacts with implementation of mitigation
measures. Consequently, the proposed Project would not result in any environmental effects that would
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings directly or indirectly.

Mission Village EIR Findings

The Mission Village project would have significant and unavoidable impacts after mitigation that would
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly, related to air quality and
visual qualities

Conclusion: The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would not result in an increase in adverse
effects on human beings or increase the severity of such impacts identified in the Mission Village EIR, and
no additional mitigation measures would be necessary, although the impact, related to the Mission Village
development, would remain significant and unavoidable, as disclosed in the Mission Village EIR.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from Mission Village EIR and Newhall Ranch Program EIR:

As noted in earlier sections of this document, applicable mitigation measures from the Mission Village EIR
and Newhall Ranch Specific Plan Program EIR that would reduce proposed Project impacts to less than
significant through SCV Water Implementation Actions include:

Aesthetics: SP 4.7-1

Air Quality: SP 4.10-7

Biological Resources: SP 4.6-35, SP 4.6-56 ,MV 4.3-5, MV 4.3-7, MV 4.3-15, and MV 4.3-52
Cultural Resources: SP 4.3-3 and MV 4.20-1

Geology and Soils: SP 4.3-4, MV 4.1-3, MV 4.1-6, MV 4.1-48, MV 4.1-66, and MV 4.20-1
Greenhouse Gas Emissions: SP 4.10-7

Hazards and Hazardous Materials: SP 4.18-3 and MV 4.12-5

Hydrology and Water Quality: MV 4.2-8

Noise: SP 4.9-1 and MV 4.6-1

Transportation: MV 4.5-7

Tribal Cultural Resources: SP 4.3-3 and MV 4.20-1

Wildfire: SP 4.18-3 and MV 4.12-5

New Mitieation Measures.:

None needed.
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Modeling Analysis of Air Quality

The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project (including the V-9 Turnout Facility and distribution
pipelines) would result in emissions of criteria pollutants' during construction. Emissions of construction
air pollutant emissions were estimated using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod)
version 2022.1. Because the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station are located at different sites, they
were modeled in separate instances in CalEEMod. The maximum daily emissions for each component (i.e.,
reservoir and pump station) were then added to provide an overall estimate of total Project emissions.
Information about the proposed Project, including construction schedule and duration, construction
equipment, vehicle trips, material export, and construction best management practices, were obtained from
the Project Description of the Environmental Evaluation. Any information necessary to complete the
modeling that was not provided in the Project Description was based on CalEEMod model default values
(e.g., worker trip length, vehicle emissions factors). The proposed Project’s construction air pollutant
emissions were compared to the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s (SCAQMD) significance
thresholds (SCAQMD, 2019) to determine the proposed Project’s impact under CEQA. The results of the
emissions modeling are presented in the following table.

Table 1: Construction Mass Daily Emissions (Ibs/day)

Backcountry
Pump Station SCAQMD
Pollutant | Backecountry | = = 4 v.9 Proposed Significance 2
Reservoir Project Total Threshold?
Turnout Threshold
Facility
NOx 7 16 23 100 No
VOC 3 8 11 75 No
PMio <1 3 4 150 No
PM2.s <1 2 2 55 No
CO 8 15 23 550 No
SOx <1 <1 <1 150 No

Emissions of operational air pollutants were also modeled using CalEEMod version 2022.1 and compared
to the SCAQMD operational significance thresholds. The proposed Project would result in emissions of
pollutants associated with operations and maintenance vehicle trips (mobile sources), and landscaping and
other ongoing maintenance activities at the site (area sources). The proposed Project would consume
electricity for lighting purposes. Criteria pollutant emissions from electricity are regulated at the power
plants through stationary source permitting with the US Environmental Protection Agency (US EPA) and
the California Air Resources Board (CARB). CalEEMod does not attribute criteria pollutant emissions from
electricity use to individual projects. The results of the emissions modeling are presented in the following
table.

! Criteria pollutants, as defined by the US EPA, include nitrogen oxides (NOx); photochemical oxidants, including
ozone, of which volatile organic compounds (VOC) are a precursor; respirable Particulate Matter (PMo), fine
particulate matter (PM, s), carbon monoxide (CO), and sulfur oxides (SOx).
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Table 2: Operational Mass Daily Emissions (Ibs/day)
Backcountry
Pump Station SCAQMD
Backcountry y Proposed s Exceeds
e ttent Reservoir Cliy Project Total S HiEee Threshold?
Turnout Threshold
Facility
NOx <1 <1 <1 55 No
VOC 1 <1 2 55 No
PMio <1 <1 <1 150 No
PM2.s <1 <1 <1 55 No
CO 2 <1 2 550 No
SOx <1 <1 <1 150 No

Overall, emissions of criteria air pollutants from both construction and operations would be less than the
SCAQMD significance thresholds. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation
would be required.

Modeling Analysis of Greenhouse Gas Emissions

The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would result in emissions of Greenhouse Gases
(GHG) during both construction and operation. GHG emissions were estimated using the California
Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) version 2022.1. The results are presented in terms of metric tons
of carbon dioxide equivalent (MT CO.e), which is a unit of measurement that encompasses the primary
anthropogenic greenhouse gases Carbon Dioxide (CO.), Methane (CHs), and Nitrous Oxide (N:O).
Construction information about the proposed Project, including the construction schedule and duration,
construction equipment, vehicle trips, material export, and construction best management practices, were
obtained from the Project Description of the Environmental Evaluation. Operational information about the
proposed Project, including operations and maintenance trips, energy consumption, were also obtained from
the Project Description. Any information necessary to complete the modeling that was not provided in the
Project Description was based on CalEEMod model default values (e.g., worker trip length, vehicle
emissions factors). The proposed Project’s construction and operations GHG emissions are presented in the
following table. Per SCAQMD guidance (SCAQMD, 2008), construction emissions are amortized over the
life of the proposed Project, defined as 30 years, and added to the operational emissions.

Table 3: Annual Greenhouse Gas Emissions (MT CO-e/year)

Backcountry Backcountry Proposed
Source Reservoir Total Pump Station Project Total
Annual GHG  |Total Annual GHG | Annual GHG
Construction — 2024 64 107 171
Construction — 2025 189 173 362
Total Annual Operational GHG 2 143 145
30-year amortized construction emissions 8 9 18
AnnuaI_GHG |_ncl_ud|ng 30-year amortized 11 152 163
construction emissions
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Modeling Analysis of Air Quality

The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project (including the V-9 Turnout Facility and distribution
pipelines) would result in emissions of criteria pollutants' during construction. Emissions of construction
air pollutant emissions were estimated using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod)
version 2022.1. Because the Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station are located at different sites, they
were modeled in separate instances in CalEEMod. The maximum daily emissions for each component (i.e.,
reservoir and pump station) were then added to provide an overall estimate of total Project emissions.
Information about the proposed Project, including construction schedule and duration, construction
equipment, vehicle trips, material export, and construction best management practices, were obtained from
the Project Description of the Environmental Evaluation. Any information necessary to complete the
modeling that was not provided in the Project Description was based on CalEEMod model default values
(e.g., worker trip length, vehicle emissions factors). The proposed Project’s construction air pollutant
emissions were compared to the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s (SCAQMD) significance
thresholds (SCAQMD, 2019) to determine the proposed Project’s impact under CEQA. The results of the
emissions modeling are presented in the following table.

Table 1: Construction Mass Daily Emissions (Ibs/day)

Backcountry
Pump Station SCAQMD
Pollutant Backcoun_t ry and V-9 Pr_oposed Significance 2T
Reservoir Project Total Threshold?
Turnout Threshold
Facility
NOx 7 16 23 100 No
VOC 3 8 11 75 No
PM1o <1 3 4 150 No
PM:zs <1 2 2 55 No
CO 8 15 23 550 No
SOx <1 <1 <1 150 No

Emissions of operational air pollutants were also modeled using CalEEMod version 2022.1 and compared
to the SCAQMD operational significance thresholds. The proposed Project would result in emissions of
pollutants associated with operations and maintenance vehicle trips (mobile sources), and landscaping and
other ongoing maintenance activities at the site (area sources). The proposed Project would consume
electricity for lighting purposes. Criteria pollutant emissions from electricity are regulated at the power
plants through stationary source permitting with the US Environmental Protection Agency (US EPA) and
the California Air Resources Board (CARB). CalEEMod does not attribute criteria pollutant emissions from
electricity use to individual projects. The results of the emissions modeling are presented in the following
table.

! Criteria pollutants, as defined by the US EPA, include nitrogen oxides (NOx); photochemical oxidants, including
ozone, of which volatile organic compounds (VOC) are a precursor; respirable Particulate Matter (PM), fine
particulate matter (PMa.s), carbon monoxide (CO), and sulfur oxides (SOx).
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Table 2: Operational Mass Daily Emissions (Ibs/day)
Backcountry
Pump Station SCAQMD
polutant | Backeouty | Manave ™ | Fromesed | signifcance | (Bxcesce,
Turnout ) Threshold :
Facility
NOx <1 <1 <1 55 No
voC 1 <1 2 55 No
PMio <1 <1 <1 150 No
PM2.s <1 <1 <1 55 No
CO 2 <1 2 550 No
SOx <1 <1 <1 150 No

Overall, emissions of criteria air pollutants from both construction and operations would be less than the
SCAQMD significance thresholds. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation
would be required.

Modeling Analysis of Greenhouse Gas Emissions

The Backcountry Reservoir and Pump Station Project would result in emissions of Greenhouse Gases
(GHG) during both construction and operation. GHG emissions were estimated using the California
Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) version 2022.1. The results are presented in terms of metric tons
of carbon dioxide equivalent (MT COae), which is a unit of measurement that encompasses the primary
anthropogenic greenhouse gases Carbon Dioxide (CO.), Methane (CHs), and Nitrous Oxide (N:O).
Construction information about the proposed Project, including the construction schedule and duration,
construction equipment, vehicle trips, material export, and construction best management practices, were
obtained from the Project Description of the Environmental Evaluation. Operational information about the
proposed Project, including operations and maintenance trips, energy consumption, were also obtained from
the Project Description. Any information necessary to complete the modeling that was not provided in the
Project Description was based on CalEEMod model default values (e.g., worker trip length, vehicle
emissions factors). The proposed Project’s construction and operations GHG emissions are presented in the
following table. Per SCAQMD guidance (SCAQMD, 2008), construction emissions are amortized over the
life of the proposed Project, defined as 30 years, and added to the operational emissions.

Table 3: Annual Greenhouse Gas Emissions (MT COzelyear)

Backcountry Backcountry Proposed
Source Reservoir Total Pump Station Project Total
Annual GHG Total Annual GHG | Annual GHG
Construction — 2024 64 107 171
Construction — 2025 189 173 362
Total Annual Operational GHG 2 143 145
30-year amortized construction emissions 8 9 18
AnnuaI.GHG |.ncllud|ng 30-year amortized 1 152 163
construction emissions
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1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Basic Project Information

Project Name SCV Water Backcountry Reservoir
Lead Agency Santa Clarita Valley Water District
Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defaults County

Windspeed (m/s) 2.50

Precipitation (days) 16.0

Location 34.41320226884845, -118.60786516203589
County Los Angeles-South Coast

City Unincorporated

Air District South Coast AQMD

Air Basin South Coast

TAZ 3615

EDFzZ 7

Electric Utility Southern California Edison

Gas Utility Southern California Gas

1.2. Land Use Types

Land Use Subtype Size Unit Lot Acreage Building Area (sq ft) Landscape Area (sq |Special Landscape |Population Description
Area (sq ft)
0.00

Refrigerated 1000sqft 48,000
Warehouse-No Ralil
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1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector

No measures selected

2. Emissions Summary

2.1. Construction Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

unmit. 0.96 2.57 6.71 7.81 0.02 0.24 0.39 0.55 0.21 0.08 0.27 — 1,853 1,853 0.11 0.12 1.85 1,875

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

unmit. 1.01 2.61 7.15 7.81 0.02 0.26 0.39 0.55 0.24 0.08 0.30 — 1,854 1,854 0.11 0.12 0.05 1,876

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily
(Max)

unmit. 0.59 1.54 4.13 4.77 0.01 0.15 0.14 0.28 0.13 0.03 0.17 — 1,127 1,127 0.05 0.04 0.38 1,141

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _
(Max)

Unmit. 0.11 0.28 0.75 0.87 <0.005 0.03 0.02 0.05 0.02 0.01 0.03 — 187 187 0.01 0.01 0.06 189

Exceeds — — — — — — — — — — — - _ — _ _ _ _
(Daily
Max)

Threshol — 75.0 100 550 150 — — 150 — — 55.0 — — — — — — —
d

Unmit. — No No No No — — No — — No — — — — — — —

Exceeds — — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _ _
(Average
Daily)
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Threshol — 75.0 100 550 150 — — 150 — — 55.0 — — — — — — —
Unmit. — No No No No — — No — — No — — — — — — _

Exceeds — — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _ _
(Annual)

Threshol — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _ _ _
d

Unmit. — — — — Yes — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2.2. Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily - —

Summer

(Max)

2024 0.62 0.46 4.97 5.61 0.01 0.16 0.39 0.55 0.15 0.08 0.23 — 1,404 1,404 0.11 0.12 1.85 1,444
2025 0.96 2.57 6.71 7.81 0.02 0.24 0.22 0.46 0.21 0.06 0.27 — 1,853 1,853 0.08 0.06 1.46 1,875
Daily - — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

2024 1.01 2.61 7.15 7.81 0.02 0.26 0.39 0.55 0.24 0.08 0.30 — 1,854 1,854 0.11 0.12 0.05 1,876
2025 0.96 2.57 6.73 7.70 0.02 0.24 0.22 0.46 0.21 0.06 0.27 — 1,846 1,846 0.08 0.06 0.04 1,867
Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

2024 0.18 0.30 1.40 1.54 <0.005 0.05 0.08 0.13 0.04 0.02 0.06 — 378 378 0.02 0.02 0.18 386
2025 0.59 1.54 4.13 4.77 0.01 0.15 0.14 0.28 0.13 0.03 0.17 — 1,127 1,127 0.05 0.04 0.38 1,141
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
2024 0.03 0.06 0.26 0.28 <0.005 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 <0.005 0.01 — 62.6 62.6 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 63.9
2025 0.11 0.28 0.75 0.87 <0.005 0.03 0.02 0.05 0.02 0.01 0.03 — 187 187 0.01 0.01 0.06 189
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2.4. Operations Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Unmit. 0.37 1.49 0.02 211 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 19.2 19.2 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 19.6

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

unmit. <0.005 1.15 <0.005 0.03 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 10.3 10.3 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 104

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _
Daily
(Max)

Unmit. 0.26 1.39 0.01 1.45 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 14.3 14.3 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 14.6

Annual — — — — — — — — — —_ — — _ _ _ _ _ _
(Max)

unmit. 0.05 0.25 <0.005 0.26 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 2.37 2.37 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 241

Exceeds — — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _ _
(Daily
Max)

Threshol — 55.0 55.0 550 150 — — 150 — — 55.0 — — — — — — —
d

Unmit. — No No No No — — No — — No — — — — — — —

Exceeds — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _
(Average
Daily)

Threshol — 55.0 55.0 550 150 — — 150 — — 55.0 — — — — — — —
d

Unmit. — No No No No — — No — — No — — — — — — —
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2.5. Operations Emissions by Sector, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily,

Summer

(Max)

Mobile  <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 7.15 7.15 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 7.26
Area 0.37 1.49 0.02 2.09 <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 — 8.58 8.58 <0.005 <0.005 — 8.84
Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 3.46 3.46 <0.005 <0.005 — 3.48
Water — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Waste — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Total 0.37 1.49 0.02 211 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 19.2 19.2 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 19.6
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

Mobile  <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 6.85 6.85 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 6.94
Area — 1.15 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 3.46 3.46 <0.005 <0.005 — 3.48
Water — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Waste — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Total <0.005 1.15 <0.005 0.03 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 10.3 10.3 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 104
Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Mobile  <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 4.95 4.95 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 5.02
Area 0.25 1.38 0.01 1.43 <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 — 5.88 5.88 <0.005 <0.005 — 6.05
Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 3.46 3.46 <0.005 <0.005 — 3.48
Water — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Waste — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Total 0.26 1.39 0.01 1.45 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 < 01%(‘)‘5 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 14.3 14.3 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 14.6
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Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.82 0.82 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.83
Area 0.05 0.25 <0.005 0.26 <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 — 0.97 0.97 <0.005 <0.005 — 1.00
Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.57 0.57 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.58
Water — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Waste — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Total 0.05 0.25 <0.005 0.26 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 2.37 2.37 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 241

3. Construction Emissions Details

3.1. Grading (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 0.43 0.36 3.20 3.82 0.01 0.15 — 0.15 0.14 — 0.14 — 578 578 0.02 <0.005 — 580
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 0.12 0.12 — 0.01 0.01 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 0.43 0.36 3.20 3.82 0.01 0.15 — 0.15 0.14 — 0.14 — 578 578 0.02 <0.005 — 580
Equipment
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Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite 0.00
truck

Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.06
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite 0.00
truck

Annual —

Off-Road 0.01
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite 0.00
truck

Offsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.05
Vendor 0.00
Hauling 0.14

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

0.00

0.05

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.04
0.00

0.06

0.00

0.48

0.00

0.09

0.00

0.05
0.00

1.72

0.00

0.58

0.00

0.11

0.00

0.75
0.00

1.03

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.01

0.00

0.02

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.01

0.12

0.00

0.02

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.04

0.12

0.00

0.02

0.02

0.00

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.05

0.00

0.02

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.01
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0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.01
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0.01

0.00

0.02

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.02

0.00

87.1

0.00

14.4

0.00

141
0.00
684

0.00

87.1

0.00

14.4

0.00

141
0.00
684

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.00

0.08

0.00

<0.005

0.00

<0.005

0.00

< 0.005
0.00

0.11

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.56
0.00

1.29

0.00

87.4

0.00

14.5

0.00

143
0.00
721
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Worker  0.05 0.04 0.06 0.64 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 134 134 0.01 <0.005 0.01 135
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.14 0.05 1.79 1.05 0.01 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.01 0.01 0.02 — 687 687 0.08 0.11 0.03 722
Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Worker  0.01 0.01 0.01 0.10 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 20.5 20.5 <0.005 <0.005 0.04 20.7
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.02 0.01 0.27 0.16 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 103 103 0.01 0.02 0.08 109
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 3.39 3.39 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 3.43
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling <0.005 <0.005 0.05 0.03 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 171 17.1 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 18.0

3.3. Building Construction (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Summer
(Max)

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 0.77 0.64 5.75 5.82 0.01 0.23 — 0.23 0.21 — 0.21 — 1,232 1,232 0.05 0.01 — 1,236
Equipment

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily
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Off-Road 0.07
Equipment

Onsite 0.00
truck

Annual —

Off-Road 0.01
Equipment

Onsite 0.00
truck

Offsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Worker  0.05
Vendor 0.03
Hauling 0.00

Average —
Daily

Worker < 0.005

Vendor < 0.005

Hauling 0.00

Annual —

Worker < 0.005

Vendor < 0.005

Hauling 0.00

0.06

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.04
0.01
0.00

< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

0.52

0.00

0.09

0.00

0.06
0.43
0.00

0.01
0.04
0.00
< 0.005
0.01
0.00

0.52

0.00

0.10

0.00

0.64
0.21
0.00

0.06
0.02
0.00
0.01
< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00
0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.02

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00
0.00
< 0.005
0.00

3.5. Building Construction (2025) - Unmitigated

0.00

0.01
0.02
0.00

< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

0.02

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.02
0.00

< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

0.02

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00

< 0.005
0.00
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0.00

0.00
0.01
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00
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0.02

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.01
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

111

0.00

18.4

0.00

134
355
0.00

12.2
32.0
0.00

2.02
5.29
0.00

111

0.00

18.4

0.00

134
355
0.00

12.2
32.0
0.00

2.02
5.29
0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.01
0.00

< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

<0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005
0.05
0.00

< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

0.00

0.01
0.02
0.00

0.02
0.04
0.00

< 0.005
0.01
0.00

111

0.00

18.4

0.00

135
370
0.00

12.4
33.3
0.00

2.05
5.52
0.00



SCV Water Backcountry Reservoir Detailed Report, 8/30/2022

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 0.73 0.61 5.39 5.78 0.01 0.20 — 0.20 0.19 — 0.19 — 1,232 1,232 0.05 0.01 — 1,236
Equipment

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 0.73 0.61 5.39 5.78 0.01 0.20 — 0.20 0.19 — 0.19 — 1,232 1,232 0.05 0.01 — 1,236
Equipment

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Daily

Off-Road 0.43 0.36 3.20 3.44 0.01 0.12 — 0.12 0.11 — 0.11 — 733 733 0.03 0.01 — 735
Equipment

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Annual — — —_ — — — — — — — _ _ — _ _ _ _ _

Off-Road 0.08 0.07 0.58 0.63 <0.005 0.02 — 0.02 0.02 — 0.02 — 121 121 <0.005 <0.0056 — 122
Equipment

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ — _ _ _ _

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.05 0.04 0.04 0.70 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 138 138 0.01 <0.005 051 140
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Vendor  0.03
Hauling 0.00
Daily, —
Winter

(Max)

Worker  0.05
Vendor  0.02
Hauling 0.00
Average —
Daily

Worker  0.03
Vendor 0.01
Hauling 0.00
Annual —
Worker  0.01

Vendor < 0.005

Hauling 0.00

3.7. Paving (2025) - Unmitigated

0.01
0.00

0.04
0.01

0.00

0.03
0.01
0.00
< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

0.40
0.00

0.05
0.41

0.00

0.03
0.25
0.00
0.01
0.05
0.00

0.19
0.00

0.59
0.20

0.00

0.37
0.12
0.00
0.07
0.02
0.00

< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005

0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005

0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.02
0.00

0.01
0.02

0.00

< 0.005
0.01
0.00

< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

0.02
0.00

0.01
0.02

0.00

< 0.005
0.01
0.00
< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00
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<0.005 0.01 0.01 — 349 349 0.01 0.05 0.96 365
0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 — 131 131 0.01 <0.005 0.01 133
<0.005 0.01 0.01 — 349 349 0.01 0.05 0.02 364
0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 — 79.1 79.1 <0.005 <0.005 0.13 80.2
<0.005 <0.005 0.01 — 208 208 0.01 0.03 0.25 217
0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 — 13.1 13.1 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 13.3
<0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 34.4 34.4 <0.005 <0.005 0.04 35.9
0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 0.59
Equipment

0.49

4.34

5.62

0.01

0.21

0.21

0.19 — 0.19 — 867 867 0.04 0.01 — 870
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Paving — 0.00 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ —
Daily

Off-Road 0.02 0.01 0.12 0.15 <0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 23.8 23.8 <0.005 <0.005 — 23.8
Equipment

Paving — 0.00 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _ _

Off-Road <0.005 <0.005 0.02 0.03 <0.005 <0.006 — <0.005 <0.006 — <0.005 — 3.93 3.93 <0.005 <0.005 — 3.95
Equipment

Paving — 0.00 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ —
Summer
(Max)

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ —
Winter
(Max)

Worker  0.05 0.04 0.05 0.59 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 131 131 0.01 <0.005 0.01 133
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 0.04 0.02 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 317 317 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 331
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 3.64 3.64 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 3.69
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.87 0.87 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 091
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — 201
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Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.60 0.60 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.61
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.14 0.14 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.15
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.9. Architectural Coating (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Daily,  — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 0.17 0.14 0.91 1.15 <0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 — 0.03 — 134 134 0.01 <0.005 — 134
Equipment

Architect — 1.78 — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Daily

Off-Road 0.01 0.01 0.08 0.10 <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 — 12.0 12.0 <0.005 <0.005 — 12.1
Equipment

Architect — 0.16 — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _ _
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Off-Road < 0.005

Equipment

Architect
ural
Coatings

Onsite
truck

Offsite

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

Worker
Vendor
Hauling

Average
Daily

Worker
Vendor
Hauling
Annual

Worker
Vendor

Hauling

3.11. Architectural Coating (2025) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

< 0.005

0.03

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.01

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.02

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
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< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

1.99

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

1.99

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

<0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

2.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
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Onsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 0.15
Equipment

Architect —
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00
truck

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 0.15
Equipment

Architect —
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00
truck

Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.09
Equipment

Architect —
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00
truck

Annual —

Off-Road 0.02
Equipment

0.13

1.78

0.00

0.13

1.78

0.00

0.08

1.06

0.00

0.01

0.88

0.00

0.88

0.00

0.52

0.00

0.10

1.14

0.00

1.14

0.00

0.68

0.00

0.12

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.03

0.00

0.03

0.00

0.02

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.03

0.00

0.03

0.00

0.02

0.00

< 0.005

0.03 —

0.00 0.00

0.03 —

0.00 0.00

0.02 —

0.00 0.00

<0.005 —
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0.03

0.00

0.03

0.00

0.02

0.00

< 0.005

134

0.00

134

0.00

79.4

0.00

13.2

134

0.00

134

0.00

79.4

0.00

13.2

0.01

0.00

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00

0.00

134

0.00

134

0.00

79.7

0.00

13.2
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Architect — 0.19 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
ural

Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Summer

(Max)

Worker  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

Worker  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Worker  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Worker  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

4. Operations Emissions Details
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4.1. Mobile Emissions by Land Use
4.1.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Refrigera <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.0056 — 7.15 7.15 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 7.26
ted

Warehou

se-No

Ralil

Total <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 7.15 7.15 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 7.26

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _
Winter
(Max)

Refrigera <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.0056 — 6.85 6.85 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 6.94
ted

Warehou

se-No

Rail

Total <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.0056 — 6.85 6.85 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 6.94
Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Refrigera <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.82 0.82 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.83
ted

Warehou

se-No

Ralil

Total <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.82 0.82 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.83
4.2. Energy
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4.2.1. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Refrigera — — — — — — — — — — — — 3.46 3.46 <0.005 <0.005 — 3.48
ted

Warehou

se-No

Ralil

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — 3.46 3.46 <0.005 <0.005 — 3.48

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Winter
(Max)

Refrigera — — — — — — — — — — — — 3.46 3.46 <0.005 <0.005 — 3.48
ted

Warehou

se-No

Rail

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — 3.46 3.46 <0.005 <0.005 — 3.48
Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Refrigera — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.57 0.57 <0.005 <0.0056 — 0.58
ted

Warehou

se-No

Ralil

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.57 0.57 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.58
4.2.3. Natural Gas Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated
Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
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.
Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Refrigera 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
ted

Warehou

se-No

Rail

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Refrigera 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
ted

Warehou

se-No

Rail

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _

Refrigera 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
ted

Warehou

se-No

Rail

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

4.3. Area Emissions by Source
4.3.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
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Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — -
Summer
(Max)

Architect — 1.90 — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Consum — 1.03 — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _
er
Products

Landsca 0.37 0.34 0.02 2.09 <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 — 8.58 8.58 <0.005 <0.005 — 8.84
pe

Equipme

nt

Total 0.37 3.27 0.02 2.09 <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 — 8.58 8.58 <0.005 <0.005 — 8.84

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Winter
(Max)

Architect — 3.68 — — — — — — — — — — i i — — _ _
ural
Coatings

Consum — 1.03 — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _
er
Products

Total — 4.71 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _ _

Architect — 0.24 — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ — _ _ —
ural
Coatings

Consum — 0.19 — — — — — — — — — _ _ — — _ _ _
er
Products

Landsca 0.05 0.04 <0.005 0.26 <0.005 <0.0056 — <0.005 <0.0056 — <0.005 — 0.97 0.97 <0.005 <0.005 — 1.00
pe

Equipme

nt

Total 0.05 0.48 <0.005 0.26 <0.005 <0.005 — < 0.005 <02%%5 — <0.005 — 0.97 0.97 <0.005 <0.005 — 1.00
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4.4. Water Emissions by Land Use
4.4.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

Refrigera — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
ted

Warehou

se-No

Ralil

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _
Winter
(Max)

Refrigera — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
ted

Warehou

se-No

Rail

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Refrigera — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
ted

Warehou

se-No

Ralil

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
4.5. Waste Emissions by Land Use

210
27146



SCV Water Backcountry Reservoir Detailed Report, 8/30/2022

4.5.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Refrigera — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
ted

Warehou

se-No

Ralil

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Winter
(Max)

Refrigera — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
ted

Warehou

se-No

Rail

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Refrigera — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
ted

Warehou

se-No

Ralil

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

4.6. Refrigerant Emissions by Land Use
4.6.1. Unmitigated
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Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _

Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.7. Offroad Emissions By Equipment Type
4.7.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Equipme PMlOE PM10D |[PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T CH4 N20 CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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4.8. Stationary Emissions By Equipment Type
4.8.1. Unmitigated
Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Equipme | TOG ROG IN[@) (0{0) SO2 PM10E |PM10D |(PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T CH4 N20 CO2e
nt
Type

Dalily, —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _

Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.9. User Defined Emissions By Equipment Type
4.9.1. Unmitigated
Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Equipme | TOG ROG IN[@) (0{0) S0O2 PM10E |PM10D |(PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T CH4 N20 CO2e
nt
Type

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)
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Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Annual — — — — — — — — — —_ _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type
4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

n

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — - _ _ _ _ _ _

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.2. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Daily,
Winter
(Max)

Total
Annual

Total
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4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

Avoided
Subtotal

Sequest
ered

Subtotal

Remove
d

Subtotal

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

Avoided
Subtotal

Sequest
ered

Subtotal
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Remove — — — —
d

Subtotal — — — —
Annual — — — —
Avoided — — — —
Subtotal — — — —

Sequest — — — —
ered

Subtotal — — — —

Remove — — — —
d

Subtotal — — — —

5. Activity Data

5.1. Construction Schedule

SCV Water Backcountry Reservoir Detailed Report, 8/30/2022

Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase Phase Description

Grading Grading

Building Construction Building Construction
Paving Paving

Architectural Coating Architectural Coating

5.2. Off-Road Equipment

5.2.1. Unmitigated

9/2/2024 11/15/2024 5.00
11/16/2024 10/31/2025 5.00
11/1/2025 11/14/2025 5.00
11/16/2024 10/31/2025 5.00

55.0

250 —
10.0 —
250 —
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Grading
Grading

Building Construction

Building Construction

Building Construction

Paving

Paving
Paving

Paving

Architectural Coating
Grading

Building Construction
Paving

Grading

Building Construction

Paving

Graders

Tractors/Loaders/Backh

oes

Cranes

Tractors/Loaders/Backh

oes

Welders

Tractors/Loaders/Backh

oes
Pavers
Rollers

Cement and Mortar
Mixers

Air Compressors
Excavators
Dumpers/Tenders
Dumpers/Tenders
Dumpers/Tenders

Cement and Mortar
Mixers

Graders

5.3. Construction Vehicles

5.3.1. Unmitigated

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel
Diesel

Diesel

Diesel
Diesel
Diesel
Diesel
Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average
Average

Average

Average
Average
Average
Average
Average

Average

Average

N [

Grading
Grading
Grading

Trip Type One-Way Trips per Day Miles per Trip Vehicle Mix

Worker

Vendor

10.0

1.00
1.00

1.00
1.00

1.00
1.00

1.00
1.00
1.00

1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00

1.00

217
34/46

SCV Water Backcountry Reservoir Detailed Report, 8/30/2022

18.5
10.2

4.00
4.00

6.00
6.00

8.00
8.00

4.00
4.00
8.00

6.00
8.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
8.00

4.00

148
84.0

367
84.0

46.0
84.0

81.0
36.0
10.0

37.0
36.0
16.0
16.0
16.0
10.0

148

0.41
0.37

0.29
0.37

0.45
0.37

0.42
0.38
0.56

0.48
0.38
0.38
0.38
0.38
0.56

0.41

LDA,LDT1,LDT2

HHDT,MHDT



Grading Hauling 79.5
Grading Onsite truck —

Building Construction — —

Building Construction Worker 10.0
Building Construction Vendor 11.0
Building Construction Hauling 0.00
Building Construction Onsite truck —
Paving — —
Paving Worker 10.0
Paving Vendor 1.00
Paving Hauling 0.00
Paving Onsite truck —

Architectural Coating — -

Architectural Coating Worker 0.00
Architectural Coating Vendor —
Architectural Coating Hauling 0.00
Architectural Coating Onsite truck —
5.4. Vehicles

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies

Control Strategies Applied PM10 Reduction PM2.5 Reduction

Water unpaved roads twice daily 55%
Limit vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to 25 mph 44%
Sweep paved roads once per month 9%

5.5. Architectural Coatings
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2.00

18.5
10.2
20.0

18.5
10.2
20.0

18.5
10.2
20.0

55%
44%
9%

HHDT
HHDT
LDALDTL,LDT2
HHDT,MHDT
HHDT

HHDT
LDALDTL,LDT2
HHDT,MHDT
HHDT

HHDT
LDALDTL,LDT2
HHDT,MHDT
HHDT

HHDT
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Phase Name Residential Interior Area Coated |Residential Exterior Area Coated | Non-Residential Interior Area Non-Residential Exterior Area Parking Area Coated (sq ft)
(sq ft) (sq ft) Coated (sq ft) Coated (sq ft)

Architectural Coating 0.00 0.00 72,000 24,000

5.6. Dust Mitigation

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities

Material Imported (Cubic Yards) |Material Exported (Cubic Yards) |Acres Graded (acres) Material Demolished (sq. ft.) Acres Paved (acres)

Grading 0.00 35,000 27.5 0.00

Paving 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies

Control Strategies Applied Frequency (per day) PM10 Reduction PM2.5 Reduction

Water Exposed Area 61% 61%

5.7. Construction Paving

Refrigerated Warehouse-No Rail 0.00 0%

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors

kWh per Year and Emission Factor (Ib/MWh)

2024 0.00 0.03 < 0.005

2025 0.00 532 0.03 < 0.005

5.9. Operational Mobile Sources

219
36 /46



SCV Water Backcountry Reservoir Detailed Report, 8/30/2022

5.9.1. Unmitigated

Land Use Type Trips/Weekday Trips/Saturday Trips/Sunday Trips/Year VMT/Weekday VMT/Saturday VMT/Sunday VMT/Year

Refrigerated 0.89 0.00 0.00 9.28 0.00 0.00 2,420
Warehouse-No Rail

5.10. Operational Area Sources
5.10.1. Hearths

5.10.1.1. Unmitigated

5.10.2. Architectural Coatings

Residential Interior Area Coated (sq ft) |Residential Exterior Area Coated (sq ft) | Non-Residential Interior Area Coated Non-Residential Exterior Area Coated [Parking Area Coated (sq ft)
(sq ft) (sq ft)

72,000 24,000

5.10.3. Landscape Equipment

Snow Days daylyr 0.00

Summer Days daylyr 250

5.11. Operational Energy Consumption
5.11.1. Unmitigated

Electricity (kWh/yr) and CO2 and CH4 and N20 and Natural Gas (kBTU/yr)

Refrigerated Warehouse-No Rail 3,650 0.0330 0.0040 0.00
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5.12. Operational Water and Wastewater Consumption

5.12.1. Unmitigated

Refrigerated Warehouse-No Rail 0.00 0.00

5.13. Operational Waste Generation

5.13.1. Unmitigated

Refrigerated Warehouse-No Rail 0.00 0.00

5.14. Operational Refrigeration and Air Conditioning Equipment

5.14.1. Unmitigated

Land Use Type Equipment Type Refrigerant Quantity (kg) Operations Leak Rate [Service Leak Rate

5.15. Operational Off-Road Equipment

5.15.1. Unmitigated

Equipment Type Fuel Type Number per Day Hours Per Day Load Factor

5.16. Stationary Sources

5.16.1. Emergency Generators and Fire Pumps

221
38/46




SCV Water Backcountry Reservoir Detailed Report, 8/30/2022

5.16.2. Process Boilers

Equipment Type Fuel Type Boiler Rating (MMBtu/hr) Daily Heat Input (MMBtu/day) Annual Heat Input (MMBtu/yr)

5.17. User Defined

Equipment Type Fuel Type

5.18. Vegetation
5.18.1. Land Use Change

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

5.18.2. Sequestration

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report
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6.1. Climate Risk Summary

Cal-Adapt midcentury 2040-2059 average projections for four hazards are reported below for your project location. These are under Representation Concentration Pathway (RCP) 8.5 which assumes GHG
emissions will continue to rise strongly through 2050 and then plateau around 2100.

Temperature and Extreme Heat 22.9 annual days of extreme heat

Extreme Precipitation 5.90 annual days with precipitation above 20 mm
Sea Level Rise 0.00 meters of inundation depth

Wildfire 13.6 annual hectares burned

Temperature and Extreme Heat data are for grid cell in which your project are located. The projection is based on the 98th historical percentile of daily maximum/minimum temperatures from observed
historical data (32 climate model ensemble from Cal-Adapt, 2040-2059 average under RCP 8.5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

Extreme Precipitation data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The threshold of 20 mm is equivalent to about % an inch of rain, which would be light to moderate rainfall if received over a full
day or heavy rain if received over a period of 2 to 4 hours. Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

Sea Level Rise data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from Radke et al. (2017), as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040-2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider different
increments of sea level rise coupled with extreme storm events. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid cell. The four simulations make
different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of different rainfall and temperature
possibilities (MIROCS). Each grid cell is 50 meters (m) by 50 m, or about 164 feet (ft) by 164 ft.

Wildfire data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040—2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider historical data of climate,
vegetation, population density, and large (> 400 ha) fire history. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabilities for the grid cell. The four simulations make

different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of different rainfall and temperature
possibilities (MIROCS). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores

Temperature and Extreme Heat

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A
Sea Level Rise N/A N/A N/A N/A
Wildfire N/A N/A N/A N/A
Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A
Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A
Snowpack N/A N/A N/A N/A
Air Quality N/A N/A N/A N/A
223
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The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the greatest
exposure.

The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest ability to adapt.

The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores do not include implementation of climate risk reduction measures.

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A
Sea Level Rise N/A N/A N/A N/A
Wildfire N/A N/A N/A N/A
Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A
Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A
Snowpack N/A N/A N/A N/A
Air Quality N/A N/A N/A N/A

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the greatest
exposure.

The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest ability to adapt.

The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores include implementation of climate risk reduction measures.
6.4. Climate Risk Reduction Measures

7. Health and Equity Details

7.1. CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Scores

The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.

Result for Project Census Tract

Exposure Indicators —

Indicator

AQ-Ozone 84.6
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AQ-PM

AQ-DPM

Drinking Water

Lead Risk Housing
Pesticides

Toxic Releases

Traffic

Effect Indicators
CleanUp Sites
Groundwater

Haz Waste Facilities/Generators
Impaired Water Bodies
Solid Waste

Sensitive Population
Asthma
Cardio-vascular

Low Birth Weights
Socioeconomic Factor Indicators
Education

Housing

Linguistic

Poverty

Unemployment

7.2. Healthy Places Index Scores

45.1
24.4
70.8
0.10
31.3
34.9
88.0

0.00
70.3
88.9
66.7
97.3

431
10.1
61.9

9.29
23.4
37.7
5.09
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The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.
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Economic

Above Poverty
Employed

Education

Bachelor's or higher
High school enroliment
Preschool enrollment
Transportation

Auto Access

Active commuting
Social

2-parent households
Voting

Neighborhood

Alcohol availability
Park access

Retail density
Supermarket access
Tree canopy

Housing
Homeownership
Housing habitability
Low-inc homeowner severe housing cost burden
Low-inc renter severe housing cost burden
Uncrowded housing
Health Outcomes

Insured adults

93.67380983
76.78686

84.97369434
21.05735917
58.19325035
98.98626973
34.73630181
74.38727063
67.39381496
92.46759913
36.76376235
47.77364301
23.22597203
62.74862056
68.57436161
81.30373412
60.46451944
67.75311177
74.48992686

86.30822533
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Arthritis

Asthma ER Admissions
High Blood Pressure
Cancer (excluding skin)
Asthma

Coronary Heart Disease
Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease
Diagnosed Diabetes

Life Expectancy at Birth
Cognitively Disabled
Physically Disabled

Heart Attack ER Admissions
Mental Health Not Good
Chronic Kidney Disease
Obesity

Pedestrian Injuries

Physical Health Not Good
Stroke

Health Risk Behaviors
Binge Drinking

Current Smoker

No Leisure Time for Physical Activity
Climate Change Exposures
Wildfire Risk

SLR Inundation Area
Children

Elderly

SCV Water Backcountry Reservoir Detailed Report, 8/30/2022

0.0
98.4
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
71.8
87.2
81.6
83.3
0.0
0.0
0.0
19.6
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

88.1
0.0
92.2

92.1
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English Speaking
Foreign-born

Outdoor Workers

Climate Change Adaptive Capacity
Impervious Surface Cover
Traffic Density

Traffic Access

Other Indices

Hardship

Other Decision Support
2016 Voting

7.3. Overall Health & Equity Scores

69.3
49.0
66.6

89.1

75.3

23.0

14.5

38.9

SCV Water Backcountry Reservoir Detailed Report, 8/30/2022

CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Score for Project Location (a)

Healthy Places Index Score for Project Location (b)

Project Located in a Designated Disadvantaged Community (Senate Bill 535)
Project Located in a Low-Income Community (Assembly Bill 1550)

Project Located in a Community Air Protection Program Community (Assembly Bill 617)

26.0
87.0
No
No

No

a: The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.
b: The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

7.4. Health & Equity Measures

No Health & Equity Measures selected.
7.5. Evaluation Scorecard

Health and Equity Evaluation Scorecard not completed.
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8. User Changes to Default Data

Construction: Construction Phases Per Project Description.
Construction: Off-Road Equipment Per project description.
Construction: Trips and VMT Per project description. No separate worker trips for architectural coating.
Operations: Vehicle Data Per project description.
Operations: Energy Use Per project description.
Operations: Water and Waste Water Per project description
Operations: Solid Waste Per project description
Land Use Per project description.
Construction: Dust From Material Movement Per project description.
Operations: Refrigerants No refrigerants.
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1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Basic Project Information

Project Name SCV Water Backcountry Pump Station

Lead Agency —

Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defaults County

Windspeed (m/s) 2.50

Precipitation (days) 16.0

Location 34.4248071828404, -118.57632641273652
County Los Angeles-South Coast
City Santa Clarita

Air District South Coast AQMD

Air Basin South Coast

TAZ 3698

EDFzZ 7

Electric Utility Southern California Edison
Gas Utility Southern California Gas

1.2. Land Use Types

Land Use Subtype Size Unit Lot Acreage Building Area (sq ft) Landscape Area (sq |Special Landscape |Population Description
Area (sq ft)
0.00

Refrigerated 1000sqft 7,000
Warehouse-No Ralil

Pump Station

Other Asphalt 45.0 1000sqft 1.03 0.00 0.00 — — —
Surfaces
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1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector

No measures selected

2. Emissions Summary

2.1. Construction Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

unmit. 2.06 7.89 15.6 14.7 0.03 0.69 2.71 3.40 0.64 1.34 1.97 — 4,249 4,249 0.20 0.39 5.59 4,376

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

unmit. 1.24 1.04 9.08 9.42 0.02 0.36 0.77 1.13 0.33 0.09 0.42 — 2,630 2,630 0.11 0.03 0.01 2,642

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily
(Max)

unmit. 0.47 0.61 3.32 3.80 0.01 0.13 0.31 0.44 0.12 0.04 0.15 — 1,041 1,041 0.04 0.02 0.09 1,048

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _
(Max)

Unmit. 0.09 0.11 0.61 0.69 <0.005 0.02 0.06 0.08 0.02 0.01 0.03 — 172 172 0.01 <0.005 0.02 173

Exceeds — — — — — — — — — — — - _ — _ _ _ _
(Daily
Max)

Threshol — 75.0 100 550 150 — — 150 — — 55.0 — — — — — — —
d

Unmit. — No No No No — — No — — No — — — — — — —

Exceeds — — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _ _
(Average
Daily)
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Threshol — 75.0 100 550 150 — — 150 — — 55.0 — — — — — — —
Unmit. — No No No No — — No — — No — — — — — — _

Exceeds — — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _ _
(Annual)

Threshol — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _ _ _
d

Unmit. — — — — — — — — — — Yes — — — — — — —

2.2. Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily - —

Summer

(Max)

2024 2.06 1.73 15.6 14.7 0.03 0.69 2.71 3.40 0.64 1.34 1.97 — 4,249 4,249 0.20 0.39 5.59 4,376
2025 1.19 7.89 8.59 11.1 0.02 0.34 0.77 1.09 0.32 0.09 0.41 — 2,633 2,633 0.12 0.16 2.50 2,645
Daily - — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

2024 1.24 1.04 9.08 9.42 0.02 0.36 0.77 1.13 0.33 0.09 0.42 — 2,630 2,630 0.11 0.03 0.01 2,642
2025 1.19 0.99 8.29 9.32 0.02 0.32 0.77 1.09 0.29 0.09 0.38 — 2,630 2,630 0.11 0.03 0.01 2,641
Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

2024 0.30 0.25 2.25 2.30 0.01 0.09 0.22 0.31 0.08 0.04 0.13 — 642 642 0.03 0.01 0.06 646
2025 0.47 0.61 3.32 3.80 0.01 0.13 0.31 0.44 0.12 0.04 0.15 — 1,041 1,041 0.04 0.02 0.09 1,048
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
2024 0.06 0.05 0.41 0.42 <0.005 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.02 0.01 0.02 — 106 106 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 107
2025 0.09 0.11 0.61 0.69 <0.005 0.02 0.06 0.08 0.02 0.01 0.03 — 172 172 0.01 <0.005 0.02 173
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2.4. Operations Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Unmit. 0.06 0.23 <0.005 0.31 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 857 857 0.08 0.01 0.01 862

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

unmit. <0.005 0.18 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 856 856 0.08 0.01 <0.005 861

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _
Daily
(Max)

Unmit. 0.04 0.21 <0.005 0.21 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 856 856 0.08 0.01 <0.005 861

Annual — — — — — — — — — —_ — — _ _ _ _ _ _
(Max)

unmit. 0.01 0.04 <0.005 0.04 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 142 142 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 143

Exceeds — — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _ _
(Daily
Max)

Threshol — 55.0 55.0 550 150 — — 150 — — 55.0 — — — — — — —
d

Unmit. — No No No No — — No — — No — — — — — — —

Exceeds — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _
(Average
Daily)

Threshol — 55.0 55.0 550 150 — — 150 — — 55.0 — — — — — — —
d

Unmit. — No No No No — — No — — No — — — — — — —
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2.5. Operations Emissions by Sector, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, —

Summer

(Max)

Mobile <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 2.27 2.27 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 2.31
Area 0.05 0.23 <0.005 0.30 <0.005 <0.0056 — <0.005 <0.0056 — <0.005 — 1.25 1.25 <0.005 <0.0056 — 1.26
Energy  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 854 854 0.08 0.01 — 859
Water — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Waste — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Stationar 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
y

Total 0.06 0.23 <0.005 0.31 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.0056 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 857 857 0.08 0.01 0.01 862
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

Mobile <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 2.18 2.18 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 221
Area — 0.18 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Energy  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 854 854 0.08 0.01 — 859
Water — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Waste — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Stationar 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
y

Total <0.005 0.18 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 856 856 0.08 0.01 <0.005 861
Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Mobile <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.0056 — 1.57 1.57 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 1.60
Area 0.04 0.21 <0.005 0.21 <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 — 0.86 0.86 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.86
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Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 854 854 0.08 0.01 — 859
Water — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Waste  — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Stationar 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
y

Total 0.04 0.21 <0.005 0.21 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 856 856 0.08 0.01 <0.005 861
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Mobile <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.26 0.26 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.26
Area 0.01 0.04 <0.005 0.04 <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 — 0.14 0.14 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.14
Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 141 141 0.01 <0.005 — 142
Water — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Waste — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Stationar 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
y

Total 0.01 0.04 <0.005 0.04 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 142 142 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 143

3. Construction Emissions Detalls

3.1. Site Preparation (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 1.01 0.85 6.94 7.82 0.02 0.32 — 0.32 0.30 — 0.30 — 1,855 1,855 0.08 0.02 — 1,862
Equipment
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Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite < 0.005
truck

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.01
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite < 0.005
truck

Annual —

Off-Road < 0.005
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite < 0.005
truck

Offsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.02
Vendor 0.00
Hauling 0.18

< 0.005

0.01

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.02
0.00
0.05

0.04

0.08

< 0.005

0.01

< 0.005

0.02
0.00
291

0.02

0.09

< 0.005

0.02

< 0.005

0.30
0.00
112

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00
0.00
0.02

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00
0.00
0.03

0.21

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00
0.17

0.21

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00
0.20

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00
0.00

0.0345
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0.02

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.06

0.02

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.09

10.3

20.3

0.11

3.37

0.02

56.5
0.00
2,327

10.3

20.3

0.11

3.37

0.02

56.5
0.00
2,327

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00
0.13

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

<0.005

< 0.005
0.00
0.37

10/28/2022
0.02 10.9
— 20.4
<0.005 0.12
— 3.38
<0.005 0.02
0.22 57.3
0.00 0.00
5.35 2,446
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Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.60 0.60 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.60
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling <0.005 <0.005 0.03 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 255 255 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 26.8
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.10 0.10 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.10
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 4,22 4,22 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 4.43

3.3. Grading (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 2.04 1.72 15.6 14.4 0.03 0.69 — 0.69 0.64 — 0.64 — 2,950 2,950 0.12 0.02 — 2,960
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 2.66 2.66 — 1.32 1.32 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Winter
(Max)
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Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Off-Road 0.03 0.03 0.26 0.24 <0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 48.5 48.5 <0.005 <0.005 — 48.7
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 0.04 0.04 — 0.02 0.02 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Off-Road 0.01 0.01 0.05 0.04 <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 <0.006 — <0.005 — 8.03 8.03 <0.005 <0.006 — 8.05
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 0.01 0.01 — <0.005 <0.005 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — i — — _ _ _

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.02 0.02 0.02 0.30 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 56.5 56.5 <0.005 <0.005 0.22 57.3
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — - — — _ _
Winter
(Max)

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.89 0.89 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 091
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.15 0.15 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.15
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.5. Building Construction (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 1.22
Equipment

Onsite < 0.005

truck

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 1.22
Equipment

Onsite < 0.005

truck

Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.25
Equipment

Onsite < 0.005

truck

Annual —

1.02

< 0.005

1.02

< 0.005

0.21

< 0.005

8.98

0.04

8.98

0.04

1.86

0.01

9.12

0.02

9.12

0.02

1.89

< 0.005

0.02

< 0.005

0.02

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.36

< 0.005

0.36

< 0.005

0.07

<0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

<0.005

0.36

< 0.005

0.36

< 0.005

0.07

<0.005

0.33

< 0.005

0.33

< 0.005

0.07

<0.005
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< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.33

< 0.005

0.33

< 0.005

0.07

< 0.005

2,534

10.3

2,534

10.4

526

2.15

2,534

10.3

2,534

10.4

526

2.15

0.10

< 0.005

0.10

<0.005

0.02

<0.005

0.02

< 0.005

0.02

<0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.02

<0.005

< 0.005

2,543

10.9

2,543

10.9

527

2.26
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Off-Road 0.05 0.04 0.34 0.35 <0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 87.0 87.0 <0.005 <0.006 — 87.3
Equipment

Onsite <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.36 0.36 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.37
truck

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Summer

(Max)

Worker  0.02 0.02 0.02 0.30 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 56.5 56.5 <0.005 <0.005 0.22 57.3
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 0.04 0.02 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.0056 — 32.3 32.3 <0.005 <0.005 0.09 33.7
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

Worker  0.02 0.02 0.02 0.26 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 53.5 53.5 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 54.2
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 0.04 0.02 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 32.3 32.3 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 33.6
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.06 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 11.3 11.3 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 114
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 6.69 6.69 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 6.98
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 1.87 1.87 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 1.89
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 1.11 1.11 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 1.16
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.7. Building Construction (2025) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

17148



Onsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 1.16
Equipment

Onsite < 0.005

truck

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 1.16
Equipment

Onsite < 0.005

truck

Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.41
Equipment

Onsite < 0.005

truck
Annual —

Off-Road 0.08
Equipment

Onsite < 0.005

truck
Offsite —

Daily, —
Summer

(Max)

Worker  0.02
Vendor < 0.005

Hauling  0.00

0.98

< 0.005

0.98

< 0.005

0.35

< 0.005

0.06

< 0.005

0.02
< 0.005
0.00

8.20

0.04

8.20

0.04

2.90

0.01

0.53

< 0.005

0.02
0.04
0.00

9.05

0.02

9.05

0.02

3.20

0.01

0.58

< 0.005

0.28
0.02
0.00

0.02

< 0.005

0.02

< 0.005

0.01

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.32

< 0.005

0.32

< 0.005

0.11

< 0.005

0.02

< 0.005

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

0.32

< 0.005

0.32

< 0.005

0.11

< 0.005

0.02

< 0.005

< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00
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0.29 —
<0.005 <0.005
0.29 —
<0.005 <0.005
0.10 —
<0.005 <0.005
0.02 —
<0.005 <0.005
0.00 0.00
<0.005 <0.005
0.00 0.00
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0.29

< 0.005

0.29

< 0.005

0.10

< 0.005

0.02

< 0.005

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

2,536

10.2

2,536

10.2

898

3.61

149

0.60

55.3
317
0.00

2,536

10.2

2,536

10.2

898

3.61

149

0.60

55.3
317
0.00

0.10

< 0.005

0.10

< 0.005

0.04

<0.005

0.01

< 0.005

<0.005
< 0.005
0.00

0.02

< 0.005

0.02

< 0.005

0.01

<0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

<0.005
< 0.005
0.00

0.02

< 0.005

<0.005

< 0.005

0.20
0.09
0.00

2,545

10.7

2,545

10.7

901

3.79

149

0.63

56.1
33.2
0.00
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Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

Worker  0.02 0.02 0.02 0.24 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 524 524 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 53.1
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 0.04 0.02 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 31.7 31.7 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 331
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Worker  0.01 0.01 0.01 0.09 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 18.8 18.8 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 19.1
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 11.2 11.2 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 11.7
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 3.12 3.12 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 3.16
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0005 <0.005 <0005 <0.005 <0.005 — 1.86 1.86 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 194
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.9. Paving (2025) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 0.93 0.78 7.45 10.1 0.01 0.33 — 0.33 0.31 — 0.31 — 1,528 1,528 0.06 0.01 — 1,534
Equipment

Paving — 0.18 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck
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Daily,
Winter
(Max)

Average
Daily

Off-Road 0.04
Equipment

Paving

Onsite
truck

Annual

0.00

Off-Road 0.01
Equipment

Paving

Onsite
truck

Offsite

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

Worker
Vendor
Hauling

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

Average
Daily

Worker
Vendor
Hauling

Annual

0.00

0.04
0.00
0.07

< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005

0.03

0.01
0.00

0.01

< 0.005

0.00

0.03
0.00
0.01

< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005

0.31

0.00

0.06

0.00

0.03
0.00

1.11

< 0.005
0.00

0.05

0.42

0.00

0.08

0.00

0.56
0.00
0.43

0.02
0.00

0.02

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.01

0.00
0.00

< 0.005

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.01

0.00
0.00

< 0.005

0.01
0.00
0.07

< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.00
0.08

< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.01

0.00
0.00

< 0.005
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0.00
0.00
0.02

0.00
0.00

< 0.005

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.03

0.00
0.00

< 0.005

62.8

0.00

10.4

0.00

111
0.00
901

4.37
0.00

37.0

62.8

0.00

10.4

0.00

111
0.00
901

4.37
0.00

37.0

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

<0.005
0.00
0.05

< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005
0.00

0.14

< 0.005
0.00

0.01

0.40
0.00
2.09

0.01
0.00

0.04

63.0

0.00

10.4

0.00

112
0.00
946

4.43
0.00

38.8
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Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.72 0.72 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.73
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 6.13 6.13 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 6.43

3.11. Architectural Coating (2025) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 0.15 0.13 0.88 1.14 <0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 — 0.03 — 134 134 0.01 <0.005 — 134
Equipment

Architect — 7.74 — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite <0.005 <0.005 0.04 0.02 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 10.2 10.2 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 10.7
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Winter
(Max)

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Daily

Off-Road <0.005 <0.005 0.02 0.03 <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 — 3.66 3.66 <0.005 <0.005 — 3.67
Equipment

Architect — 0.21 — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.28 0.28 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.29
truck

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _ _
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Off-Road <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 <0.006 — <0.005 — 0.61 0.61 <0.005 <0.0056 — 0.61
Equipment

Architect — 0.04 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
ural

Coatings

Onsite <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.05 0.05 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.05
truck

Offsite  — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Summer

(Max)

Worker  0.02 0.02 0.02 0.28 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 55.3 55.3 <0.005 <0.005 0.20 56.1
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 1.46 1.46 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 1.48
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.24 0.24 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.24
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

4. Operations Emissions Details

4.1. Mobile Emissions by Land Use
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4.1.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Refrigera <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.0056 <0.005 <0.0056 — 2.27 2.27 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 2.31
ted

Warehou

se-No

Ralil

Other 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 2.27 2.27 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 231

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _

Winter
(Max)

Refrigera <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 2.18 2.18 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 221
ted

Warehou

se-No

Rail

Other 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 2.18 2.18 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 221
Annual — — —_ — — — — — — — _ _ — _ _ _ _ _

Refrigera <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.26 0.26 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.26
ted

Warehou

se-No

Ralil
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Other 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt

Surfaces

Total <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.006 — 0.26 0.26 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.26
4.2. Energy

4.2.1. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Refrigera — — — — — — — — — — — — 854 854 0.08 0.01 — 859
ted

Warehou

se-No

Rail

Other — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — 854 854 0.08 0.01 — 859

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Refrigera — — — — — — — — — — — — 854 854 0.08 0.01 — 859
ted

Warehou

se-No

Ralil

Other — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total — — — — — — — — — — 854 854 0.08 0.01 — 859
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Annual — — — — — — — — — —_ _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Refrigera — — — — — — — — — — — — 141 141 0.01 <0.005 — 142
ted

Warehou

se-No

Ralil

Other — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — 141 141 0.01 <0.005 — 142

4.2.3. Natural Gas Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Refrigera 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
ted

Warehou

se-No

Rail

Other 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Refrigera 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
ted
Warehou
se-No
Rail
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Other 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _

Refrigera 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
ted

Warehou

se-No

Rail

Other 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

4.3. Area Emissions by Source
4.3.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Consum — 0.15 — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _
er
Products

Architect — 0.02 — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Landsca 0.05 0.05 <0.005 0.30 <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 — 1.25 1.25 <0.005 <0.005 — 1.26
pe

Equipme

nt

Total 0.05 0.23 <0.005 0.30 <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 — 1.25 1.25 <0.005 <0.005 — 1.26
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Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Consum — 0.15 — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _
er
Products

Architect — 0.02 — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Total — 0.18 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Consum — 0.03 — — — — — — — — —_ — _ — _ _ _ _
er
Products

Architect — <0.005 — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Landsca 0.01 0.01 <0.005 0.04 <0.005 <0.0056 — <0.005 <0.0056 — <0.005 — 0.14 0.14 <0.005 <0.0056 — 0.14

pe
Equipme
nt

Total 0.01 0.04 <0.005 0.04 <0.005 <0.006 — <0.005 <0.006 — <0.005 — 0.14 0.14 <0.005 <0.006 — 0.14

4.4. Water Emissions by Land Use
4.4.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

256
27148



SCV Water Backcountry Pump Station Detailed Report, 10/28/2022

Refrigera — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
ted

Warehou

Rail

Other — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Refrigera — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
ted

Warehou

se-No

Rail

Other — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _

Refrigera — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
ted

Warehou

se-No

Rail

Other — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

4.5. Waste Emissions by Land Use
4.5.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daity, MT/yr for annual)
28148



SCV Water Backcountry Pump Station Detailed Report, 10/28/2022

.
Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Refrigera — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
ted

Warehou

se-No

Rail

Other — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Refrigera — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
ted

Warehou

se-No

Rail

Other — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Refrigera — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
ted

Warehou

se-No

Ralil

Other — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

258
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4.6. Refrigerant Emissions by Land Use
4.6.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — - _ _ _ _ _ _

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.7. Offroad Emissions By Equipment Type
4.7.1. Unmitigated
Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day f