
 

 

 
 
 

To participate in public comment from your computer, tablet, or smartphone:  
When the Chair announces the agenda item you wish to speak on, click the “raise hand”  

feature in Zoom*. You will be notified when it is your turn to speak.  
 

To participate in public comment via phone: 
When the Chair announces the agenda item you wish to speak on, dial *9 to raise your hand.  

Phone participants will be called on by the LAST TWO digits of their phone number. When it is your  
turn to speak, dial *6 to unmute. When you are finished with your public comment dial *6 to mute.  

 
Can’t attend? If you wish to still have your comments/concerns addressed by the Committee, all  

written public comments can be submitted by 4:00 PM the day of the meeting by either e-mail or mail.**  
Please send all written comments to Elizabeth Gallo. Refer to the Committee Agenda for more information.  

 

SCV WATER AGENCY  
ENGINEERING AND OPERATIONS  

COMMITTEE MEETING 

*For more information on how to use Zoom go to support.zoom.us or for “raise hand” feature instructions, visit 
https://support.zoom.us/hc/en-us/articles/205566129-Raise-Hand-In-Webinar 
 
**All written comments received after 4:00 PM the day of the meeting will be posted to yourscvwater.com the next day. Public 
comments can also be heard the night of the meeting. 
 
Disclaimer: Pursuant to the Executive Order N-29-20 issued by Governor Newsom, public may not attend meetings in person. 
Public may use the above methods to attend and participate in the public meetings. 

THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 2021 
START TIME: 5:30 PM (PST) 

Join the Committee meeting from your computer, tablet or smartphone:  
 https://www.zoomgov.com/j/1600992301 

-Or- 
Listen in Toll Free by Phone at 1-(833)-568-8864 

Webinar ID: 160 099 2301 
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Date: JDQXDUy 27, 2021 
 
To: Engineering and Operations Committee  
 :LOOLDP CRRSHU, ChDLU 
 JHII )RUG 
 GDUy 0DUWLQ 
 PLRWU 2UzHFhRZsNL 
 /yQQH PODPEHFN 
  
From: CRXUWQHy 0DHO, ChLHI (QgLQHHU 

KHLWh $EHUFURPELH, ChLHI 2SHUDWLQg 2IILFHU 
 
7hH Engineering and Operations Committee Ls sFhHGXOHG WR PHHW YLD WHOHFRQIHUHQFH RQ 
Thursday, February 4, 2021 DW 5:30 PM, FDOO LQ LQIRUPDWLRQ Ls OLsWHG EHORZ.  
 

TELECONFERENCE ONLY 
NO PHYSICAL LOCATION FOR MEETING 

 
TELECONFERENCING NOTICE 

 
PXUsXDQW WR WhH SURYLsLRQs RI (xHFXWLYH 2UGHU 1-29-20 LssXHG Ey  

GRYHUQRU GDYLQ 1HZsRP RQ 0DUFh 17, 2020, DQy DLUHFWRU  
PDy FDOO LQWR DQ $gHQFy CRPPLWWHH PHHWLQg XsLQg WhH $gHQFy’s   

Call-In Number 1-833-568-8864, Webinar ID 160-099-2301 
or Zoom Webinar by clicking on the link https://www.zoomgov.com/j/1600992301  

ZLWhRXW RWhHUZLsH FRPSOyLQg ZLWh WhH BURZQ $FW’s WHOHFRQIHUHQFLQg UHTXLUHPHQWs.  
 

PXUsXDQW WR WhH DERYH (xHFXWLYH 2UGHU, WhH SXEOLF PDy QRW DWWHQG WhH PHHWLQg LQ SHUsRQ.  $Qy 
PHPEHU RI WhH SXEOLF PDy OLsWHQ WR WhH PHHWLQg RU PDNH FRPPHQWs WR WhH CRPPLWWHH XsLQg WhH 
FDOO-LQ QXPEHU RU ZRRP :HELQDU OLQN DERYH. POHDsH sHH WhH QRWLFH EHORZ LI yRX hDYH D GLsDELOLWy 

DQG UHTXLUH DQ DFFRPPRGDWLRQ LQ RUGHU WR SDUWLFLSDWH LQ WhH PHHWLQg.  
 
:H UHTXHsW WhDW WhH SXEOLF sXEPLW DQy FRPPHQWs LQ ZULWLQg LI SUDFWLFDEOH, ZhLFh FDQ EH sHQW WR 
egallo@scvwa.org RU PDLOHG WR Elizabeth Gallo, Executive Assistant, SDQWD CODULWD VDOOHy 
:DWHU $gHQFy, 26521 SXPPLW CLUFOH, SDQWD CODULWD, C$ 91350. $OO ZULWWHQ FRPPHQWs UHFHLYHG 

EHIRUH 4:00 P0 WhH GDy RI WhH PHHWLQg ZLOO EH GLsWULEXWHG WR WhH CRPPLWWHH PHPEHUs DQG SRsWHG 
RQ WhH SDQWD CODULWD VDOOHy :DWHU $gHQFy ZHEsLWH SULRU WR WhH PHHWLQg. $QyWhLQg UHFHLYHG DIWHU 

4:00 P0 WhH GDy RI WhH PHHWLQg ZLOO EH SRsWHG RQ WhH SCV :DWHU ZHEsLWH WhH IROORZLQg GDy.  
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JDQXDUy 27, 2021 
PDgH 2 RI 3 
 

 

MEETING AGENDA 
 

ITEM    PAGE 
 
1. 
 
 
 
 

PXEOLF CRPPHQWs – 0HPEHUs RI WhH SXEOLF PDy FRPPHQW Ds WR LWHPs 
QRW RQ WhH $gHQGD DW WhLs WLPH. 0HPEHUs RI WhH SXEOLF ZLshLQg WR 
FRPPHQW RQ LWHPs FRYHUHG LQ WhLs $gHQGD PDy GR sR QRZ RU DW WhH 
WLPH HDFh LWHP Ls FRQsLGHUHG. (CRPPHQWs PDy, DW WhH GLsFUHWLRQ RI WhH 
CRPPLWWHH ChDLU, EH OLPLWHG WR WhUHH PLQXWHs IRU HDFh sSHDNHU.) 

 
 
 
 

 

2.   * 4XDUWHUOy SDIHWy PUHsHQWDWLRQ 1 
 

3.   * 5HFRPPHQG $SSURYDO RI D 5HsROXWLRQ $GRSWLQg WhH SXSSOHPHQWDO 
,QLWLDO SWXGy-0LWLgDWHG 1HgDWLYH DHFODUDWLRQ DQG 0LWLgDWLRQ 0RQLWRULQg 
DQG 5HSRUWLQg PURgUDP UQGHU WhH CDOLIRUQLD (QYLURQPHQWDO 4XDOLWy $FW 
IRU WhH VLsWD CDQyRQ 5HFyFOHG :DWHU (PhDsH 2B) PURMHFW 
 

11 

4.   * 5HFRPPHQG $SSURYDO RI WhH ,QWHUFRQQHFWLRQ EHWZHHQ WhH 1:D DQG 
SC:D sysWHPs DQG WhH V:D DQG SC:D sysWHPs LQ WhH DUHD 
UHIHUUHG WR Ds :HsW 1HZhDOO  
 

679 

5.   * 0RQWhOy 2SHUDWLRQs DQG PURGXFWLRQ 5HSRUW 683 
 

6.   * CDSLWDO ,PSURYHPHQW PURMHFWs CRQsWUXFWLRQ SWDWXs 5HSRUW 789 
 

7.   * 7hLUG PDUWy )XQGHG $gUHHPHQWs 4XDUWHUOy 5HSRUW 791 

8.   *  CRPPLWWHH PODQQLQg CDOHQGDU 797 

9. GHQHUDO 5HSRUW RQ 7UHDWPHQW, DLsWULEXWLRQ, 2SHUDWLRQs DQG 
0DLQWHQDQFH SHUYLFHs SHFWLRQ $FWLYLWLHs 

 

10. GHQHUDO 5HSRUW RQ (QgLQHHULQg SHUYLFHs SHFWLRQ $FWLYLWLHs  

11. $GMRXUQPHQW   

 * ,QGLFDWHs DWWDFhPHQWs 
 7R EH GLsWULEXWHG 

 
NOTICES: 

 
$Qy SHUsRQ PDy PDNH D UHTXHsW IRU D GLsDELOLWy-UHODWHG PRGLILFDWLRQ RU DFFRPPRGDWLRQ QHHGHG IRU 
WhDW SHUsRQ WR EH DEOH WR SDUWLFLSDWH LQ WhH SXEOLF PHHWLQg Ey WHOHShRQLQg (OLzDEHWh GDOOR, 
(xHFXWLYH $ssLsWDQW, DW (661) 259-2737, RU LQ ZULWLQg WR SDQWD CODULWD VDOOHy :DWHU $gHQFy DW 
27234 BRXTXHW CDQyRQ 5RDG, SDQWD CODULWD, C$ 91350. 5HTXHsWs PXsW sSHFLIy WhH QDWXUH RI WhH 
GLsDELOLWy DQG WhH WySH RI DFFRPPRGDWLRQ UHTXHsWHG. $ WHOHShRQH QXPEHU RU RWhHU FRQWDFW 
LQIRUPDWLRQ shRXOG EH LQFOXGHG sR WhDW $gHQFy sWDII PDy GLsFXss DSSURSULDWH DUUDQgHPHQWs. 
PHUsRQs UHTXHsWLQg D GLsDELOLWy-UHODWHG DFFRPPRGDWLRQ shRXOG PDNH WhH UHTXHsW ZLWh DGHTXDWH 
WLPH EHIRUH WhH PHHWLQg IRU WhH $gHQFy WR SURYLGH WhH UHTXHsWHG DFFRPPRGDWLRQ. 
 



JDQXDUy 27, 2021 
PDgH 3 RI 3 
 

 

PXUsXDQW WR GRYHUQPHQW CRGH SHFWLRQ 54957.5, QRQ-HxHPSW SXEOLF UHFRUGs WhDW UHODWH WR RSHQ 
sHssLRQ DgHQGD LWHPs DQG DUH GLsWULEXWHG WR D PDMRULWy RI WhH BRDUG OHss WhDQ sHYHQWy-WZR (72) 
hRXUs SULRU WR WhH PHHWLQg ZLOO EH DYDLODEOH IRU SXEOLF LQsSHFWLRQ DW WhH SDQWD CODULWD VDOOHy 
:DWHU $gHQFy, ORFDWHG DW 27234 BRXTXHW CDQyRQ 5RDG, SDQWD CODULWD, C$ 91350, GXULQg 
UHgXODU EXsLQHss hRXUs. :hHQ SUDFWLFDO, WhHsH SXEOLF UHFRUGs ZLOO DOsR EH PDGH DYDLODEOH RQ WhH 
$gHQFy’s ,QWHUQHW :HEsLWH, DFFHssLEOH DW hWWS://ZZZ.yRXUsFYZDWHU.FRP. 
 
PRsWHG RQ JDQXDUy 28, 2021. 
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Matt Stone initials
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Santa Clarita Valley 
Water Agency 

FY 2020/21 – Q2
October 1, 2020 to December 31, 2020

Engineering and Operations Committee Meeting 
February 4, 2021

Mark Passamani Jose Diaz
Safety Officer EPSC
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Training Requirements and 
Accomplishments

FY 2020/21 – Q2
October 1, 2020 to December 31, 2020

HAZWOPER 
FiUst 
RHspRndHU 
AwaUHnHss

QuaOiIiHd 
Rigging & 
SignaO 
PHUsRn M/U

FiUst Aid / 
CPR / AED

FEMA 
GUants –
PPE and 
DisinIHctiRn

NHw HiUH 
SaIHty 
OUiHntatiRn 
MuOtipOH 
datHs

2

BORRdbRUnH 
PathRgHns 

2



Safety Training Status
FY 2020/21 – Q2

October 1, 2020 to December 31, 2020

9
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Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4

Safety Training
Classes Held

239

141
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Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4

Number of
Employees Trained
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Incident Data
FY 2020/21 – Q2

October 1, 2020 to December 31, 2020

1

8

0 0
0
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8
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14

16

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4

Recordable Incidents
Reportable Incidents

4

-2 occupational injuries.
-6 COVID-19 cases. Staff 
has submitted information 
to Cal OSHA challenging  
work relatedness. 
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Recordable Incident Status
FY 15/16 to FY 20/21

5 Year Comparison

3.2
4.3

3.4 3.5
2.6

3.75

6.3 7.1
6.0 5.4 5.8

0
2
4
6
8

10
12
14

FY 15/16 FY 16/17 FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 Thru Q2

Agency Incident Rate

* Incident rate including 
COVID cases. 12.75

Occupational incident rate

5
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Metrics - Leading Indicators
Leading Indicator FY 19/20

Q2
FY 19/20
Q3

FY 19/20
Q4

FY 20/21
Q1

FY 20/21 
Q2

Safety Meetings: 
Tailgates, Committee, Pre-
Construction

44 58 48 97 71

Safety Inspections:
Internal

3 3 3 3 3

Safety Inspections:
External

7 7 7 7 7

Management 
Participation: Safety 
Committee, Audits

9 4 7 8* 6*

6

*Does not include COVID calls.
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Metrics – Lagging Indicators
Lagging 
Indicator

Source Result:
FY 19/20
Q2

Result:
FY 19/20
Q3

Result:
FY 19/20
Q4

Result:
FY 20/21
Q1

Result: 
FY 20/21 
Q2

Standard
measure

Recordable 
Incident Rate

Cal-
OSHA

~3.5 0 ~3.5 ~3.5 3.75
(12.5) CV

~6.7

Lost Workday 
Case (LWC) 
Rate

Cal-
OSHA

1.6 0 0 0 3.75
(12.5) CV

~3.0

Severity Rate Cal-
OSHA

67.4 0 0 0 18.8
(120) CV

~4.4

Experience 
Modifier
(X-Mod)

JPIA 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.78 <1.0 ideal

Citations 
issued

SCV 
Water

0 0 0 0 0 0 ideal

7
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Vehicle Safety Metrics  
Indicator FY 

19/20
Q2

FY 
19/20
Q3

FY
19/20
Q4

FY 
20/21
Q1

FY 
20/21 
Q2

Vehicle related training sessions 4 5 0 15 15

DMV Pull Program 0 0 0 0 0

DOT Driver Program 0 0 0 0 0

Vehicle related incidents 
(injuries)

1(0) 2(1) 0(0) 2(0) 0(0)

Vehicle related claims 0 0 0 0 0

8

8



Safety Activities
SCV Water’s Safety Team:
(Mike Alvord, Mark Passamani, Jose Diaz, Jon Wallace)

• Combining efforts to create a Best-in-Class safety culture. 
Review of each division’s;

• Safety Committees:  10/28 & 12/16 via Microsoft Teams
• Field visits and inspections
• Safety Specialist 1 position offer accepted
• Regulatory updates and submittals
• Emergency Communication
• Emergency Mass Notification System
• Vehicle Back-Up Camera and Alarm Project

• 6 Operations and 3 Production Vehicles

9

9
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COMMITTEE MEMORANDUM 
 
 

              

 
SUMMARY 
 
Staff is recommending approval of a resolution adopting the Final Supplemental Initial Study- 
Mitigated Negative Declaration and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program Under 
the California Environmental Quality Act for the Vista Canyon Recycled Water (Phase 2B) 
project. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
On November 20, 2017, the Castaic Lake Water Agency’s Board of Directors adopted the 
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
(MMRP) for the Vista Canyon Recycled Water (Phase 2B) project by Resolution 3211.  
  
The project will provide recycled water to the east side of SCV Water’s service area by using 
the surplus recycled water that will be available from the new water reclamation plant (termed 
The Water Factory) that was recently constructed as part of the Vista Canyon development. 
The Phase 2B project, as defined in the adopted CEQA IS/MND (Original Project), includes 
the construction of approximately 11,600 linear feet of recycled water distribution pipeline and 
a one-million-gallon recycled water tank to be constructed at a pad site located 600 feet west 
of the existing Cherry Willow potable water tanks along the southern boundary of the Fair 
Oaks Ranch community.  
 
Due to evidence of a landslide and slope stability deficiencies in the immediate vicinity of the 
original tank site, the proposed recycled water tank was relocated to an alternate graded pad 
site approximately 200 feet west of the existing Cherry Willow Tanks. As a result, modifications 
to the Original Project (Modified Project) were required which include construction of two five-
hundred-thousand-gallon recycled water tanks at the alternate pad site, earth removal and re-
compaction work to develop a certified compacted pad, an earthen berm along the northern 
boundary to screen the new tanks, and the extension of approximately 350 feet of new 
recycled water pipeline from the original tank site to the alternate location. 
 
 
 
 

DATE: January 26, 2021 
 

TO: Engineering and Operations Committee 
 

FROM: Courtney Mael, P.E. 
Chief Engineer 
 

SUBJECT: Recommend Approval of a Resolution Adopting the Final Supplemental 
Initial Study-Mitigated Negative Declaration and the Mitigation Monitoring 
and Reporting Program Under the California Environmental Quality Act for 
the Vista Canyon Recycled Water (Phase 2B) Project 
 

11
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CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) CONSIDERATIONS 
 
With the assistance of Rincon Consulting Inc., a supplemental Initial Study-Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (IS-MND) and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) was 
prepared to analyze the potential environmental impacts associated with project modifications 
to the Original Project.  
 
In accordance with Section 15163 of the State CEQA Guidelines, a supplement study can be 
prepared instead of a full subsequent MND document if “only minor additions or changes 
would be necessary” to make the previous CEQA document adequately apply to the project in 
the changed situation. Since the alternate tank site is in the near vicinity of the original tank 
site, and the types of construction activities are similar in nature to the Original Project, the 
changes in the Modified Project were considered minor. Furthermore, major revisions to the 
adopted 2017 IS-MND were not necessary because no new unmitigable significant impacts or 
significant impacts of substantially greater severity than previously described would occur as a 
result of the Modified Project.   
 
The adopted 2017 IS-MND for the Original Project identified potentially significant but 
mitigable impacts to aesthetics, cultural resources, noise, and tribal cultural resources. With 
implementation of Mitigation Measures AES-1, CUL-1, and Noise-1 from the 2017 IS-MND, all 
environmental impacts associated with the Original Project would be reduced to a less than 
significant level.   
 
In addition to the impacts identified in the 2017 IS-MND, the Supplemental IS-MND 
determined that the Modified Project would have potentially significant but mitigable impacts to 
biological resources. With implementation of new Mitigation Measures BIO-1 and BIO-2, all 
environmental impacts associated with the Modified Project would be reduced to a less than 
significant level.  
 
The Supplemental IS-MND has determined the following to be applicable:   

 No further evaluation of environmental impacts is required for the Modified Project 
 No subsequent MND is necessary per State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162  
 The Supplemental IS-MND is the appropriate level of environmental analysis and  

documentation for the Modified Project 
 
CEQA PUBLIC REVIEW PROCESS 
 
On November 19, 2020, SCV Water circulated a Notice of Intent (NOI), provided notice in the 
Santa Clarita Valley Signal, and released the draft Supplemental IS/MND in compliance with 
CEQA requirements for a 30-day review and comment period by the public and reviewing 
agencies. The review period ended on December 21, 2020. No comments were received from 
the public or reviewing agencies during the comment review period.   
 
FINAL CEQA DOCUMENTS FOR BOARD APPROVAL  
 
The State CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations (“CCR”) Section 15074, Public 
Resources Code Section 21092) require public agencies to review and consider an MND, the 
IS, and comments received during the public review period prior to the adoption of the MND.  
Adoption of the MND, here a Supplemental MND, is dependent on the finding by the Board that, 
based on the whole record before it, there is no substantial evidence, with the mitigation 

12



 

 

measures required by the MND, that the proposed project will have a significant impact on the 
environment, and that the MND reflects the lead Agency’s independent judgment and analysis.  
The Final Supplemental MND is attached as Exhibit A.   

Additionally, the State CEQA guidelines (CCR, sec 15097) require public agencies adopting an 
IS/MND to adopt a program for monitoring or reporting to ensure that mitigation measures in the 
IS/MND are implemented to mitigate or avoid potentially significant environmental impacts. The 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) is incorporated into the Final 
Supplemental IS/MND in Exhibit A.   

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

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
None.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That the Engineering & Operations Committee recommends that the Board of Directors approve 
a resolution adopting the Final Supplemental Initial Study-Mitigated Negative Declaration and 
the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program Under the California Environmental Quality Act 
for the Vista Canyon Recycled Water (Phase 2B) project. 
 

Attachment 
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Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency 
1 

 

Pha se  2B Re c yc le d  Wa te r Ta nk Pro je c t 

Mitig a tio n Mo nito ring  a nd  Re p o rting  Pro g ra m 

 

 

 

Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency 

26504 Summit Circle 

Santa Clarita, California 91350 

Contact: Rick Vasilopulos, Water Resources Planner 

 

 

January 2021 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ove rvie w 

CEQA requires that a reporting or monitoring program be adopted for the conditions of project approval 

that are necessary to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment (Public Resources Code 

21081.6). The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) is designed to ensure compliance 

with adopted mitigation measures during project implementation. For each applicable mitigation 

measure recommended in the original 2017 Initial Study – Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS-MND) and 

in the 2021 Supplemental IS-MND, specifications are made herein that identify the action required and 

the monitoring that must occur. In addition, a responsible party is identified for verifying compliance with 

individual conditions of approval contained in the MMRP. 

To implement this MMRP, the Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency (SCV Water) shall designate a Project 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Coordinator (“Coordinator”). The coordinator shall be responsible 

for ensuring that the mitigation measures incorporated into the project are complied with during project 

implementation.   
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Phase 2B Recycled Water Tank Project 

 
    

Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency 
2 

 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval Action Required Timing 
Monitoring 

Frequency 

Responsible 

Agency or Party 

In
it

ia
l 

D
a

te
 

C
o

m
m

e
n

ts
 

AESTHETICS 

AES-1. The exterior of above-ground facilities shall 

be finished with a non-reflective material in an earth 

tone that blends in with the natural environment. 

 

Review engineering design to confirm 

finish material is consistent with these 

requirements.  

 

Confirm with contractor.  

Prior to start of 

construction.  

 

 

Prior to start of 

construction. 

Once. 

 

 

 

Once. 

 

Santa Clarita Valley 

Water Agency 

   

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

BIO-1 Coastal California Gnatcatcher Avoidance. 

The project proponent shall conduct United States 

Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) protocol surveys in 

suitable habitat within the Modified Project site 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 Coastal California 

Gnatcatcher Presence/Absence Survey Guidelines 

(USFWS 1997). If the species is not detected during 

these surveys, no further action is required.  

 

If a territory or nest is confirmed during protocol 

surveys, the USFWS shall be notified to determine 

whether take authorization is necessary. USFWS 

may require the implementation of additional 

impact avoidance measures including temporary 

sound barriers, noise attenuation devices, and/or 

additional dust control measures. Final impact 

avoidance measures would be determined based on 

the location of the territory or nest, and in 

coordination with USFWS. No clearing of occupied 

habitat (as determined by the presence of a nest or 

territory) shall occur during the breeding season 

(February – August). Clearing of occupied habitat 

during the non-breeding season must be conducted 

at the discretion of a qualified monitoring biologist 

Verify that a qualified biologist has 

performed protocol surveys; review 

results submitted by biologist.  

 

If a territory or nest is confirmed during 

protocol surveys, notify USFWS to 

determine whether take authorization is 

necessary.  

 

If USFWS requires additional impact 

avoidance measures, review contractor 

specifications prior to construction to 

confirm that measures are included.  

 

If USFWS requires additional impact 

avoidance measures, field verify that 

measures are implemented during 

construction.  

 

Verify that no clearing of occupied habitat 

will occur during the breeding season.  

 

 

If clearing of occupied habitat during the 

non-breeding season is to occur, verify 

that a qualified biologist will monitor 

clearing activities and that USFWS has 

authorized the activities.  

Prior to start of 

construction.  

 

 

Prior to start of 

construction, at time 

of identification.  

 

 

Prior to start of 

construction.  

 

 

 

During construction. 

 

 

 

 

Prior to start of 

construction and 

during construction.  

 

Prior to start of 

construction and 

during construction. 

Once. 

 

 

 

Once. 

 

 

 

 

Once. 

 

 

 

 

Periodically. 

 

 

 

 

Periodically. 

 

 

 

Periodically.  

Santa Clarita Valley 

Water Agency 
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Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval Action Required Timing 
Monitoring 

Frequency 

Responsible 

Agency or Party 

In
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C
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n
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and authorized by the USFWS.  

BIO-2 Nesting Birds. Project-related activities shall 

occur outside of the bird breeding season (generally 

February 1 to August 31) to the extent practicable. If 

construction must occur within the bird breeding 

season, then no more than three days prior to 

initiation of ground disturbance and/or vegetation 

removal, a nesting bird pre-construction survey shall 

be conducted by a qualified biologist within the 

disturbance footprint plus a 100-foot buffer (300-for 

for raptors), where feasible. If the proposed 

Modified Project is phased or construction activities 

stop for more than one week, a subsequent pre-

construction nesting bird survey shall be required 

prior to each phase of construction.  

 

Pre-construction nesting bird surveys shall be 

conducted during the time of day when birds are 

active and shall factor in sufficient time to perform 

this survey adequately and completely. A report of 

the nesting bird survey results, if applicable, shall be 

submitted SCV Water for review and approval prior 

to ground and/or vegetation disturbance activities. 

 

If nests are found, their locations shall be flagged. An 

appropriate avoidance buffer ranging in size from 25 

to 50 feet for passerines, and up to 300 feet for 

raptors depending upon the species and the 

proposed work activity, shall be determined and 

demarcated by a qualified biologist with bright 

orange construction fencing or other suitable 

flagging. Active nests shall be monitored at a 

minimum of once per week until it has been 

determined that the nest is no longer being used by 

either the young or adults. No ground disturbance 

shall occur within this buffer until the qualified 

biologist confirms that the breeding/nesting is 

completed and all the young have fledged. If 

Modified Project activities must occur within the 

Verify that a qualified biologist has 

performed a nesting bird pre-construction 

survey; review results submitted by 

biologist.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

If active bird nests are located during the 

pre-construction survey, qualified 

biologist establishes appropriates buffer 

zones and monitors nests. 

Prior to start of 

construction (within 

three days of each 

renewed phase of 

construction), if 

during nesting 

season. Not required 

outside nesting 

season.  

 

During construction, 

based on conditions. 

As needed 

depending on 

construction 

phasing. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Periodically. 

Santa Clarita Valley 

Water Agency  
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buffer, they shall be conducted at the discretion of 

the qualified biologist. If no nesting birds are 

observed during pre-construction surveys, no further 

actions would be necessary. 

CULTURAL RESOURCES 

CUL-1. In the event that any historical, 

archeological or tribal cultural resources are 

discovered during excavation activities, work shall 

be stopped immediately and temporarily diverted 

from the vicinity of the discovery until a qualified 

archeologist and a member of the Fernandeño 

Tataviam Band of Mission Indians are notified and 

can identify and evaluate the importance of the 

find, conduct an appropriate assessment, and 

implement measures to mitigate impacts on 

significant resources. 

If cultural resources are discovered, verify 

that work is stopped immediately. Notify 

a qualified archeologist and a member of 

the Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission 

Indians.  

During construction. 

 

 

As needed. 

 

Santa Clarita Valley 

Water Agency 

   

NOISE 

N-1. [SCV Water] and its contractors shall 

implement the following measures when project-

related construction is planned to occur within the 

City limits and/or within 1,500 feet of sensitive 

receptors: 

 Construction activities shall meet municipal 

code requirements related to noise. 

Construction activities shall be limited to 

between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. Monday 

through Friday and 8:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. 

Saturday to avoid noise-sensitive hours of the 

day. Construction activities shall be prohibited 

on Sundays and holidays. 

 Construction equipment noise shall be 

minimized by muffling and shielding intakes and 

exhaust on construction equipment (per the 

manufacturer’s specifications) and by shrouding 

or shielding impact tools.  

 Construction contractors shall locate fixed 

construction equipment (such as compressors 

and generators) and construction staging areas 

as far as possible from nearby sensitive 

Verify that construction noise muffling 

equipment and staging measures are 

included in contractor’s specifications. 

 

Field verify compliance with measures. 

Prior to issuance of 

contractor’s 

specifications. 

 

During construction. 

Once. 

 

 

 

Periodically. 

Santa Clarita Valley 

Water Agency 
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receptors including residences, schools, and 

hospitals. 

 If construction were to occur near a school, the 

construction contractor shall coordinate with 

the most noise producing construction activities 

with school administration in order to limit 

disturbance to the campus. 
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1 Introduc tion 

This document is a Supplemental Initial Study – Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS-MND), which is 

“tiered” from the 2017 IS-MND for the Phase 2B Recycled Water System Project (2017 IS-MND; 

State Clearinghouse No. 2017051028; Appendix A). This Supplemental IS-MND has been prepared in 

accordance with relevant provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970 (as 

amended) and the State CEQA Guidelines. 

In accordance with Section 15163 of the State CEQA Guidelines, a lead agency shall prepare a 

Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (EIR) or MND if substantial changes are proposed to the 

project which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or MND due to the involvement of 

new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously 

identified significant effects.  

In accordance with Section 15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines, a supplement can be prepared 

instead of a subsequent document if “only minor additions or changes would be necessary” to make 

the previous CEQA document adequately apply to the project in the changed situation.  

Pursuant to Section 15163 of the State CEQA Guidelines, a supplemental CEQA document need only 

contain the information necessary to analyze the project modifications, changed circumstances, or 

new information that triggered the need for additional environmental review. Therefore, this 

Supplemental IS-MND has been prepared to analyze the potential environmental impacts associated 

with the modifications to the Original Project, which include a newly proposed graded pad site 

located approximately 200 feet southeast of the original water tank site, and approximately 350 

linear feet of water pipeline in the paved roadway needed to accommodate the new site. 

26



Sa nta  C la rita  Va lle y Wa te r Ag e nc y 

Pha se  2B Re c yc le d Wa te r Ta nk Proje c t 

 

2 

 

This page intentionally left blank. 

27



Pro je c t De sc rip tio n 

 

Fina l Sup p le me nta l Initia l Stud y – Mitig a te d  Ne g a tive  De c la ra tio n 3 

2 Proje c t De sc ription 

2.1 Ba c kg ro und  

In 2011, Santa Clarita Valley Water (SCV Water), formerly Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA), 

certified the Vista Canyon Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR). Vista Canyon is a 185-acre 

mixed-use development currently under construction in Santa Clarita with up to 1,100 residential 

units and up to 950,000 square feet of commercial development. The development’s estimated 

water demand is approximately 300,000 gallons per day (gpd) or 334 acre-feet per year (AFY). To 

offset some of its potable water demand, the development also includes the Vista Canyon Water 

Factory (Water Factory), a recycled water facility with a capacity of approximately 415 AFY. 

Wastewater generated from the Vista Canyon development will be conveyed by gravity flow to the 

Water Factory, where it will be treated to Title 22 tertiary disinfected recycled water standards for 

non-potable use at Vista Canyon. The Vista Canyon development is anticipated to use approximately 

137 AFY of recycled water. Surplus recycled water will be made available to SCV Water. The 2011 

Vista Canyon Final EIR covered the Water Factory, pump station, and recycled water piping within 

the Vista Canyon development.  

In 2016, SCV Water published its Recycled Water Master Plan. The objectives of the Recycled Water 

Master Plan are to accelerate implementation of recycled water projects, optimize expansion of the 

recycled water system, and explore opportunities for potable reuse. The Recycled Water Master 

Plan identifies four specific projects to expand recycled water use within Santa Clarita Valley, which 

are collectively known as Phase 2. Phases 2A, 2C, and 2D would use recycled water from the 

Valencia Water Reclamation Plant. Phase 2B would use water produced at the Vista Canyon Water 

Factory (SCV Water 2016).  

In November 2017, SCV Water adopted an Initial Study-Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS-MND) for 

the Phase 2B Recycled Water System Project (Original Project). The 2017 IS-MND is attached to this 

Supplemental IS-MND as Appendix A. The Original Project includes a transmission pipeline from the 

Vista Canyon pump station, a one-million-gallon recycled water tank located approximately 1.25 

miles southeast of the Vista Canyon development near existing Cherry Willow potable water tanks, 

distribution pipelines to serve major customers, and a backup potable water supply line from the 

existing Cherry Willow potable water tanks to the new recycled water tank in the event of an 

interruption in recycled water flow. In 2020, the original tank site was deemed unsuitable due to 

presence of a landslide and slope stability issue that would have required costly engineered buttress 

fill or drilled cast-in-place concrete piles and shear pins to resolve. Therefore, SCV Water elected to 

relocate the proposed recycled water tank site to an alternate existing graded pad site 

approximately 200 feet southeast of the original tank site.  

2.2 Pro je c t De sc rip tio n 

The Phase 2B Recycled Water Tank Project (Modified Project) involves the construction and 

operation of two 500,000-gallon recycled water tanks on the newly proposed graded pad site 

located approximately 200 feet southeast of the original tank site. Figure 1 shows the regional 

location of the Modified Project site, and Figure 2 shows the Original Project water tank site and 

Modified Project site locations. Similar to the Original Project, the Modified Project would be used 

to store recycled water generated by the nearby Vista Canyon Water factory and would supply 
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Fig ure  1 Re g iona l Loc a tion 
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Fig ure  2 Orig ina l a nd Modifie d Proje c t Site  Loc a tions 
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irrigation water to customers in the Vista Canyon and Fair Oaks communities. Figure 3 shows site 

photographs of existing conditions at the Modified Project site. Figure 4 shows the site plan of the 

Modified Project.  

The Modified Project would consist of two aboveground welded steel tanks with an approximate 

diameter of 55 feet and height of 34 feet each. The 0.55-acre graded pad site is situated on a 

northwest trending ridgeline, approximately 100 feet northwest of the existing Cherry Willow 

potable tanks, and 11 feet lower in elevation. The ridgeline descends to the northwest and the 

north flank of the ridge consists of a 100-foot-high north-facing slope with a series of concrete 

bench/terrace drains. The top of the slope has been previously graded to create a 15- to 20-foot-

high visual berm that partially screens the two existing Cherry Willow potable tanks from the 

residences below on Cherry Willow Drive.  

The proposed recycled water tanks would be painted an earthen tone color typically used by SCV 

Water to blend with the terrain surrounding the site. The site would include perimeter chain-link 

fencing for security. 

A portion of the existing pad would require the top 20 feet of soil to be removed and recompacted 

up to a proposed finish grade elevation of 1,810 feet to prepare a suitable pad to support the 

proposed recycled water tanks. Earth grading would be required to construct perimeter slopes and 

a vehicular entrance from the existing access road.  

As part of the Modified Project, the existing Cherry Willow visual berm would be extended along the 

north side of the proposed recycled water tank site to provide visual screening from the residences 

below. It is anticipated that approximately 6,000 cubic yards of soil would be exported from the site. 

In order to accommodate the newly proposed tank site, the recycled water transmission pipeline 

(currently under construction) would need to be extended by approximately 350 linear feet up the 

paved roadway between the original tank site and the new tank site. All other project components 

associated with the Original Project would be unchanged.  

Final engineering design would incorporate geotechnical design recommendations from the 

Geotechnical Investigation (Appendix E) and companion Slope Stability Report (Appendix F) 

prepared for the Modified Project Site in October 2020. 

Construc tion 

Construction activities associated with the Modified Project would be similar to the Original Project 

with the exception of additional activities associated with construction of the visual berm. 

Construction of the recycled water tanks is anticipated to take approximately nine months, 

performed in two phases. Like the Original Project, the first phase would include clearing the area, 

fine grading, and construction of the foundation, site piping and erection of the steel tank 

structures, and would last approximately six months. Construction activities would involve welding 

equipment on-site as well as a crane, a concrete pumper, concrete delivery trucks, an excavator, 

dump trucks, water trucks, and a forklift. A crew of 10 to 15 workers is expected with three utility 

trucks. The second phase would involve coating the tank, and would last approximately three 

months. This phase would require painting equipment on-site as well as a crane, scaffolds, sand 

blasting equipment, and a forklift. A crew of eight workers is expected with three utility trucks. The 

maximum depth of excavation is twenty feet.  

The additional construction activities associated with the 20 foot over-excavation and visual berm 

under the Modified Project would require use of an excavator, bulldozer, backhoe, front end loader, 
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skid steer loader, water truck, utility truck, and dump trucks. Construction of the visual berm would 

occur over approximately 40 working days in May 2021, and approximately 6,000 cubic yards of soil 

would be exported from the project site over the course of approximately five working days using 

16-cubic-yard trucks. 

The proposed pipeline extension would be installed at the end of the pipeline construction phase, as 

pipeline construction is progressing on a linear pathway towards the proposed recycled water tanks. 

Similar to the Original Project, the pipeline extension required by the Modified Project would be 

constructed using traditional cut-and-cover methods. First, an excavator would excavate a three 

foot-wide by 6.5 foot-deep trench and temporarily store the removed soils along the trench. Work 

crews would place the pipe in the trench, which would be backfilled by a loader or backhoe, and 

then compacted to match the existing grade. The temporary disturbance zone associated with pipe 

installation would be about 10 feet wide. The roadway would be restored to pre-construction 

conditions after pipeline installation. The expected rate of progress for pipeline installation is 

approximately 200 linear feet per day.  

Construction of the new recycled water tanks and pipeline extension would occur between March 

2021 and December 2021. Construction activities would typically occur between 7:00 a.m. and 

7:00 p.m. Monday through Friday. No nighttime construction is proposed.  

Construction personnel vehicles would be parked on the Modified Project site. Constructional 

materials would also be staged at the Modified Project site.  

Ope ra tion a nd Ma inte na nc e  

Operation and maintenance activities associated with the Modified Project would be the same as 

the Original Project. Similar to the Original Project, the Modified Project may include the installation 

of security lighting at the proposed water tanks.  
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Fig ure  3 Site  Photog ra phs 

 

Photograph 1. View of Modified Project graded pad site, taken from southwestern portion of site facing 

northeast.  

 

Photograph 2. View of Modified Project graded pad site in foreground, access road and pipeline corridor 

and Original Project graded pad site in mid-ground, and Fair Oaks residential community in background. 

Photo taken from existing berm directly south of Modified Project site, facing northwest.  
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Fig ure  4 Site  Pla n  

 

34



Sa nta  C la rita  Va lle y Wa te r Ag e nc y 

Pha se  2B Re c yc le d Wa te r Ta nk Proje c t 

 

10 

 

This page intentionally left blank. 

 

35



Enviro nme nta l Che c klist a nd  Imp a c ts o f Mo d ifie d  Pro je c t 

 

Fina l Sup p le me nta l Initia l Stud y – Mitig a te d  Ne g a tive  De c la ra tio n 11 

3 Environme nta l Che c klist a nd Impa c ts of 

Modifie d Proje c t  

This Supplemental IS-MND evaluates potential environmental impacts which could result from the 

Modified Project.  

Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines provides a checklist of environmental issues areas which 

are suggested as the issue areas which should be assessed in CEQA analyses. The 2017 IS-MND 

addressed all suggested environmental issue areas included in the version of Appendix G of the 

CEQA Guidelines in effect at the time of publication. In December 2018, the State CEQA Guidelines 

were updated. Checklist questions were revised and two new issue areas were added to the 

Appendix G checklist: Energy and Wildfire.  

To provide a thorough and conservative analysis of potential impacts associated with the Modified 

Project, this Supplemental IS-MND addresses the updated list of Appendix G environmental issue 

areas, as listed below. 

1. Aesthetics 

2. Agriculture and Forestry 

3. Air Quality 

4. Biological Resources 

5. Cultural Resources 

6. Energy 

7. Geology/Soils 

8. Greenhouse Gas Emissions  

9. Hazards & Hazardous Materials 

10. Hydrology/Water Quality 

11. Land Use/Planning 

12. Mineral Resources 

13. Noise 

14. Population/Housing 

15. Public Services 

16. Recreation 

17. Transportation 

18. Tribal Cultural Resources  

19. Utilities/Service Systems 

20. Wildfire 

21. Mandatory Findings of Significance 

Potential environmental impacts of the Modified Project are analyzed to determine whether 

impacts are consistent with the impact analyses provided in the 2017 IS-MND, and whether 

additional mitigation measures are required to minimize or avoid potential impacts. For each 

checklist question in each issue area, this Supplemental IS-MND evaluates the four questions below 

to document consistency with Section 15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines:  

 Do proposed changes require major revisions to the 2017 IS-MND?  

 Do new circumstances require major revisions to the 2017 IS-MND?  

 Any new information resulting in new or substantially more severe significant impacts? 

 Do 2017 IS-MND mitigation measures address and/or resolve impacts? 
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3.1 Ae sthe tic s 

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

Would the project: 

a. Have a substantial adverse 

effect on a scenic vista? 

No No No Yes 

b. Substantially damage scenic 

resources, including but not 

limited to, trees, rock 

outcroppings, and historic 

buildings within a state scenic 

highway? 

No No No N/A 

c. 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 a 

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 No No Yes 

d. Create a new source of 

substantial light or glare that 

would adversely affect 

daytime or nighttime views in 

the area? 

No No No N/A 

According to the City of Santa Clarita’s General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element (2011), 

“scenic resources” can include “natural open spaces, topographic formations, and landscapes that 

contribute to a high level of visual quality.” The General Plan describes scenic resources in the Santa 

Clarita Valley, including mountains and canyons, woodlands, water bodies, and Vasquez Rocks 

County Park. The City’s General Plan does not specifically define scenic vistas and therefore there 

are no identified scenic vistas in the vicinity of the Original or Modified Project sites. 

The City’s General Plan identifies the following goals and policies to protect and preserve the City’s 

scenic resources:  

Goal CO 6: Preservation of scenic features that keep the Santa Clarita Valley beautiful and 

enhance quality of life, community identity, and property values. 

Objective 6.1: Protect the scenic character of local topographic features 
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Objective 6.2: Protect the scenic character of view corridors 

Objective 6.3: Protect the scenic character of major water bodies. 

Objective 6.4: Protect the scenic character of oak woodlands, coastal sage, and other habitats 

unique to the Santa Clarita Valley. 

Objective 6.5: Maintain the scenic character of designated routes, gateways, and vista points 

along roadways. 

Objective 6.6: Limit adverse impacts by humans on the scenic environment 

The City specifically identifies several large mountain and canyon regions that are of aesthetic 

importance to the community, including Placerita Canyon, Whitney Canyon, Elsmere Canyon, 

Bouquet Canyon, San Francisquito Canyon, Sand Canyon, Pico Canyon, and Towsley Canyon (City of 

Santa Clarita 2011). Neither the Original Project site nor the Modified Project site are located in any 

of these identified regions of aesthetic importance.  

Two existing City of Santa Clarita and County of Los Angeles recreational trails meander near the 

Original and Modified Project water tank sites.  

Similar to the Original Project, the Modified Project water tank site is located on the southern edge 

of urban development in Santa Clarita and borders non-urbanized area to the direct south. The 

Original and Modified Project water tank sites are located approximately 200 feet apart from each 

other on graded pad sites situated on previously disturbed, north-facing terraced hillsides directly 

south of the Fair Oaks residential community. The Modified Project site is located approximately 

100 feet northwest of the existing Cherry Willow potable tanks, and 11 feet lower in elevation. The 

ridgeline descends to the northwest and the north flank of the ridge consists of a 100-foot-high 

north-facing slope with a series of concrete bench and terrace drains. The top of the slope has been 

previously graded to create a 15- to 20-foot-high visual berm partially screening the two existing 

Cherry Willow potable tanks from the residences below on Cherry Willow Drive. 

a. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 

c. Would the project, 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 a 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? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined the Original Project’s impacts to scenic vistas and the existing visual 

character would be less than significant with implementation of Mitigation Measure AES-1, 

requiring the exterior of above-ground facilities to be finished with a non-reflective material in an 

earth tone that blends in with the natural environment.  

Visual impacts associated with the water tanks under the Modified Project would be similar or 

reduced in comparison to those analyzed under the Original Project. As previously discussed, the 

Modified Project site is not located in an area specifically identified as a scenic vista in the City of 

Santa Clarita’s General Plan (2011).  

The Original and Modified Project sites are located in between urbanized and non-urbanized land 

uses. Similar to the Original Project, the Modified Project would not substantially degrade the 

existing visual character or quality of public views of the site and would not conflict with applicable 

zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality. The existing hillside has been previously 
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graded and extensively terraced. In comparison to the Original Project, the Modified Project 

includes the construction of a visual berm to partially screen the proposed water tanks from the 

residences below on Cherry Willow Drive. The proposed visual berm would further reduce visual 

impacts of the water tanks on the residences below. In addition, as required by Mitigation Measure 

AES-1 from the 2017 IS-MND, the exterior of the water tanks would be finished with a non-reflective 

material in an earth tone that blends in with the natural environment. 

Similar to the Original Project, the Modified Project would be visible from the nearby City and 

County recreational trails. The existing Cherry Willow potable tanks, located 100 feet southeast of 

the Modified Project site, are currently visible from these adjacent recreational trails. The proposed 

tanks would be visually consistent with the existing Cherry Willow potable tanks. As such, the 

Modified Project would not substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public 

views of the site.  

The Modified Project would not degrade the scenic character of local topographic features; view 

corridors; major water bodies; oak woodlands, coastal sage, and other habitats unique to the Santa 

Clarita Valley; or designated routes, gateways, and vista points along roadways. Aesthetic impacts 

would be minimized such that the Modified Project would not introduce significant adverse impacts 

on the scenic environment. In comparison to the Original Project, aesthetic impacts related to the 

Modified Project would be slightly reduced due to the construction of a visual berm. Impacts related 

to scenic quality would be less than significant with mitigation.  

Accordingly, the Modified Project would not introduce new impacts or substantially increased 

impacts related to scenic quality and would be consistent with the impact analysis provided in the 

2017 IS-MND.  

Mitig a tion Me a sure s from 2017 IS- MND 

AES-1: The exterior of above-ground facilities shall be finished with a non-reflective material in an 

earth tone that blends in with the natural environment. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects would occur related to scenic quality, and no new 

mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

b. Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including but not limited to, trees, 

rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined impacts to scenic resources within a state scenic highway would be 

less than significant without mitigation. Similar to the Original Project, the Modified Project site is 

not located within the viewshed of a state scenic highway. Furthermore, as discussed under item a, 

visual impacts associated with the water tanks under the Modified Project would be similar or 

reduced in comparison to those analyzed under the Original Project. The Modified Project would 

not substantially damage scenic resources within a state scenic highway. Impacts would be less than 

significant.  
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Accordingly, the Modified Project would not introduce new impacts or substantially increased 

impacts related to scenic resources within state scenic highways and would be consistent with the 

impact analysis provided in the 2017 IS-MND.  

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects would occur related to scenic resources within state 

scenic highways, and no new mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

d. Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect 

daytime or nighttime views in the area? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined light and glare impacts associated with construction and operation of 

the Original Project would be less than significant without mitigation.  

Similar to the Original Project, construction of the Modified Project may result in temporary light 

and glare due to the presence of construction vehicles and equipment. Construction activities would 

be temporary, and no nighttime construction is proposed. Also similar to the Original Project, the 

Modified Project may include the installation of security lighting at the proposed water tanks. 

Lighting would be shielded to reduce potential glare impacts to local areas, consistent with SCV 

Water design standards. Impacts related to light and glare would be less than significant.  

Accordingly, the Modified Project would not introduce new impacts or substantially increased 

impacts related to light and glare and would be consistent with the impact analysis provided in the 

2017 IS-MND.  

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects would occur related to light and glare, and no new 

mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 
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3.2 Ag ric ulture  a nd  Fo re stry Re so urc e s 

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

Would the project: 

a. Convert Prime Farmland, 

Unique Farmland, or 

Farmland of Statewide 

Importance (Farmland), as 

shown on maps prepared 

pursuant to the Farmland 

Mapping and Monitoring 

Program of the California 

Resources Agency, to non-

agricultural use? 

No No No N/A 

b. Conflict with existing zoning 

for agricultural use or a 

Williamson Act contract? 

No No No N/A 

c. Conflict with existing zoning 

for, or cause rezoning of, 

forest land (as defined in 

Public Resources Code 

Section 12220(g)); 

timberland (as defined by 

Public Resources Code 

Section 4526); or timberland 

zoned Timberland Production 

(as defined by Government 

Code Section 51104(g))? 

No No No N/A 

d. Result in the loss of forest 

land or conversion of forest 

land to non-forest use? 

No No No N/A 

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 No No N/A 
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a. Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 

Importance (Farmland), as shown on maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and 

Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

b. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act 

contract? 

c. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined 

in Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)); timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code 

Section 4526); or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code 

Section 51104(g))? 

d. Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 

e. Would the project 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? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined no agricultural and forestry resources impacts associated with 

construction and operation of the Original Project would occur.  

According to the California Department of Conservation, the Modified Project site is located on land 

designated as “Other Land.” The Modified Project site is not on land currently in agricultural 

production and do not contain Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, and Farmland of Statewide 

Importance (Farmland), or land with a Williamson Act contract (California Department of 

Conservation 2016). No portion of the Modified Project site is located on forest land or timber land.  

Due to the absence of agricultural land on the Modified Project site or surrounding area, the 

Modified Project would not involve changes to the existing environment which could result in a new 

or substantially more severe impact related to conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural uses. 

Therefore, similar to the Original Project analyzed in the 2017 IS-MND, the Modified Project would 

result in no impact to agriculture and forestry resources. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects would occur related to agriculture and forestry 

resources, and no new mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

NO IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 
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3.3 Air Qua lity 

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

Would the project: 

a. Conflict with or obstruct 

implementation of the 

applicable air quality plan? 

No No No N/A 

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 No No N/A 

c. Expose sensitive receptors to 

substantial pollutant 

concentrations? 

No No No N/A 

d. Result in other emissions 

(such as those leading to 

odors) adversely affecting a 

substantial number of 

people? 

No No No N/A 

a. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined air quality impacts associated with implementation of the applicable 

air quality plan under the Original Project would be less than significant with no mitigation required. 

The purpose of the Modified Project would be the same as that of the Original Project - to store 

recycled water generated by the nearby Vista Canyon Water factory and supply irrigation water to 

customers in the Vista Canyon and Fair Oaks communities. As such, similar to the Original Project, 

the Modified Project would not directly or indirectly induce population growth. In addition, similar 

to the Original Project, the Modified Project would not include new or modified permitted sources 

of air pollutant emissions. Therefore, the Modified Project would not exceed the Southern California 

Association of Governments’ (SCAG) projected growth forecasts, which underlie the emissions 

forecasts in the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s (SCAQMD) 2016 Air Quality 

Management Plan (SCAQMD 2017). Therefore, the Modified Project would not conflict with or 

obstruct implementation of the 2016 Air Quality Management Plan. Similar to the Original Project 

analyzed in the 2017 IS-MND, impacts would be less than significant. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to consistency with the applicable air quality 

plan would occur, and no new mitigation measures are necessary. 
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Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

b. Would the project 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? 

c. Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined the Original Project’s air criteria pollutant emissions would be less 

than significant with no mitigation required. 

Additional air pollutant emissions associated with the Modified Project would include temporary 

construction emissions generated by additional construction equipment and vehicle trips for 

construction of the visual berm beyond those required for the Original Project. Modeling of 

additional construction-related air pollutant emissions was performed using the California Emissions 

Estimator Model (CalEEMod) version 2016.3.2 in accordance with project details provided by SCV 

Water, including the construction schedule and construction equipment list.  

As with the Original Project site, the Modified Project site lies within the South Coast Air Basin. The 

SCAQMD has developed quantitative regional and localized significance thresholds that apply to 

projects within the South Coast Air Basin. The applicable thresholds adopted by the SCAQMD, which 

were also utilized in the 2017 IS-MND, are shown in Table 1. 

Ta ble  1 SCAQMD Re g iona l Sig nific a nc e  Ma ss Da ily Thre sholds 

Pollutant 

Construction Thresholds 

(pounds/day) 

Operation Thresholds 

(pounds/day) 

NOX 100 55 

VOC 75 55 

PM10 150 150 

PM2.5 55 55 

SOX 150 150 

CO 550 550 

Lead 3 3 

 NOX: nitrogen oxides; VOC: volatile organic compounds; PM10: particulate matter 10 microns or less in size; PM2.5: particulate matter 2.5 

microns or less in size; SOX: sulfur oxides; CO: carbon monoxide; SCAQMD = South Coast Air Quality Management District  

 Source: SCAQMD 2019 

In addition to the above regional thresholds, SCAQMD has developed Localized Significance 

Thresholds (LSTs) in response to the Governing Board’s Environmental Justice Enhancement 

Initiative (1-4), which was prepared to update the CEQA Air Quality Handbook (SCAQMD 1993). LSTs 

were devised in response to concern regarding exposure of individuals to criteria pollutants in local 

communities and have been developed for nitrogen oxides, carbon monoxide, particulate matter 

measuring 10 microns or less in diameter (PM10), and particulate matter measuring 2.5 microns or 

less in diameter (PM2.5). LSTs represent the maximum emissions from a project that would not cause 
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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 (SRA), distance to the sensitive receptor, and project 

size. LSTs have been developed for emissions generated in construction areas up to five acres in 

size. However, LSTs only apply to emissions in a fixed stationary location and are not applicable to 

mobile sources, such as cars on a roadway (SCAQMD 2008). As such, LSTs are typically applied only 

to construction emissions because the majority of operational emissions are associated with 

project-generated vehicle trips. 

LSTs have been developed for emissions generated by construction sites up to five acres in size. The 

Modified Project site is located in SRA 13 (Santa Clarita Valley) and is approximately 0.55 acre. 

SCAQMD provides lookup tables for sites that measure up to one, two, or five acres. Pursuant to 

SCAQMD guidance, the one-acre LSTs were utilized for this analysis (SCAQMD 2008). LSTs are 

provided for receptors at a distance of 25 to 500 meters (82 to 1,640 feet) from the Modified 

Project site boundary. The closest sensitive receptors to the Original Project site were residences 

and a school located adjacent to the pipeline alignments. The closest sensitive receptors to the 

location of the proposed water tanks under the Modified Project are residences located 

approximately 230 feet to the north. Nevertheless, the same LSTs utilized in the 2017 IS-MND for 

receptors at a distance of 82 feet (the most restrictive thresholds available) were utilized for the 

purposes of a conservative analysis of the Modified Project. LSTs for construction on a one-acre site 

in SRA 13 for a receptor at 82 feet are shown in Table 2. 

Ta ble  2 SCAQMD LSTs for Construc tion 

Pollutant 

Allowable Emissions from a 1-acre Site 

in SRA 13 for a Receptor at 82 Feet (pounds/day) 

Gradual conversion of NOx to NO2 114 

CO 590 

PM10 4 

PM2.5 3 

 NOX = nitrogen oxides; NO2 = nitrogen dioxide; CO = carbon monoxide; SOX = sulfur oxides; PM10 = particulate matter measuring 10 

microns or less in diameter; PM2.5 = particulate matter measuring 2.5 microns or less in diameter; SCAQMD = South Coast Air Quality 

Management District 

 Source: SCAQMD 2009 

Construc tion Emissions 

Additional temporary construction activities associated with the visual berm included in the 

Modified Project would generate criteria pollutant emissions, which would contribute to the 

existing non-attainment status of the SCAQMD region for the National Ambient Air Quality 

Standards for ozone and PM2.5 and the California Ambient Air Quality Standards for ozone, PM10, 

and PM2.5 (SCAQMD 2016). Table 3 presents the estimated short-term emissions generated by the 

additional construction activities associated with the Modified Project. These emissions are 

combined with emissions associated with construction of the Original Project, which results in a 

conservative emissions estimate that assumes additional construction activities for the Original 

Project would occur simultaneously with those additional construction activities required for the 

Modified Project. The combined emissions are then compared the total maximum daily and on-site 

maximum daily emissions to the applicable SCAQMD thresholds. As shown in Table 3, additional 
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construction activities required for the Modified Project would result in greater emissions than 

those estimated for the Original Project. However, the combined maximum construction emissions 

would not exceed the SCAQMD regional thresholds or LSTs and would be substantially lower than 

the thresholds (between approximately 43 to 96 percent below the thresholds, depending on the 

pollutant). Therefore, construction-related air quality impacts associated with the Modified Project 

would be less than significant, similar to the Original Project analyzed in the 2017 IS-MND.  

Ta ble  3 Estima te d Construc tion Ma ximum Emissions (pounds/ da y) 

Year VOC NOx CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5 

Maximum Daily Construction Emissions 

Emissions Associated with the 

Original Project 

2.7 29.5 18.1 < 0.1 1.7 1.3 

Additional Emissions Associated 

with the Modified Project 

1.9 46.2 17.7 0.1 3.7 1.4 

Total Maximum Daily 

Construction Emissions 

4.6 75.7 35.8 0.1 5.4 2.7 

SCAQMD Regional Thresholds 75 100 550 150 150 55 

Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No 

Maximum Daily On-site Construction Emissions 

Emissions Associated with the 

Original Project 

N/A 26.4 16.9 N/A 1.3 1.2 

Additional Emissions Associated 

with the Modified Project 

N/A 7.4 8.6 N/A 0.7 0.5 

Total Maximum Daily On-site 

Emissions 

N/A 33.8 25.5 N/A 2.0 1.7 

SCAQMD Localized Significance 

Thresholds (LSTs) 

N/A 114 590 N/A 4 3 

Threshold Exceeded? N/A No No N/A No No 

 VOC = volatile organic compounds; NOX = nitrogen oxides; CO = carbon monoxide; SO2 = sulfur dioxide; PM10 = particulate matter 

measuring 10 microns or less in diameter; PM2.5 = particulate matter measuring 2.5 microns or less in diameter; SCAQMD = South Coast 

Air Quality Management District; N/A = not applicable; CalEEMod = California Emissions Estimator Model 

 Notes: All emissions modeling was completed using CalEEMod. See Appendix B for modeling results. Some numbers may not add up 

due to rounding. Emission data is pulled from “mitigated” results, which account for compliance with regulatory compliance measures 

such as SCAQMD Rule 403. Emissions presented are the highest of the winter and summer modeled emissions. Maximum on-site 

emissions are the highest emissions that would occur on the Modified Project site from on-site sources such as heavy construction 

equipment and architectural coatings and exclude off-site emissions from sources such as construction worker vehicle trips and haul 

truck trips. 

Ope ra tiona l Emissions 

Operation and maintenance of the Modified Project would be similar to that of the Original Project 

and would result in similar off gassing of coatings and similar routine maintenance trips. Therefore, 

operational emissions associated with the Modified Project would be similar to those of the 

Approved Project and would not exceed SCAQMD thresholds. As such, the operational air quality 
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impacts of the Modified Project would be less than significant, similar to the Original Project 

analyzed in the 2017 IS-MND.  

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to criteria air pollutant emissions or exposure of 

sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations would occur, and no new mitigation 

measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

d. Would the project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting 

a substantial number of people? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined the Original Project’s other emissions would be less than significant 

with no mitigation required. 

The general nature of construction and operation of the Modified Project as recycled water 

infrastructure would be the same as that of the Original Project. As such, odors sources associated 

with construction (e.g., equipment exhaust) and operation (none) of the Modified Project would be 

similar to those of the Original Project. Therefore, similar to the Original Project analyzed in the 

2017 IS-MND, odor impacts would remain less than significant.  

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to other emissions (such as those leading to 

odors) would occur, and no new mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 
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3.4 Bio lo g ic a l Re so urc e s 

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

Would the project: 

a. Have a substantial adverse 

effect, either directly or 

through habitat 

modifications, on any species 

identified as a candidate, 

sensitive, or special status 

species in local or regional 

plans, policies, or regulations, 

or by the California 

Department of Fish and 

Wildlife or U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service? 

No No Yes No –  

New Mitigation 

Required 

b. Have a substantial adverse 

effect on any riparian habitat 

or other sensitive natural 

community identified in local 

or regional plans, policies, or 

regulations, or by the 

California Department of Fish 

and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service? 

No No No N/A 

c. 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 No No N/A 

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 No No N/A 
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Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the EIR? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

EIR? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do EIR Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

e. Conflict with any local 

policies or ordinances 

protecting biological 

resources, such as a tree 

preservation policy or 

ordinance? 

No No No N/A 

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? 

No No No N/A 

The Modified Project includes a newly proposed graded pad site located approximately 200 feet 

southeast of the original water tank site, and approximately 350 linear feet of water pipeline in the 

paved roadway needed to accommodate the new site. Rincon biologist Robin Murray conducted a 

biological reconnaissance survey of the Modified Project site plus a 100-foot buffer on September 

24, 2020. Biological conditions in the Modified Project site were observed to be substantially similar 

to those reported in the 2017 IS-MND and the Biological/Regulatory Overview for the Original 

Project (Glenn Lukos Associates 2016).  

a. Would the project 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 

Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined biological resources impacts associated with construction and 

operation of the Original Project would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.  

The new tank site location and visual berm under the Modified Project would be situated within 250 

feet from critical habitat for the coastal California gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica californica). The 

gnatcatcher is designated by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) as threatened under the 

federal Endangered Species Act. The Modified Project site is situated at the northern extent of the 

species’ geographic range where occurrences are sparsely scattered and is also situated near the 

upper limit of the species’ elevation range. Vegetation within the Modified Project does not provide 

the density or structural complexity the species requires for suitable nesting habitat. However, one 

coastal California gnatcatcher sighting is reported from 1998 within approximately one mile south of 

the Modified Project, within intact California sagebrush scrub (California Department of Fish and 

Wildlife [CDFW] 2020).  

Nevertheless, if the species is present near the Modified Project during construction activities, the 

Modified Project has the potential to indirectly impact the species (through construction noise, dust, 

or other human disturbances that may cause a nest to fail). The Modified Project would introduce 
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new potentially significant impacts related to special-status biological resources not analyzed in the 

2017 IS-MND. Implementation of new Mitigation Measure BIO-1 would include nine non-breeding 

season (July 1 through March 14) surveys conducted in accordance with USFWS protocol to 

determine presence/absence of coastal California gnatcatchers near the Modified Project site. As of 

October 2020, these surveys are in progress; the first survey conducted October 29 did not detect 

the species. As the California buckwheat scrub within the Modified Project footprint is not expected 

to support coastal California gnatcatcher territory, its removal is not expected to impact the species. 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1 would maintain avoidance of potential indirect effects 

to coastal California gnatcatcher; accordingly, impacts to the species would be less than significant 

with mitigation incorporated. 

Migratory or other common nesting birds, while not designated as special-status species, are 

protected by the California Fish and Game Code (CFGC) and Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and 

may nest on site in vegetation. Therefore, construction of the Modified Project has the potential to 

directly (by destroying a nest) or indirectly (through construction noise, dust, and other human 

disturbances that may cause a nest to fail) impact nesting birds protected under the CFGC and 

MBTA. Implementation of new Mitigation Measure BIO-2 would include a pre-construction nesting 

bird survey if vegetation removal or construction occurs during the nesting bird season (typically 

February 1 to August 31). If active nests are identified, buffers would be implemented to minimize 

impacts to nesting birds. Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-2 would maintain compliance 

with CFGC 3503 and the MBTA. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

With implementation of the following new mitigation measures, potential impacts related to 

special-status species would be reduced to a less than significant level. 

BIO-1 Co a sta l Ca lifo rnia  G na tc a tc he r Avo ida nc e  

The project proponent shall conduct USFWS protocol surveys in suitable habitat within the Modified 

Project site 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 Coastal California Gnatcatcher Presence/Absence Survey 

Guidelines (USFWS 1997). If the species is not detected during these surveys, no further action is 

required.  

If a territory or nest is confirmed during protocol surveys, the USFWS shall be notified to determine 

whether take authorization is necessary. USFWS may require the implementation of additional 

impact avoidance measures including temporary sound barriers, noise attenuation devices, and/or 

additional dust control measures. Final impact avoidance measures would be determined based on 

the location of the territory or nest, and in coordination with USFWS. No clearing of occupied 

habitat (as determined by the presence of a nest or territory) shall occur during the breeding season 

(February – August). Clearing of occupied habitat during the non-breeding season must be 

conducted at the discretion of a qualified monitoring biologist and authorized by the USFWS.  

BIO-2 Ne sting  Birds 

Project-related activities shall occur outside of the bird breeding season (generally February 1 to 

August 31) to the extent practicable. If construction must occur within the bird breeding season, 

then no more than three days prior to initiation of ground disturbance and/or vegetation removal, a 
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nesting bird pre-construction survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist within the 

disturbance footprint plus a 100-foot buffer (300-for for raptors), where feasible. If the proposed 

Modified Project is phased or construction activities stop for more than one week, a subsequent 

pre-construction nesting bird survey shall be required prior to each phase of construction.  

Pre-construction nesting bird surveys shall be conducted during the time of day when birds are 

active and shall factor in sufficient time to perform this survey adequately and completely. A report 

of the nesting bird survey results, if applicable, shall be submitted SCV Water for review and 

approval prior to ground and/or vegetation disturbance activities. 

If nests are found, their locations shall be flagged. An appropriate avoidance buffer ranging in size 

from 25 to 50 feet for passerines, and up to 300 feet for raptors depending upon the species and 

the proposed work activity, shall be determined and demarcated by a qualified biologist with bright 

orange construction fencing or other suitable flagging. Active nests shall be monitored at a 

minimum of once per week until it has been determined that the nest is no longer being used by 

either the young or adults. No ground disturbance shall occur within this buffer until the qualified 

biologist confirms that the breeding/nesting is completed and all the young have fledged. If 

Modified Project activities must occur within the buffer, they shall be conducted at the discretion of 

the qualified biologist. If no nesting birds are observed during pre-construction surveys, no further 

actions would be necessary. 

Conc lusion 

The Modified Project would introduce new potentially significant impacts related to special-status 

biological resources not analyzed in the 2017 IS-MND. However, with implementation of Mitigation 

Measures BIO-1 and BIO-2, these impacts would be reduced to a less than significant level. For all 

other biological resources, the Modified Project would not introduce new unmitigable significant 

impacts or substantially increased significant impacts, and would be consistent with the impact 

analysis provided in the 2017 IS-MND. 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

(Differs from adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

b. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive 

natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined the Original Project’s biological resources impacts related to riparian 

habitat or other sensitive natural communities would be less than significant.  

Neither the Original Project nor the Modified Project is situated within riparian habitat or a sensitive 

natural community. Therefore, construction of the new tank site and visual berm would not result in 

a new or substantially more severe impact related to riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 

community, when compared to the Original Project. Impacts would be less than significant under 

both the Original Project and the Modified Project. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to riparian habitat or sensitive natural 

communities would occur, and no new mitigation measures are necessary. 
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Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

c. Would the project 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? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined the Original Project’s biological resources impacts related to state or 

federally protected wetlands would be less than significant.  

No state or federally protected wetlands or other water features that may be considered 

jurisdictional by CDFW, United States Army Corps of Engineers, or the Los Angeles Regional Water 

Quality Control Board occur within the Original or Modified Project. Therefore, no impact to 

jurisdictional waters or wetlands would occur.  

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to state or federally protected wetlands would 

occur, and no new mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

NO IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

d. Would the project 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? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined the Original Project’s biological resources impacts related to 

movement or native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species, or migratory wildlife corridors 

would be less than significant.  

Neither the Original Project nor the Modified Project is expected to hinder wildlife movement in the 

region, considering none of the Modified Project components are designed in such a way as to 

create a barrier to wildlife movement. The additional pipeline segment would be located within 

previously developed infrastructure, and the new tank location would not impede wildlife 

movement between open space areas. Impacts to wildlife movement would be less than significant 

under both the Original Project and Modified Project. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to movement or native resident or migratory 

fish or wildlife species, or migratory wildlife corridors would occur, and no new mitigation measures 

are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 
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e. Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, 

such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined the Original Project’s biological resources impacts related to local 

policies and ordinances protecting biological resources would be less than significant.  

As with the Original Project, the Modified Project would be subject to all City of Santa Clarita 

established environmental protection guidelines, and the project would not conflict with any local 

policies or ordinances protecting biological resources. The City of Santa Clarita has an Oak Tree 

Ordinance that includes restrictions on oak tree removal; however, no oak trees meeting the 

threshold requiring a tree permit for removal (six inches circumference measured 4.5 feet above 

natural grade) exist within the impact area of the Modified Project (or the Original Project), and 

therefore no conflicts with the Oak Tree Ordinance would occur.  

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to local policies and ordinances protecting 

biological resources would occur, and no new mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

f. Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 

Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation 

plan? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined the Original Project’s biological resources impacts related to local, 

regional, or state habitat conservation plans would be less than significant.  

The Modified Project site does not occur within any Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community 

Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan areas. 

Therefore, the Modified Project would not conflict with the provisions of any such plans, and no 

impact would occur, similar to the Original Project. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to local, regional, or state habitat conservation 

plans would occur, and no new mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

NO IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 
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3.5 Cultura l Re so urc e s 

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

Would the project: 

a. Cause a substantial adverse 

change in the significance of 

a historical resource 

pursuant to §15064.5? 

No No No Yes 

b. Cause a substantial adverse 

change in the significance of 

an archaeological pursuant 

to §15064.5? 

No No No Yes 

c. Disturb any human remains, 

including those interred 

outside of formal 

cemeteries? 

No No No Yes 

In support of the modification to the Original Project site, Rincon prepared a Cultural Resources 

Study in support of the Modified Project in November 2020, which included: a cultural resources 

records search at the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) South Central 

Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) located at California State University, Fullerton; a pedestrian 

field survey; and historical topographic map and aerial imagery review (Appendix C).  

The SCCIC cultural resources records search was performed to identify previously conducted cultural 

resources studies, as well as previously recorded cultural resources within the Modified Project site 

and a 0.5-mile radius surrounding it. The CHRIS search included a review of available records at the 

SCCIC, as well as the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), the California Register of Historical 

Resources (CRHR), the Office of Historic Preservation Historic Properties Directory, the California 

Inventory of Historic Resources, the Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility list, and historic 

maps. Rincon received the SCCIC cultural resources records search results on October 15, 2020. 

The SCCIC records search identified seven cultural resources studies conducted within a 0.5-mile 

radius of the Modified Project site, one of which evaluated portions of the Modified Project site. The 

study did not identify any cultural resources within the Modified Project site itself. The cultural 

resource study conducted for the Original Project (Foster 2017) was not identified by the SCCIC and 

is, therefore, most likely not in the SCCIC files. The Foster 2017 study did not record or observe any 

cultural resources within the Original Project site. 

The SCCIC search identified one previously recorded cultural resource within the 0.5-mile radius 

surrounding the Modified Project site; no recorded cultural resources are within the Modified 

Project site.  
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a. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource 

as defined in §15064.5? 

b. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological 

resource pursuant to §15064.5? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined the Original Project would not cause a substantial adverse change in 

the significance of historical or archeological resources. Similar to the Original Project site, the 

Modified Project site has been previously disturbed by extensive grading and terracing. The 

Modified Project site is comprised of a flat pad and a 15- to 20-foot high visual berm on the 

southern side of the site.  

Rincon completed a review of historical topographic maps and aerial imagery to confirm the site 

land use history as described in the 2017 IS-MND. Historical topographic maps from 1900 to 1955 

depict the Modified Project site as undeveloped land (NETR Online 2020) and aerial imagery from 

1947 to 1954 confirms the Modified Project site was undeveloped. Historical topographic maps and 

aerial imagery show the Modified Project site was planted with trees and a possible orchard from 

approximately 1959 to 1988, with a road developed to the south-east between 1974 and 1978 

(NETR Online 2020). Imagery from 2002 to 2005 shows the continued development of the area and 

imagery from 2009 depicts the Cherry Willow potable tank site as developed and the Modified 

Project site in its current graded and terraced condition (NETR Online 2020).  

Rincon conducted a pedestrian field survey of the Modified Project site on October 20, 2020. 

Pedestrian transects were spaced no more than 15 meters apart, where accessible, within the 

Modified Project site and a 100-foot buffer surrounding the site. A visual reconnaissance of the 

graded slopes was also conducted. Ground visibility ranged from poor (less than 15 percent) on 

vegetated, graded slopes to excellent (100 percent) in recently graded and flat areas. Exposed 

ground surfaces were inspected for prehistoric cultural materials (e.g., flaked stone tools, tool-

making debris, stone milling tools, ecofacts [marine shell and bone]), soil discoloration that might 

indicate the presence of a prehistoric midden deposit, historic-period debris (e.g., metal, glass, 

ceramics), and features that indicate the presence of former historic-period structures or buildings 

(e.g., standing exterior walls, foundations). Rodent burrows allowed visual inspection of subsurface 

soils. The Modified Project site has been heavily disturbed by previous construction grading and 

terracing that created a flat, graded pad and a 15- to 20-foot high berm around the Cherry Willow 

potable tank site. These extensive previous construction disturbances likely removed the upper soil 

layers that might have contained cultural resources. Visible soils within the Modified Project site 

consisted of light brown to tan colored sandy and silty loam with imported gravel likely due to 

recent modification and site use. The Modified Project site exhibited modifications and 

archaeological sensitivity similar to conditions reported for the 2017 Original Project site, during 

which Greenwood and Associates noted a low sensitivity for archaeological resources due to heavy 

disturbance of the project site. 

As with the 2017 IS-MND, although no historical or archaeological resources are known to exist 

within the Modified Project site, there is the potential for unanticipated discoveries during ground 

disturbance. In the unlikely event of an unanticipated discovery, impacts to unknown archaeological 

resources would be potentially significant and mitigation measures would be required, as 

determined and included in the 2017 IS-MND. The Modified Project would implement Mitigation 

Measure CUL-1, as identified in the 2017 IS-MND, to reduce potential impacts to a less than 

significant level. 
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Mitig a tion Me a sure s from 2017 IS- MND 

CUL-1: In the event that any historical, archeological or tribal cultural resources are discovered 

during excavation activities, work shall be stopped immediately and temporarily diverted from the 

vicinity of the discovery until a qualified archeologist and a member of the Fernandeño Tataviam 

Band of Mission Indians are notified and can identify and evaluate the importance of the find, 

conduct an appropriate assessment, and implement measures to mitigate impacts on significant 

resources. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially increased impacts to cultural resources would occur, and no new mitigation 

measures are necessary.  

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

c. Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal 

cemeteries? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined no cemeteries are known to exist within the Original Project and the 

Original Project would likely not impact or disturb human remains.  

Similar to the Original Project, the Modified Project is not likely to impact human remains. Although 

unlikely, if human remains are unexpectedly found, the State of California Health and Safety Code 

Section 7050.5 states that no further disturbance shall occur until the coroner has made a 

determination of origin and disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. In the 

event of an unanticipated discovery of human remains, the Los Angeles County Department of 

Medical Examiner-Coroner would be notified immediately. If the human remains are determined to 

be prehistoric, the Medical Examiner-Coroner will notify the Native American Heritage Commission 

(NAHC), which will determine and notify a most likely descendant (MLD). The MLD will complete an 

inspection of the site within 48 hours of being granted access to the site. With adherence to existing 

regulations, impacts to human remains would be less than significant. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially increased impacts to cultural resources would occur, and no new mitigation 

measures are necessary.  

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 
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3.6 Ene rg y 

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

Would the project: 

a. Result in a potentially 

significant environmental 

impact due to wasteful, 

inefficient, or unnecessary 

consumption of energy 

resources, during project 

construction or operation? 

No No No N/A 

b. Conflict with or obstruct a 

state or local plan for 

renewable energy or energy 

efficiency? 

No No No N/A 

a. Would the project result in a potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, 

inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or 

operation? 

b. Would the project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy 

efficiency? 

The 2017 IS-MND did not directly evaluate the energy impacts associated with construction and 

operation of the Original Project because this impact area was added to the CEQA Guidelines 

Appendix G checklist in December 2018, after adoption of the 2017 IS-MND. However, the 

environmental impacts of energy consumption such as air pollutant and greenhouse gas (GHG) 

emissions, were indirectly evaluated in the 2017 IS-MND. As discussed in Section 3.3, Air Quality, 

and Section 3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, the 2017 IS-MND determined air quality and GHG 

emissions impacts would be less than significant. Therefore, the 2017 IS-MND indirectly concluded 

that the energy impacts of the Original Project would be less than significant with no mitigation 

required. 

Energy use during construction of the Modified Project would be generally similar to the Original 

Project; however, the additional construction equipment usage and vehicle trips associated with 

construction of the visual berm under the Modified Project would require approximately 157 more 

gallons of gasoline and 3,418 gallons of diesel fuel (see Appendix D for energy consumption 

calculations that were based on the CalEEMod modeling results in Appendix B). Energy use during 

construction would be temporary in nature, and construction equipment used would be typical of 

construction projects in the region. In addition, construction contractors would be required to 

comply with the provisions of 13 California Code of Regulations Sections 2449 and 2485, which 

prohibit diesel-fueled commercial motor vehicles and off-road diesel vehicles from idling for more 

than five minutes, which would minimize unnecessary fuel consumption. Construction equipment 

would be subject to the United States Environmental Protection Agency’s Construction Equipment 
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Fuel Efficiency Standard (40 Code of Federal Regulations Parts 1039, 1065, and 1068), which would 

minimize inefficient fuel consumption. Therefore, similar to the Original Project, construction of the 

Modified Project would not result in a potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, 

inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources.  

Operation of the Modified Project would be similar to that of the Original Project and would result 

in similar energy consumption associated with recycled water pumping and vehicle trips for routine 

maintenance activities. The California Air Resources Board’s (CARB) 2017 Climate Change Scoping 

Plan, which was adopted to establish a pathway to achieving the State’s GHG emission reduction 

target of 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030, acknowledges that “the water-energy nexus 

provides opportunities for conservation of these natural resources as well as reductions of GHG 

emissions” (CARB 2017). Statewide GHG emissions reduction strategies for the water sector are 

aimed are reducing the energy intensity of water, which is “the amount of energy required to take a 

unit of water from its origin (such as a river or aquifer) and extract and convey it to its end use” 

(CARB 2017). Similar to the Original Project, the Modified Project would facilitate the use of recycled 

water in the project area. In doing so, the Modified Project would support the necessary provision 

of a new source of local water supply and would preclude the need for additional imports of future 

water supplies (beyond those already planned to accommodate growth), which would have a 

greater energy intensity than local recycled water. Accordingly, energy consumption during 

operation of the Modified Project would not be unnecessary. Furthermore, in the interest of cost 

savings, pump station equipment would be designed to minimize the wasteful and inefficient 

consumption of energy, and staff would not make unnecessary vehicle trips to the site for operation 

and maintenance activities. As a result, similar to the Original Project, energy consumption by the 

Modified Project during operation would not be wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary. Therefore, 

impacts would be less than significant. 

SCV Water does not have a specific renewable energy or energy efficiency plan. The Santa Clarita 

General Plan and City of Santa Clarita Climate Action Plan include several goals and policies related 

to renewable energy and energy efficiency (City of Santa Clarita 2011 and 2012). Similar to the 

Original Project, the Modified Project would support implementation of Measure WSW-1 (Use 

Reclaimed Water) of the City’s Climate Action Plan, which encourages the use of reclaimed water 

for non-potable purposes because it is less energy intensive than other water supply sources. 

Furthermore, as discussed above, the Modified Project would be consistent with the energy 

conservation goals of the 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan. Therefore, similar to the Original 

Project analyzed in the 2017 IS-MND, the Modified Project would not conflict with or obstruct the 

statewide or local plans for renewable energy and energy efficiency, and impacts would be less than 

significant. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to energy would occur, and no new mitigation 

measures are necessary.  
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Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

 

62



Sa nta  C la rita  Va lle y Wa te r Ag e nc y 

Pha se  2B Re c yc le d Wa te r Ta nk Proje c t 

 

38 

 

This page intentionally left blank. 

 

63



Enviro nme nta l Che c klist a nd  Imp a c ts o f Mo d ifie d  Pro je c t 

Ge olog y a nd Soils 

 

Fina l Sup p le me nta l Initia l Stud y – Mitig a te d  Ne g a tive  De c la ra tio n 39 

3.7 G e o lo g y a nd  So ils 

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

Would the project: 

a. Directly or indirectly cause 

potential substantial adverse 

effects, including the risk of 

loss, injury, or death 

involving: 

    

1. 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? 

No No No N/A 

2. Strong seismic ground 

shaking? 

No No No N/A 

3. Seismic-related ground 

failure, including 

liquefaction? 

No No No N/A 

4. Landslides? No No No N/A 

b. Result in substantial soil 

erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

No No No N/A 

c. Be located on a geologic unit 

or soil that is unstable, or 

that would become unstable 

as a result of the project, and 

potentially result in on- or 

off-site landslide, lateral 

spreading, subsidence, 

liquefaction, or collapse? 

No No No N/A 
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Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the IS-MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the IS-

MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

d. Be located on expansive soil, 

as defined in Table 1-B of the 

Uniform Building Code 

(1994), creating substantial 

direct or indirect risks to life 

or property? 

No No No N/A 

e. Have soils incapable of 

adequately supporting the 

use of septic tanks or 

alternative wastewater 

disposal systems where 

sewers are not available for 

the disposal of wastewater? 

No No No N/A 

f. Directly or indirectly destroy 

a unique paleontological 

resource or site or unique 

geologic feature? 

No No No N/A 

In October 2020, a Geotechnical Investigation (Appendix E) and companion Slope Stability Report 

(Appendix F) were prepared for the Modified Project Site. The Geotechnical Investigation and 

companion Slope Stability Report evaluate the soils and geological materials at the Modified Project 

site and provide geotechnical design criteria for the Modified Project. In addition, slope stability 

analyses were performed to evaluate the adequacy of slope stability to accommodate the proposed 

infrastructure (Kennedy/Jenks Consultants 2020; Geolabs – Westlake Village 2020).  

The Modified Project site contains an existing building pad that was graded atop a bedrock ridgeline 

between 2003 and 2006 as a part of Tract 28833 for the Fair Oaks residential development. The 

building pad is underlain by Towsley Formation bedrock. The northeast and western edges of the 

pad consist of compacted fill. A sloped stability fill ascends from the south side of the pad 

approximately 30 feet to the visual berm separating the building pad from the existing Cherry 

Willow tanks site (Geolabs – Westlake Village 2020).  

The Modified Project site is located within the seismically active Southern California region. 

However, the Modified Project site contains no known active or potentially active faults, nor is it 

located within a state-mandated Earthquake Fault Zone (Geolabs – Westlake Village 2020).  

The Modified Project components are not located in a Liquefaction Hazard Zone. Like the Original 

Project site, the Modified Project site is located in an Earthquake-Induced Landslide Hazard Zone 

(City of Santa Clarita 2020a). 

According to the Geotechnical Investigation, some of the near-surface soils on the Modified Project 

site are expansive (Kennedy/Jenks Consultants 2020).  
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a. Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the 

risk of loss, injury, or death involving:  

 a.1 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? 

 a.2 Strong seismic ground shaking? 

 a.3 Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

 a.4 Landslides? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined geology and soils impacts associated with construction and operation 

of the Original Project would be less than significant with no mitigation required. However, during 

the course of final engineering design, it was determined there were landslide and slope stability 

risks at the Original Project site that would have required costly engineered buttress fill or drilled 

cast-in-place concrete piles and shear pins to resolve. Therefore, SCV Water elected to relocate the 

proposed recycled water tank site to the Modified Project site, located approximately 200 feet 

southeast of the original tank site.  

Similar to the Original Project site, the Modified Project site is located in a seismically-active area of 

Southern California. However, also similar to the Original Project site, no portion of the Modified 

Project site is located in an Alquist-Priolo earthquake fault zone. As discussed in the 2017 IS-MND, 

the region is prone to occasional seismic ground shaking. Like the Original Project, the Modified 

Project would incorporate appropriate seismic safety design measures as required by the latest 

California Building Code (CBC), including shut-off valve requirements in the case of a pipeline 

rupture. As with the Original Project, regulatory compliance with the CBC would reduce seismic 

hazards associated with the Modified Project to a less than significant level. Impacts related to 

seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction, would be less than significant with adherence 

to the CBC. 

Additional geologic investigative work was completed to determine whether the Modified Project 

site was subject to similar geologic hazards as the Original Project site. Geologic findings in the 

Geotechnical Investigation (Appendix E) and companion Slope Stability Report (Appendix F) 

indicated evidence of fractured soil and rock within the upper 20 feet of soil material at the 

Modified Project site. The geological report recommends removing and recompacting the upper 20 

feet of soil material to obtain an acceptable slope stability factor of safety and provide adequate soil 

bearing capacity for the proposed water tanks. As discussed in the Project Description, final 

engineering design would incorporate the geotechnical design recommendations from the 

Geotechnical Investigation and companion Slope Stability Report. The Slope Stability Report 

concludes the Modified Project, with incorporation of recommendations identified therein, would 

be safe against hazard from landslide, settlement, or slippage, and would have no adverse effect on 

the geologic stability of properties outside of the Modified Project site.  

In addition, like the Original Project, the Modified Project does not include habitable structures and 

would therefore not expose people to loss, injury, or death involving landslides. Implementation of 

the 20-foot earth over-excavation and re-compaction of a portion of the existing pad at the 

Modified Project would alleviate the existing risk of earthquake-induced landslides in the immediate 

vicinity. In the event an earthquake compromised any project component due to landslides during 

operation, SCV Water would temporarily shut off the water supply and conduct emergency repairs 

as soon as possible. Impacts related to landslides would be less than significant.  
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Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects would occur to seismic hazards, and no new mitigation 

measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

b. Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined geology and soils impacts associated with construction and operation 

of the Original Project would be less than significant with no mitigation required.  

As discussed in Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality, similar to the Original Project, grading, 

excavation, and other construction activities associated with the Modified Project could result in soil 

erosion. In comparison to the Original Project, the Modified Project would involve increased 

excavation and soil movement to accommodate creation of a visual berm. Grading, excavation, and 

other construction activities associated with the Modified Project could result in soil erosion due to 

exposed and stockpiled soils.  

As discussed in Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality, the Modified Project would be subject to 

the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Construction General Permit, which 

requires implementation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) outlining project-

specific best management practices (BMPs) to control erosion. Erosion control BMPs may include 

measures such as silt fencing, temporary sediment basins, and an on-site supply of erosion control 

materials (gravel, straw bales, shovels, etc.). Implementation of a SWPPP as required by the 

Construction General Permit would reduce the Modified Project’s potential impacts related to soil 

erosion to a less than significant level.  

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects would occur to soil erosion, and no new mitigation 

measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

c. Would the project 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? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined the Original Project’s impacts to unstable geologic units or soils would 

be less than significant with no mitigation required.  

Ground subsidence and associated fissuring have occurred in Los Angeles County due to falling and 

rising groundwater tables. Subsidence is caused by a variety of activities, which include, but are not 

limited to: withdrawal of groundwater, pumping of oil and gas from underground, the collapse of 

underground mines, liquefaction, and hydro-compaction. Like the Original Project, the Modified 
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Project would not increase the amount of water pumped from the underlying groundwater basin. 

Based on the Modified Project’s elevated location on a hillside, construction activities are unlikely to 

encounter groundwater.  

As discussed in the Project Description, final engineering design would incorporate the geotechnical 

design recommendations from the Geotechnical Investigation and companion Slope Stability 

Report. The Slope Stability Report concludes the Modified Project, with incorporation of 

recommendations identified therein, would be safe against hazard from landslide, settlement, or 

slippage, and would have no adverse effect on the geologic stability of properties outside of the 

Modified Project site. 

Additionally, as discussed in the 2017 IS-MND, the CBC contains provisions for soil preparation to 

minimize hazards from liquefaction and other unstable geologic features. In the event landslides, 

lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse compromised any Modified Project 

component during operation, SCV Water would temporarily shut off the facility and conduct 

emergency repairs as soon as possible. Therefore, the Modified Project would not result in on- or 

off-site landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects would occur to seismic hazards or unstable geologic 

units or soils, and no new mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

d. Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 1-B of the Uniform Building 

Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined the Original Project’s impacts related to expansive soils would be less 

than significant with no mitigation required. A soil’s potential to shrink and swell depends on the 

amount and types of clay in the soil. The additional segment of pipeline constructed under the 

Modified Project would involve construction of a water pipeline beneath the existing roadway on 

engineered fill, which is not subject to significant expansion.  

According to the Geotechnical Investigation, some of the near-surface soils on the Modified Project 

water tanks site are expansive (Kennedy/Jenks Consultants 2020). As discussed in the Project 

Description, final engineering design would incorporate the geotechnical design recommendations 

from the Geotechnical Investigation and companion Slope Stability Report. The Geotechnical 

Investigation includes design recommendations to address risks associated with expansive soils. 

Design criteria are presented for pre-saturation of the supporting subgrade soils prior to placing 

concrete. With implementation of design criteria recommended in the Geotechnical Investigation, 

impacts related to expansive soils would be less than significant.  

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects would occur to expansive soils, and no new mitigation 

measures are necessary. 
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Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

e. Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or 

alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of 

wastewater? 

Neither the Original Project nor the Modified Project would involve septic tanks or alternative 

wastewater disposal systems, and therefore, no related impact would occur.  

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects would occur to septic tanks, and no new mitigation 

measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

f. Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or 

unique geologic feature? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined there were no unique paleontological resources located on or near 

the Original Project site, and no impact would occur to paleontological resources. In the 2017 IS-

MND, this analysis was located in the Cultural Resources section. This checklist question was moved 

to the Geology and Soils section in the December 2018 CEQA Guidelines updates, after adoption of 

the 2017 IS-MND.  

The Modified Project site is located within the same vicinity as the Original Project site. Similar to 

the Original Project site, the Modified Project water tank site was originally part of a ridge that has 

been subsequently graded to a level pad. Similar to the 2017 IS-MND, impacts would be less than 

significant.   

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects would occur to paleontological resources, and no new 

mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as approved 2017 IS-MND) 
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3.8 G re e nho use  Ga s Emissio ns 

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

Would the project: 

a. Generate greenhouse gas 

emissions, either directly or 

indirectly, that may have a 

significant impact on the 

environment? 

No No No N/A 

b. Conflict with an applicable 

plan, policy, or regulation 

adopted for the purpose of 

reducing the emissions of 

greenhouse gases? 

No No No N/A 

a. Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may 

have a significant impact on the environment? 

b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the 

emissions of greenhouse gases? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined GHG emissions impacts associated with construction and operation of 

the Original Project would be less than significant with no mitigation required. 

Additional GHG emissions associated with the Modified Project would include temporary emissions 

generated by additional equipment and vehicle trips for construction of the visual berm beyond 

those required for the Original Project. Modeling of additional construction-related GHG emissions 

was performed using CalEEMod version 2016.3.2 in accordance with project details provided by SCV 

Water, including the construction schedule and construction equipment list. Operation of the 

Modified Project would be the same as that of the Original Project and would result in similarly 

minimal levels of GHG emissions. 

Consistent with the approach of the 2017 IS-MND, this analysis utilizes a threshold of 10,000 metric 

tons (MT) of carbon dioxide equivalents (CO2e) because the Modified Project is considered a utility 

project and this threshold was adopted by the SCAQMD as a screening level threshold for stationary 

source/industrial projects for which the SCAQMD is the lead agency. As shown in Table 4, total GHG 

emissions associated with the Modified Project combined with those of the Original Project would 

be approximately 202 MT of CO2e, which would not exceed the threshold of 10,000 MT of CO2e. 

Therefore, similar to the Original Project, the Modified Project would not generate GHG emissions, 

either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment, and impacts 

would be less than significant. 
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Ta ble  4 Estima te d GHG Emissions 

Emission Source 

Emissions 

(MT of CO2e) 

Emissions Associated with the Original Project 160 

Additional Emissions Associated with the Modified Project 42 

Total 202 

Threshold 10,000 

Threshold Exceeded? No 

 MT = metric tons; CO2e = carbon dioxide equivalents; SCAQMD = South Coast Air Quality Management District 

 See Appendix B for modeling results. 

SCV Water does not have a specific GHG emission reduction plan. The Santa Clarita General Plan 

and City of Santa Clarita Climate Action Plan include several goals and policies related to GHG 

emission reductions (City of Santa Clarita 2011 and 2012). As discussed in Section 3.6, Energy, 

similar to the Original Project, the Modified Project would support implementation of Measure 

WSW-1 (Use Reclaimed Water) of the City’s Climate Action Plan, which encourages the use of 

reclaimed water for non-potable purposes because it is less energy intensive and results in fewer 

GHG emissions than other water supply sources. In addition, as discussed in Section 3.6, Energy, the 

Modified Project would be consistent with the GHG emission reduction goals of the 2017 Climate 

Change Scoping Plan related to water recycling (CARB 2017). Therefore, similar to the Original 

Project analyzed in the 2017 IS-MND, the Modified Project would be consistent with applicable 

plans for GHG emission reductions, and impacts would be less than significant. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to GHG emissions would occur, and no new 

mitigation measures are necessary.  

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 
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3.9 Ha za rd s a nd  Ha za rd o us Ma te ria ls 

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

Would the project: 

a. Create a significant hazard to 

the public or the 

environment through the 

routine transport, use, or 

disposal of hazardous 

materials? 

No No No N/A 

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 No No N/A 

c. Emit hazardous emissions or 

handle hazardous or acutely 

hazardous materials, 

substances, or waste within 

0.25 mile of an existing or 

proposed school? 

No No No N/A 

d. Be located on a site that is 

included on a list of 

hazardous material 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 No No N/A 

e. For a project located in 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 No No N/A 
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Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the IS-MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

f. Impair implementation of or 

physically interfere with an 

adopted emergency 

response plan or emergency 

evacuation plan? 

No No No N/A 

g. Expose people or structures, 

either directly or indirectly, 

to a significant risk of loss, 

injury, or death involving 

wildland fires? 

No No No N/A 

a. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the 

routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 

b. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through 

reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous 

materials into the environment? 

c. Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous 

materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an existing or proposed school? 

d. Would the project be located on a site that is included on a list of hazardous material 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 in 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? 

f. Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency 

response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

g. Would the project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk 

of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined hazards and hazardous materials impacts from the Original Project 

would be less than significant. 

Hazardous materials conditions in and around the Modified Project site have not changed since the 

analysis included in the 2017 IS-MND. The Modified Project is located in the close vicinity of the 

Original Project and would not introduce any new or substantially more severe effects related to 

hazards near schools, airports, or mapped hazardous materials sites. Construction activities and 

materials associated with the Modified Project would be similar to those analyzed under the 

Original Project. There is the potential for an accidental spill or release of hazardous or potentially 

hazardous materials such as vehicle and equipment fuels to occur during Modified Project 

construction. Similar to the Original Project, the Modified Project would comply with all relevant 
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regulations, including the enforcement of hazardous materials treatment, handling, notification, and 

transportation regulations and implementation of best management practices (BMPs). Compliance 

with appropriate regulations and policies, specifically California Title 22 and Regional Water Quality 

Control Board recycled water permitting, would minimize risk associated with release of hazardous 

or potentially hazardous materials. Impacts would be less than significant.  

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects would occur related to hazards and hazardous 

materials and no new mitigation measures are necessary.  

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as approved 2017 IS-MND) 
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3.10 Hyd ro lo g y a nd  Wa te r Q ua lity 

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

Would the project: 

a. Violate any water quality 

standards or waste discharge 

requirements or otherwise 

substantially degrade surface 

or ground water quality? 

No No No N/A 

b. Substantially decrease 

groundwater supplies or 

interfere substantially with 

groundwater recharge such 

that the project may impede 

sustainable groundwater 

management of the basin? 

No No No N/A 

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:  

No No No N/A 

(i) Result in substantial 

erosion or siltation on- 

or off-site 

No No No N/A 

(ii) Substantially increase 

the rate or amount of 

surface runoff in a 

manner which would 

result in flooding on- or 

off-site 

No No No N/A 

(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 

No No No N/A 
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Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the IS-MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the IS-

MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

(iv) Impede or redirect flood 

flows? 

No No No N/A 

d. In flood hazard, tsunami, or 

seiche zones, risk release of 

pollutants due to project 

inundation? 

No No No N/A 

e. Conflict with or obstruct 

implementation of a water 

quality control plan or 

sustainable groundwater 

management plan? 

No No No N/A 

a. Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or 

otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality? 

c. Would the project 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 situation on- or off-site? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined hydrology and water quality impacts from implementation of the 

Original Project would be less than significant without mitigation required.  

Construc tion 

Similar to the Original Project, grading, excavation, and other construction activities associated with 

the Modified Project could adversely affect water quality due to erosion resulting from exposed 

soils and the generation of water pollutants, including trash, construction materials, and equipment 

fluids. Additionally, spills, leakage, or improper handling and storage of substances such as oils, 

fuels, chemicals, metals, and other substances from vehicles, equipment, and materials used during 

Modified Project construction could contribute to stormwater pollutants or leach to underlying 

groundwater. In comparison to the Original Project, the Modified Project would involve increased 

excavation and soil movement to accommodate creation of a visual berm.  

Construction-related stormwater pollutant discharges are regulated pursuant to the NPDES 

Construction General Permit, which requires visual monitoring of stormwater and non-stormwater 

discharges, sampling, analysis, and monitoring of non-visible pollutants, and compliance with all 

applicable water quality standards established for receiving waters potentially affected by 

construction discharges. Furthermore, the Construction General Permit requires implementation of 

a SWPPP outlining project-specific BMPs to control erosion. Such BMPs include the use of 

temporary de-silting basins, construction vehicle maintenance in staging areas to avoid leaks, and 

installation of silt fences and erosion control blankets. Coverage under the Construction General 

Permit occurs for projects resulting in greater than one acre of disturbance area. The Modified 
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Project site would be greater than one acre in size and would therefore be subject to the 

Construction General Permit requirements.  

As required by the Construction General Permit and as discussed in Section 3.7, Geology and Soils, 

the Modified Project would prepare and implement a SWPPP containing construction BMPs to 

reduce construction-related stormwater discharges and minimize potential downstream water 

quality impacts. As such, construction-related impacts related to the Modified Project would be less 

than significant.  

Ope ra tion 

Modified Project operation would not involve ground disturbance, limiting the potential for off-site 

migration of sediment and adsorbed pollutants in runoff. Similar to the Original Project, the 

Modified Project would increase impervious surface cover on the site due to the construction of the 

water tanks and foundation, but the majority of the Modified Project site would remain unpaved 

and pervious. Consistent with the Original Project, upon completion of construction, the roadway 

over the installed pipeline would be repaved and returned to pre-construction conditions.  

Like the Original Project site, stormwater would flow from the Modified Project site into the existing 

series of concrete bench/terrace drains on the hillside. Increased impervious area on the Modified 

Project site could result in increased stormwater runoff flow and volume, which can carry pollutants 

to downstream water bodies and adversely affect water quality.  

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects would occur related to water quality and soil erosion 

and no new mitigation measures are necessary.  

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as approved 2017 IS-MND) 

b. Would the project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with 

groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater 

management of the basin? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined groundwater impacts from implementation of the Original Project 

would be less than significant without mitigation required. Similar to the Original Project, the 

Modified Project would not involve pumping of groundwater and would not interfere with 

groundwater recharge. No impact to groundwater supplies or recharge would occur.  

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects would occur to groundwater, and no new mitigation 

measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

NO IMPACT 

(Same as approved 2017 IS-MND) 
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c. Would the project 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: 

 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? 

 iv. Impede or redirect flood flows? 

d. In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, would the project risk release of pollutants due to 

project inundation? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined the Original Project’s impacts related to hydrology and flooding 

would be less than significant without mitigation required.  

Consistent with the Original Project, upon completion of pipeline construction, the Modified Project 

would include repaving of the roadway to return it to pre-construction conditions. In comparison to 

the Original Project, the Modified Project would construct a visual berm on the Modified Project 

water tank site, which could slightly alter the existing drainage pattern of the site. However, the 

Modified Project would not substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner 

which would result in flooding, exceed the capacity of stormwater drainage systems, provide 

substantial additional sources of polluted runoff, or impede or redirect flood flows. Stormwater 

runoff from the Modified Project site would continue to flow into the existing series of concrete 

bench/terrace drains on the hillside. As previously discussed, the Modified Project would increase 

impervious surface cover on the site due to the construction of the water tanks and foundation, but 

the majority of the Modified Project site would remain unpaved and pervious.  

Similar to the Original Project, the Modified Project site would not be located in an identified flood 

zone. According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (2008), the Modified Project site is 

located in Zone X, an area of minimal flood hazard (Map Panel No. 06037C0845F). Like the Original 

Project, the Modified Project site is elevated on a hillside. As such, the Modified Project would not 

impede or redirect flood flows, nor would it risk release of pollutants due to inundation.  

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects would occur to hydrology and flooding, and no new 

mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as approved 2017 IS-MND) 

e. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or 

sustainable groundwater management plan? 

The 2017 IS-MND did not directly evaluate whether the Original Project would conflict with or 

obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater management 

plan because this checklist question was added to the Appendix G checklist of the CEQA Guidelines 

in December 2018, after adoption of the 2017 IS-MND. 
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The Los Angeles RWQCB’s Basin Plan designates beneficial uses for surface waters in the Los Angeles 

region and associated water quality objectives to fulfill such uses. The Original Project and Modified 

Project site locations are within the Santa Clara River watershed and drain to Reach 6 of the Santa 

Clara River. Reach 6 and all downstream reaches have designated beneficial uses of Municipal and 

Domestic Supply (potential), Industrial Service Supply, Industrial Process Supply, Agricultural Supply, 

Groundwater Recharge, Freshwater Replenishment, Warm Freshwater Habitat, Wildlife Habitat, 

Rare, Threatened and Endangered Species, Wetland Habitat, Water Contact Recreation, and Non-

contact Water Recreation (Los Angeles RWQCB 2020).1 Multiple reaches of the Santa Clara River 

downstream of the Modified Project site are listed as impaired for numerous pollutants. 

As described above, the Modified Project would implement stormwater BMPs to minimize potential 

temporary, construction-related water quality impacts as required under the Construction General 

Permit. Furthermore, Modified Project operation would not involve ground disturbance that would 

contribute to runoff of sediment or sediment-bound pollutants, and the Modified Project does not 

involve use of septic systems, pet parks, agricultural land, or other land uses commonly associated 

with high concentrations of nutrients, indicator bacteria, or chemical toxicity. The Modified Project 

would not conflict with Los Angeles RWQCB’s Basin Plan. No impact would occur.  

The Original Project and Modified Project sites do not overlie a defined Department of Water 

Resources Bulletin 118 groundwater basin. As such, there are no sustainable groundwater 

management plans in place for the Modified Project site. In addition, as previously discussed, similar 

to the Original Project, the Modified Project would not involve pumping of groundwater and would 

not interfere with groundwater recharge. No impact to sustainable groundwater management 

planning efforts would occur. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects would occur related to a water quality control plan or 

sustainable groundwater management plan and no new mitigation measures are necessary.  

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as approved 2017 IS-MND) 

 
1 Santa Clara River Reach 4B and downstream reaches also have a designated beneficial use of Migration of Aquatic Organisms. Santa 

Clara River Reach 2 and Reach 1 also have a designated beneficial use of Cold Freshwater Habitat.  
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3.11 La nd  Use  a nd  Pla nning  

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

Would the project: 

a. Physically divide an 

established community? 
No No No N/A 

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 No No N/A 

a. Would the project physically divide an established community? 

b. Would the project 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? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined no land use and planning impacts associated with construction and 

operation of the Original Project would occur. Similar to the Original Project, the Modified Project 

would not physically divide an established community given that the two water tanks would be 

located on an existing graded pad site. The land use plans, policies, and regulations applicable to the 

Modified Project have not changed substantially since the analysis included in the 2017 IS-MND, and 

the Modified Project proposes the same type of land use as the Original Project on a site with the 

same land use designation (SP – Specific Plan) and zoning (SP – Specific Plan) as the Original Project 

site. Therefore, similar to the Original Project analyzed in the 2017 IS-MND, the Modified Project 

would result in no impacts related to land use and planning. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to land use and planning would occur, and no 

new mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

NO IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 
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3.12 Mine ra l Re so urc e s 

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

Would the project: 

a. Result in the loss of 

availability of a known 

mineral resource that would 

be of value to the region and 

the residents of the state? 

No No No N/A 

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 No No N/A 

a. Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of 

value to the region and the residents of the state? 

b. Would the project 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? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined no mineral resources impacts associated with construction and 

operation of the Original Project would occur. According to Exhibit CO-2 of the City of Santa Clarita 

General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element, the Modified Project site is not located within 

an area designated as a Mineral Resource Zone 2 (i.e., an area of significant mineral resources; City 

of Santa Clarita 2011). Therefore, similar to the Original Project analyzed in the 2017 IS-MND, the 

Modified Project would result in no impacts related to mineral resources. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to mineral resources would occur, and no new 

mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

NO IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 
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3.13 No ise  

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

Would the project: 

a. Generate 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 No No Yes 

b. Generate excessive 

groundborne vibration or 

groundborne noise levels? 

No No No N/A 

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, expose 

people residing or working in 

the project area to excessive 

noise levels? 

No No No N/A 

a. Would the project result in 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? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined construction noise impacts associated with the Original Project would 

be less than significant with incorporation of Mitigation Measure Noise-1 and operational noise 

impacts would be less than significant with no mitigation required. 

Operation and maintenance activities associated with the Modified Project would be the same as 

those of the Original Project and would be limited to daytime hours. Therefore, as with the Original 

Project, operation of the Modified Project would not result in a substantial permanent increase of 

ambient noise levels in the local area, and impacts would be less than significant. 

The Modified Project would require similar types of construction equipment as the Original Project 

and would therefore generate similar levels of construction noise as those analyzed in the 2017 IS-

MND. Therefore, the temporary increase in ambient noise levels associated with construction of the 

Modified Project would be significant, similar to the Original Project analyzed in the 2017 IS-MND. 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure Noise-1, as required for the Original Project in the 2017 IS-
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MND, would continue to be required for the Modified Project. As with the Original Project, 

implementation of this mitigation measure would reduce construction noise impacts to a less than 

significant level.  

Mitig a tion Me a sure  from 2017 IS- MND 

Noise-1: [SCV Water] and its contractors shall implement the following measures when project-

related construction is planned to occur within the City limits and/or within 1,500 feet of sensitive 

receptors: 

 Construction activities shall meet municipal code requirements related to noise. Construction 

activities shall be limited to between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. Monday through Friday and 8:00 

a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Saturday to avoid noise-sensitive hours of the day. Construction activities shall 

be prohibited on Sundays and holidays. 

 Construction equipment noise shall be minimized by muffling and shielding intakes and exhaust 

on construction equipment (per the manufacturer’s specifications) and by shrouding or 

shielding impact tools.  

 Construction contractors shall locate fixed construction equipment (such as compressors and 

generators) and construction staging areas as far as possible from nearby sensitive receptors 

including residences, schools, and hospitals. 

 If construction were to occur near a school, the construction contractor shall coordinate with 

the most noise producing construction activities with school administration in order to limit 

disturbance to the campus. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to noise would occur, and no new mitigation 

measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

b. Would the project generate excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined vibration impacts associated with construction and operation of the 

Original Project would be less than significant with no mitigation required. 

The Modified Project would require similar types of construction equipment as the Original Project 

and would therefore generate similar levels of vibration during construction activities. As such, 

construction vibration impacts would be the same as those of Original Project analyzed in the 2017 

IS-MND and would be less than significant. Neither the Original Project nor the Modified Project 

would include operational sources of vibration; therefore, no operational vibration impacts would 

occur. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to vibration would occur, and no new mitigation 

measures are necessary. 
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Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

c. Would the project be 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, and expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined there would be no impact related to aircraft noise due to the 

proximity of the Original Project site to a public or private airport. 

The Modified Project site is located approximately 200 feet southwest of the Original Project site 

and is approximately 12 miles southwest of the Agua Dulce Airpark, similar to the Original Project 

site. As with the Original Project, the Modified Project would not accommodate residents or 

permanent on-site employees. Therefore, similar to the Original Project analyzed in the 2017 IS-

MND, the Modified Project would not expose people residing or working in the Modified Project 

area to excessive noise levels from aircraft operations, and no impact would occur. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to aircraft noise would occur, and no new 

mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

NO IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 
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3.14 Po p ula tio n a nd  Ho using  

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

Would the project: 

a. Induce substantial unplanned 

population growth in an area, 

either directly (e.g., by 

proposing new homes and 

businesses) or indirectly (e.g., 

through extension of roads 

or other infrastructure)? 

No No No N/A 

b. Displace substantial numbers 

of existing people or housing, 

necessitating the 

construction of replacement 

housing elsewhere? 

No No No N/A 

a. Would the project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly 

(e.g., by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (e.g., through extension of roads or 

other infrastructure)? 

b. Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the 

construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined no population and housing impacts associated with construction and 

operation of the Original Project would occur. The purpose of the Modified Project would be the 

same as that of the Original Project – to store recycled water generated by the nearby Vista Canyon 

Water factory and supply irrigation water to customers in the Vista Canyon and Fair Oaks 

communities. As such, similar to the Original Project, the Modified Project would not directly or 

indirectly induce substantial unplanned population growth. In addition, the Modified Project site is 

an existing graded pad site located approximately 200 feet southwest of the Original Project site 

and does not currently contain housing. Therefore, the Modified Project would not displace people 

or housing. As such, similar to the Original Project analyzed in the 2017 IS-MND, the Modified 

Project would result in no impact related to population and housing. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to population and housing would occur, and no 

new mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

NO IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 
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3.15 Pub lic  Se rvic e s 

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

Would the project: 

a. Result in substantial adverse 

physical impacts associated 

with the provision of new or 

physically altered 

governmental facilities, or 

the need for new or 

physically altered 

governmental facilities, the 

construction of which could 

cause significant 

environmental impacts, in 

order to maintain acceptable 

service ratios, response times 

or other performance 

objectives for any of the 

public services: 

    

1 Fire protection? No No No N/A 

2 Police protection? No No No N/A 

3 Schools? No No No N/A 

4 Parks? No No No N/A 

5 Other public facilities? No No No N/A 

a. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision 

of new or physically altered governmental facilities, or the 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:  

 1. Fire protection? 

 2. Police protection?  

 3. Schools? 

 4. Parks?  

 5. Other public facilities? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined public services impacts associated with construction and operation of 

the Original Project would be less than significant with no mitigation required. The nature of the 

Modified Project as recycled water infrastructure would be the same as that of the Original Project; 
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therefore, the minimal level of police protection and fire protection services required to serve the 

Modified Project would be the same. Therefore, similar to the Original Project analyzed in the 2017 

IS-MND, the Modified Project would result in less than significant impacts to public services. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to public services would occur, and no new 

mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

NO IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 
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3.16 Re c re a tio n 

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

Would the project: 

a. 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 No No N/A 

b. Include recreational facilities 

or require the construction 

or expansion of recreational 

facilities which might have an 

adverse physical effect on 

the environment? 

No No No N/A 

a. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other 

recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or 

be accelerated? 

b. Would the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of 

recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined no recreation impacts associated with construction and operation of 

the Original Project would occur. The purpose of the Modified Project would be the same as that of 

the Original Project – to store recycled water generated by the nearby Vista Canyon Water factory 

and supply irrigation water to customers in the Vista Canyon and Fair Oaks communities. As such, 

similar to the Original Project, the Modified Project would not directly or indirectly induce 

population growth that would increase demand for parks and recreational facilities. In addition, the 

Modified Project site is an existing graded pad site located approximately 200 feet southwest of the 

Original Project site and does not contain existing parks or recreational facilities. Therefore, similar 

to the Original Project analyzed in the 2017 IS-MND, the Modified Project would result in no impact 

related to recreation. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects would occur related to recreation, and no new 

mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

NO IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 
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3.17 Tra nsp o rta tio n 

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

Would the project: 

a. Conflict with a program, plan, 

ordinance or policy 

addressing the circulation 

system, including transit, 

roadway, bicycle and 

pedestrian facilities? 

No No No Yes 

b. Conflict or be inconsistent 

with CEQA Guidelines section 

15064.3, subdivision (b)? 

No No No Yes 

c. Substantially increase 

hazards due to a geometric 

design feature (e.g., sharp 

curves or dangerous 

intersections) or 

incompatible use (e.g., farm 

equipment)? 

No No No N/A 

d. Result in inadequate 

emergency access? 

No No No Yes 

a. Would the project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation 

system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined impacts from the Original Project related to plans addressing the 

circulation system would be less than significant with no mitigation required. 

The Modified Project would require similar construction and operational activities as the Original 

Project and similar quantities of associated vehicle trips, with the exception of additional 

construction worker, water truck, utility truck, and haul truck trips required temporarily for pad 

over-excavation and construction of the visual berm at the Modified Project site. These additional 

trips would be limited to an approximately 40-working-day period during construction of the visual 

berm. This temporary, minimal addition of vehicle trips to roadways in the Modified Project area 

would not result in a conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation 

system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities. Therefore, similar to the Original 

Project analyzed in the 2017 IS-MND, the impacts of the Modified Project related to plans 

addressing the circulation system would be less than significant. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to plans addressing the circulation system 

would occur, and no new mitigation measures are necessary. 
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Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

b. Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision 

(b)? 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b) identifies criteria for evaluating transportation impacts. 

Specifically, the guidelines state vehicle miles traveled (VMT) exceeding an applicable threshold of 

significance may indicate a significant impact. According to Section 15064.3(b)(3) of the CEQA 

Guidelines, a lead agency may include a qualitative analysis of operational and construction traffic. 

A VMT calculation is typically conducted on a daily or annual basis for long-range planning purposes. 

Currently, official measures and significance thresholds related to VMT are still being developed and 

have not yet been adopted by SCV Water or the City of Santa Clarita. However, SCV Water has 

elected to apply the provisions of CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b) and utilize guidance provided 

by the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation 

Impacts in CEQA (2018) to evaluate the significance of project impacts related to VMT. 

The 2017 IS-MND did not directly evaluate the VMT impacts associated with construction and 

operation of the Original Project because this checklist question was added to the Appendix G 

checklist of the CEQA Guidelines in December 2018, after adoption of the 2017 IS-MND. However, 

the environmental impacts of VMT such as air pollutant and GHG emissions, were indirectly 

evaluated in the 2017 IS-MND. As discussed in Section 3.3, Air Quality, and Section 3.8, Greenhouse 

Gas Emissions, the 2017 IS-MND determined air quality and GHG emissions impacts would be less 

than significant. 

As discussed above, traffic on local roadways may be temporarily increased during construction 

under the Modified Project as compared to the Original Project due to additional construction 

worker, water truck, utility truck, and haul truck trips associated with construction of the visual 

berm. Increases in VMT associated with construction activities would be short-term, minimal, and 

temporary. Operation of the Modified Project would be the same as that of the Original Project and 

would require occasional operation and maintenance trips by SCV Water staff, which would result in 

a minimal increase in areawide VMT as compared to existing conditions. The Governor’s Office of 

Planning and Research Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA (2018) 

states, “Absent substantial evidence indicating that a project would generate a potentially 

significant level of VMT, or inconsistency with a Sustainable Communities Strategy or general plan, 

projects that generate or attract fewer than 110 trips per day generally may be assumed to cause a 

less than significant VMT impact.” As discussed in the 2017 IS-MND, staff vehicle trips for operation 

and maintenance activities would not occur on a regular daily basis. One daily vehicle trip would be 

sufficient on days when operation and maintenance activities are required, which would not exceed 

the screening criteria of 110 trips per day.  

The implementation strategies of the SCAG 2020-2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable 

Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) include focusing growth near destinations and mobility options, 

promoting diverse housing choices, leveraging technology innovations, and supporting 

implementation of sustainability policies (SCAG 2020). In addition, the goals and policies of the 

Santa Clarita General Plan focus on reducing vehicle trips and VMT through smart growth concepts, 

travel demand and parking management, and use of alternative travel modes (City of Santa Clarita 

2011). The project would not be inconsistent with the goals of the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS or 

Santa Clarita General Plan, which are aimed at reducing vehicle trips, VMT, and associated GHG 

97



Enviro nme nta l Che c klist a nd  Imp a c ts o f Mo d ifie d  Pro je c t 

Tra nsporta tion 

 

Fina l Sup p le me nta l Initia l Stud y – Mitig a te d  Ne g a tive  De c la ra tio n 73 

emissions from typical land use development projects such as residential and commercial 

development rather than from maintenance and operation of water infrastructure such as would 

occur under the proposed project.  

Because the project would not exceed the Office of Planning and Research’s recommended 

screening criteria of 110 trips per day for small projects, would generate a nominal increase in VMT, 

and would not be inconsistent with the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS or Santa Clarita General Plan, 

impacts associated with VMT per CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 would be less than significant.  

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to VMT would occur, and no new mitigation 

measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

c. Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp 

curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible use (e.g., farm equipment)? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined no impacts related to traffic hazards associated with construction and 

operation of the Original Project would occur. 

The Modified Project facilities consist of recycled water tanks that would be located on an existing 

graded pad site, which would have no impact on street design. The tanks would be located along a 

private access road and would not have the potential to block motorists’ line-of-sight on public 

roadways. The Modified Project would therefore not create or substantially increase a traffic hazard 

due to a design feature, and similar to the Original Project analyzed in the 2017 IS-MND, no impact 

would occur. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to traffic hazards would occur, and no new 

mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

NO IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

d. Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined impacts from the Original Project related to emergency access would 

be less than significant with no mitigation required. 

Construction activities associated with the Modified Project would occur on the Modified Project 

site and the adjacent private access road and therefore would not impede emergency access in the 

Modified Project area. As such, similar to the Original Project analyzed in the 2017 IS-MND, impacts 

related to emergency access would be less than significant. 
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Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to emergency access would occur, and no new 

mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

99



Enviro nme nta l Che c klist a nd  Imp a c ts o f Mo d ifie d  Pro je c t 

Triba l Cultura l Re sourc e s 

 

Fina l Sup p le me nta l Initia l Stud y – Mitig a te d  Ne g a tive  De c la ra tio n 75 

3.18 Trib a l Cultura l Re so urc e s 

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, 

defined in a Public Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, or 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: 

a. 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 

No No No N/A 

b. 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 No No N/A 

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, 

defined in a Public Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, or 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: 

a. 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 

b. 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? 
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The 2017 IS-MND determined the Original Project would have a less than significant impact on tribal 

cultural resources with mitigation incorporated (Mitigation Measure CUL-1). As part of the 2017 IS-

MND, SCV Water sent Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) letters to three Native American tribes who are 

traditionally and culturally affiliated with the Project area: the Fernandeño Tataviam Band of 

Mission Indians (FTBMI) sent on June 7, 2017, the Gabrieleño Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission 

Indians sent on May 30, 2017, and the Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians sent on June 7, 2017. 

FTBMI was the only tribe to respond to the Original Project. 

The FTBMI responded to consult to the 2017 Original Project on August 1, 2017. In the FTBMI 

response, Kimia Fatehi, Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation Officer (THCPO), stated that the 

Original Project was located within traditional and historical tribal territory and was associated with 

culturally sensitive spaces. The response additionally noted that due to the heavy development of 

the area, the Tribal Historical and Cultural Preservation Department did not identify potential 

impacts to tribal cultural resources at that time. FTMBI requested that should any tribal cultural 

resources discovered upon project excavation or project plans change, the agency immediately 

notify THCPO Fatehi. Consultation was concluded on August 8, 2017 when SCV Water sent a letter 

to FTBMI agreeing to incorporate a mitigation measure stating that the FTBMI would be notified in 

the event of inadvertent archaeological resource finds during the Original Project or Original Project 

changes (SCV Water 2017). 

The AB 52 consultation determined that the Original Project would not potentially impact tribal 

cultural resources.  

As a result of modifications to the Original Project, SCV Water sent AB 52 notification to the FTBMI 

on October 27, 2020 to inform them of the modifications. On November 4, 2020, Jairo Avila, Tribal 

Historic and Cultural Preservation Officer of the FTBMI, responded to the SCV Water outreach effort 

and stated the FTBMI has no further questions or concerns regarding the Modified Project site. 

Additionally, Mr. Avila requested that Mitigation Measure CUL-1 from the 2017 IS-MND be included 

for the Modified Project. Appendix C contains the correspondence between SCV Water and Mr. 

Avila on the Modified Project.  

Similar to the Original Project, no tribal cultural resources have been identified within the Modified 

Project site, located approximately 200 feet southeast of the Original Project site. Mitigation 

Measure CUL-1 from the 2017 IS-MND would be required for the Modified Project. As such, similar 

to the Original Project analyzed in the 2017 IS-MND, impacts would be less than significant with 

mitigation incorporated.  

Mitig a tion Me a sure s from 2017 IS- MND 

CUL-1: In the event that any historical, archeological or tribal cultural resources are discovered 

during excavation activities, work shall be stopped immediately and temporarily diverted from the 

vicinity of the discovery until a qualified archeologist and a member of the Fernandeño Tataviam 

Band of Mission Indians are notified and can identify and evaluate the importance of the find, 

conduct an appropriate assessment, and implement measures to mitigate impacts on significant 

resources. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially increased effects would occur to tribal cultural resources, and no new 

mitigation measures are necessary. 
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Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

(Same as approved 2017 IS-MND) 
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3.19 Utilitie s a nd  Se rvic e  Syste ms 

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

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? 

No No No N/A 

b. Have sufficient water 

supplies available to serve 

the project and reasonably 

foreseeable future 

development during normal, 

dry and multiple dry years? 

No No No N/A 

c. 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 No No N/A 

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 No No N/A 

e. Comply with federal, state, 

and local management and 

reduction statutes and 

regulations related to solid 

waste? 

No No No N/A 

104



Sa nta  C la rita  Va lle y Wa te r Ag e nc y 

Pha se  2B Re c yc le d Wa te r Ta nk Proje c t 

 

80 

a. Would the project 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. Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably 

foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years? 

c. Would the project 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? 

e. Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes 

and regulations related to solid waste? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined the Original Project would have no impacts related to relocating or 

constructing new or expanded utilities, water supplies, wastewater treatment, and compliance with 

solid waste regulations.  

The Modified Project would include construction of two recycled water tanks on the Modified 

Project site and would not require the relocation or construction of new or expanded utilities 

beyond those included as part of the Original Project. As such, no impact would occur. The nature of 

the Modified Project as recycled water infrastructure would be the same as that of the Original 

Project - . As such, the Modified Project would also provide a source of long-term non-potable water 

supply to the project area, which would enhance water supply reliability and decrease demand for 

potable water. Thus, no impact would occur. Similar to the Original Project, the Modified Project 

would not require additional wastewater treatment, and no impact would occur. In addition, similar 

to the Original Project, the Modified Project would implement local code requirements related to 

solid waste disposal and would not affect the City of Santa Clarita’s ability to continue to meet the 

requirements of Assembly Bill 939. No impact related to solid waste regulations would occur. 

Overall, similar to the Original Project analyzed in the 2017 IS-MND, the Modified Project would 

result in no impacts related to relocating or constructing new or expanded utilities, water supplies, 

wastewater treatment, and compliance with solid waste regulations. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to relocating or constructing new or expanded 

utilities, water supplies, wastewater treatment, and compliance with solid waste regulations would 

occur, and no new mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

NO IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

d. Would the project 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? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined the solid waste generation associated with the Original Project would 

be less than significant with no mitigation incorporated.  
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The Modified Project would generate more construction waste associated with soil export for the 

visual berm; however, this solid waste generation would be temporary. Assuming that one cubic 

yard of soil is equivalent to 1.5 tons (SoilDirect 2020), additional construction activities associated 

with the visual berm under the Modified Project would generate approximately 9,000 tons of waste 

(6,000 cubic yards of soil * 1.5 tons per cubic yard), or 1,800 tons per day over the course of the 

five-day export period. Exported soil would be disposed of at local landfills including the Sunshine 

Canyon Landfill, the Antelope Valley Landfill, and the Chiquita Canyon Landfill. These three landfills 

have a combined maximum permitted throughput of 22,316 tons per day and currently accept a 

combined average of 12,646 tons per day (County of Los Angeles 2019). Therefore, these landfills 

have a combined excess capacity of 9,670 tons per day, which would be sufficient to accommodate 

the project’s disposal of 1,800 tons of exported soil per day over the five-day soil hauling period. As 

such, similar to the Original Project, construction waste generated by the Modified Project would 

not exceed the permitted capacity of local landfills.  

Operation and maintenance activities for the Modified Project would be the same as those of 

Original Project and would not generate solid waste. Accordingly, similar to the Original Project 

analyzed in the 2017 IS-MND, the impacts of the Modified Project related to solid waste generation 

would be less than significant. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to solid waste generation would occur, and no 

new mitigation measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 
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3.20 Wild fire  

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

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 plan or emergency 

evacuation plan? 

No No No N/A 

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 No No N/A 

c. 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 No No N/A 

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 No No N/A 

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 plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

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? 
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c. 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, including downslopes or downstream flooding 

or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes? 

The 2017 IS-MND did not directly evaluate the wildfire impacts associated with construction and 

operation of the Original Project because this impact area was added to the Appendix G checklist of 

the CEQA Guidelines in December 2018, after adoption of the 2017 IS-MND. Impacts related to 

wildland fires were evaluated under question (h) in Section 8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of 

the 2017 IS-MND. 

Similar to the Original Project, the Modified Project site is located in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity 

Zone in the State Responsibility Area (California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 2020). 

Construction activities associated with the Modified Project would occur on the Modified Project 

site and the adjacent private roadway and therefore would not impede emergency access in the 

project area. Construction activities associated with the Modified Project would be similar in nature 

to those of the Original Project and would include similar sources of potential sparks/flames, such as 

welding torches or other tools. However, similar to the Original Project site, the Modified Project 

site has been graded and is largely devoid of natural vegetation that might result in increased 

wildfire risk (see Section 3.4, Biological Resources, for further discussion of on-site vegetation 

conditions). In addition, similar to the Original Project, recycled water storage and conveyance 

under the Modified Project would not include ignitable materials or processes. As with the Original 

Project, the Modified Project would not include housing that would accommodate on-site occupants 

who could be exposed to wildfire hazards or require installation or maintenance of associated 

infrastructure such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, or power lines that would 

exacerbate fire risk or result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment. Furthermore, as 

discussed in Section 3.7, Geology and Soils, and Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality, 

construction of the Modified Project would not result in changes to hydrology and drainage patterns 

or slope stability that would expose people or structures in the nearby residential communities to 

significant risks associated with downslope flooding or landslides as a result of runoff, post-fire slope 

instability, or drainage changes. Therefore, similar to the Original Project analyzed in the 2017 IS-

MND, the Modified Project would result in less than significant impacts related to wildfires. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects related to wildfires would occur, and no new mitigation 

measures are necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 
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3.21 Ma nd a to ry Find ing s o f Sig nific a nc e  

 

Do Proposed 

Changes Require 

Major Revisions 

to the 2017 IS-

MND? 

Do New 

Circumstances 

Require Major 

Revisions to the 

2017 IS-MND? 

Any New 

Information 

Resulting in New 

or Substantially 

More Severe 

Significant 

Impacts? 

Do 2017 IS-MND 

Mitigation 

Measures 

Address and/or 

Resolve Impacts? 

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 No No No – 

New Mitigation 

Required 

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 No No N/A 

c. Does the project have 

environmental effects which 

will cause substantial 

adverse effects on human 

beings, either directly or 

indirectly? 

No No No Yes 
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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? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined the Original Project would have no impact to the above mandatory 

finding of significance checklist question.  

Potential impacts to biological resources are addressed in Section 3.4, Biological Resources. As 

described therein, there is low to moderate potential for certain special-status plant and wildlife 

species to occur on the Modified Project site, including the federally-threatened coastal California 

gnatcatcher. Implementation of new Mitigation Measures BIO-1 and BIO-2 would mitigate direct 

and indirect impacts to special-status plant and wildlife species to a less than significant level. 

Therefore, the Modified Project would not substantially reduce the habitat of fish and wildlife 

species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, eliminate a plant or 

animal community, or reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or 

animal. With mitigation incorporated, this impact would be reduced to a less than significant level.  

In addition, as discussed in Section 3.5, Cultural Resources, the Modified Project would not eliminate 

important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory because none are known 

to be present in the Modified Project area. No impact would occur. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

With implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-1 and BIO-2, this impact would be reduced to a 

less than significant level.  

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

(Differs from adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

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)? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined the Original Project would have no impact to the above mandatory 

finding of significance checklist question.  

According to the City of Santa Clarita (2020), no new major development projects are proposed, 

approved, or under construction in the vicinity of the Modified Project site since the 2017 IS-MND 

was adopted. As described in the discussion of environmental checklist Sections 3.1 through 3.20, 

with respect to all environmental issues, the Modified Project would have no impact, a less than 

significant impact, or a less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated. Therefore, similar 

to the Original Project, the Modified Project would not result in a considerable contribution to any 

cumulative impact significant or otherwise. No impact would occur.  
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Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects would occur, and no new mitigation measures are 

necessary. 

Conc lusion 

NO IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 

c. Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on 

human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

The 2017 IS-MND determined impacts related to the above mandatory finding of significance 

checklist question from the Original Project would be less than significant.  

As detailed in the preceding sections, the Modified Project would not result, either directly or 

indirectly, in substantial adverse effects. Where potential environmental impacts would occur, 

mitigation measures would be implemented to reduce or avoid an impact. With adherence to the 

mitigation program, the Modified Project would not result in substantial adverse effects on either 

the environment or human beings. 

Effe c ts a nd Mitig a tion Me a sure s 

No new or substantially more severe effects would occur, and no new mitigation measures are 

necessary. 

Conc lusion 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

(Same as adopted 2017 IS-MND) 
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4 Conc lusion 

The 2017 IS-MND for the Original Project identified potentially significant but mitigable impacts to 

aesthetics, cultural resources, noise, and tribal cultural resources. With implementation of 

Mitigation Measures AES-1, CUL-1, and Noise-1 from the 2017 IS-MND, all environmental impacts 

associated with the Original Project would be reduced to a less than significant level.  

In addition to the impacts identified in the 2017 IS-MND, this Supplemental IS-MND determines the 

Modified Project would have potentially significant but mitigable impacts to biological resources. 

With implementation of new Mitigation Measures BIO-1 and BIO-2, all environmental impacts 

associated with the Modified Project would be reduced to a less than significant level. As discussed 

in detail in the preceding sections, major revisions to the 2017 IS-MND are not necessary because 

no new unmitigable significant impacts or significant impacts of substantially greater severity than 

previously described would occur as a result of the Modified Project.  

Therefore, the following determinations have been found to be applicable:  

 No further evaluation of environmental impacts is required for the Modified Project;  

 No Subsequent MND is necessary per State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162; and  

 This Supplemental IS-MND is the appropriate level of environmental analysis and 

documentation for the Modified Project.  
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RESOLUTION NO. 3211

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CASTAIC LAKE WATER AGENCY

ADOPTING THE MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
AND MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
UNDER THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

FOR THE RECYCLED WATER VISTA CANYON EXTENSION (PHASE 2B) PROJECT

WHEREAS, the Castaic LakeWater Agency (Agency) determined that recycled water is
an important component of future water supplies; and

WHEREAS , the proposed Recycled Water Vista Canyon Extension (Phase 2B) Project
is a component of the Draft 2016 Recycled Water Master Plan; and

WHEREAS , the proposed Recycled Water Vista Canyon Extension (Phase 2B) Project

is a collaborative project between the Agency and the Santa ClaritaWater Division
(SCWD); and

WHEREAS , the Agency, acting as lead agency under the California Environmental
Quality Act (“CEQA") circulated for public comment a proposed Initial Study and draft
Mitigated Negative Declaration (collectively, the “Draft MND”) for the RecycledWater
Vista Canyon Extension Project (Phase 2B) (“Project”); and

WHEREAS, in accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Section 15072(b), on
September 6, 2017 Agency mailed a Notice of Intent to Adopt the Draft MND to all
responsible and reviewing agencies, the Office of Planning and Research, and members
of the public that have requested notice; the Agency also published the Notice of Intent
to Adopt the Draft MND in the Santa Clarita Valley Signal , a newspaper of general
circulation; and

WHEREAS, as required by State CEQA Guidelines section 15072(d), the Notice of
Intent to Adopt the Draft MND was concurrently posted by the Clerk of the Board for the
County of Los Angeles; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with State CEQA Guidelines section 15073, the Draft MND
was circulated for at least 30 days, from September 6, 2017 through October 5, 2017;
and

WHEREAS, the Agency received no written public comments during the comment
period; and one letter from the State of California Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, State Clearinghouse after the close of the comment period indicating that no
state agencies submitted comments by the closing date and that the Agency has
complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft environmental
documents pursuant to CEQA; and

WHEREAS, the Draft MND, the comments thereto and the Agency’s responses to
comments were incorporated into and together constitute the Final MND (hereinafter, the
“MND”), and are attached as Exhibit A; and
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WHEREAS , a notice of public meeting relating to the MND was duly given and posted in
the manner and for the time frame prescribed by law, and the Planning and Engineering
Committee held a public meeting on the Project at the Castaic LakeWater Agency
located at 27234 Bouquet Canyon Road, Santa Clarita, CA 91350, in the Training Room
on October 31, 2017, at 5:30 P.M., as part of its decision process concerning the
Project, at which time no public comments were received; and

WHEREAS , the Planning and Engineering Committee recommended that the Agency's
Board of Directors (“Board”) approve a resolution adopting the MND andMitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program (“MMRP”); and

WHEREAS , a notice of public meeting relating to the MND was duly given and posted in
the manner and for the time frame prescribed by law, and the Agency’s Board held a
public meeting on the Project at its Boardroom, 27234 Bouquet Canyon Road, Santa
Clarita, CA 91350 on November 20, 2017, at 6:15 P.M., as part of its decision process
concerning the Project , at which time all persons wishing to comment in connection the
MND were heard; and

WHEREAS , no comments made during the public review period, and no additional
information submitted to the Agency have produced substantial new information
requiring recirculation of the MND or additional environmental review of the Project
under State CEQA Guidelines section 15073.5; and

WHEREAS , all the requirements of the Public Resources Code and the State CEQA
Guidelines have been satisfied in connection with the preparation of the MND, which is
sufficiently detailed so that all of the potentially significant environmental effects of the
Project, as well as feasible mitigation measures, have been adequately evaluated; and

WHEREAS , the Agency Board reviewed the MND and MMRP; and

WHEREAS , the Agency Board, acting as a Lead Agency, will need to adopt the IS/MND;
and

WHEREAS, the Agency’s Board has determined that the proposed Project can be
approved because there is no substantial evidence in light of the whole record that the
Project may have a significant effect on the environment ; and

WHEREAS , the Agency and its Board have considered all of the information presented
to it as set forth above and this Resolution and action taken hereby is a result of the
Board’s independent judgment and analysis.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Agency Board does hereby find and
determine as follows:

SECTION 1. RECITALS. The Agency finds that the foregoing recitals are true
and correct and are incorporated herein as substantive findings of this Resolution.

SECTION 2. COMPLIANCEWITH THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY ACT. As a decision-making body for the Project, the Agency has reviewed
and considered the information contained in theMND, comments received, and other
documents contained in the administrative record for the Project. Based on the
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Agency’s independent review and analysis, the Agency finds that theMND and
administrative record contain a complete and accurate reporting of the environmental
impacts associated with the Project, and that theMND 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 theMND, the administrative record, and all other written and
oral evidence presented to the Agency, the Agency finds that all environmental impacts
of the Project are either less than significant or can be mitigated to a level of less than
significant under the mitigation measures outlined in the MND and the MMRP. The
Agency 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 Project may
result in any significant environmental impacts. The Agency finds that theMND contains
a complete, objective, and accurate reporting of the environmental impacts associated
with the Project and reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the Agency.

SECTION 4. ADOPTION OF THE MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION.
The Agency hereby approves and adopts the MND as the Lead Agency.

SECTION 5. ADOPTION OF THE MITIGATION MONITORING AND
REPORTING PROGRAM. In accordance with Public Resources Code section 21081.6,
the Agency hereby adopts the MMRP, attached hereto as Exhibit “A”. In the event of
any inconsistencies between the MitigationMeasures as set forth in the MND and the
MMRP, the MMRP shall control.

SECTION 6. LOCATION AND CUSTODIAN OF RECORDS. The documents
and materials associated with the Project and theMND that constitute the record of
proceedings on which these findings are based are located at the offices of Santa Clarita
Water, a Division of the Castaic Lake Water Agency, 26521 Summit Circle, Santa
Clarita, CA 91350. The Custodian of Record is Keith Abercrombie.

SECTION 7. NOTICE OF DETERMINATION. The Agency hereby directs staff
to prepare, execute, and file a Notice of Determination with the Los Angeles County
Clerk’s office and the Office of Planning and Research within five (5) working days of
adoption of this Resolution.

President

I, the undersigned, hereby certify: That I am the duly appointed and acting Secretary of
the Castaic Lake Water Agency, and that at a special meeting of the Board of Directors
of said Agency held on November 20, 2017, the foregoing Resolution No. 3211 was duly
and regularly adopted by said Board, and that said resolution has not been rescinded or
amended since the date of its adoption, and that it is now in full force and effect.

iv >DATED: November 20, 2017 < •* -

•
'T -
J-
CO

2Ct
1SC2 .

U

'A
'-K ov:-. 123



EXHIBIT "A"

Final Mitigated Negative Declaration

and
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Recycled Water Vista Canyon

Extension (Phase 2B) Project

Prepared for:

Castaic LakeWater Agency

27234 Bouquet Canyon Road
Santa Clarita;California 91350

Prepared by:

Tebo Environmental Consulting, Inc.
300 E. Esplanade Drive,Suite 1660

Oxnard,CA 93036

October 2017
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) has been prepared, pursuant to the

requirements of theState CEQA Guidelines,1identifying themonitoringofmitigationmeasures thatwould

reduce potential significant impacts as stated in the Draft IS for theProject.

The State CEQA Guidelines2 require public agencies adopting an IS/MND also adopt a program for

monitoring or reporting to ensure that the mitigation measures it has imposed to mitigate or avoid

significant environmental effects are implemented.

The MMRP will be required to be adopted by the CLWA should the Board of Directors approve the

proposed Project.

The MMRP is available at the Castaic Lake Water Agency, Santa Clarita Water Division office, located at

26521Summit Circle, Santa Clarita,CA 91350.

The MMRP may be modified by SCWD in response to changing conditions or circumstances. A summary
table (Table 1, Mitigation Monitoring and Report Program Matrix) will guide SCWD in its evaluation

and documentation of the implementation ofmitigationmeasures. The MMRP is organized as follows:

• Mitigation Measure: Provides the text of themitigation measures identified in the IS/MND.

• Timing of Mitigation Monitoring: Identifies the timeframe in which themitigation will takeplace.

• Responsible Entity: Identifies the entity responsible for complyingwithmitigation measure
requirements.

• Verification Action: Describes the type of action taken to verify implementation.

• Date Completed: Provides for the acknowledgement of completion of each mitigation measure as it
is implemented. Entries should be dated and initialed by SCWD personnel based on the
documentation noted in themitigation measure and provided by the individual or entity responsible
for implementing themeasure.

Unless otherwise specified herein,SCWD is responsible for taking ail actions necessary to implement the

mitigation measures according to the provided specifications and for demonstrating that each action

has been successfully completed. The CLWA and subsequently the SCWD, at its discretion,may delegate

implementation responsibility or portions thereof to a licensed contractor.

1 California Code of Regulations, sec. 15074(b)(6),State CEQAGuidelines.
2 California Code of Regulations, sec.15097,State CEQA Guidelines.

1Tebo Environmental Consulting, Inc. Recycled Water Vista Canyon Extension (Phase 2B) Project

October 2017
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program Matrix

Responsible
Entity

DateTiming of
Mitigation MonitoringMitigation Measure Verification Action Completed

Impact- Aesthetics
AES-1:The exterior of above-ground facilities shall be
finished with a non-reflective material in an earth tone that
blends in with the natural environment.

SCWD SCWDwill approve the exterior
tank coaling/color prior to
construction

Prior to and during
construction

Impact- Cultural Resources
CUL-1- In the event that any historical, archeological or
tribal cultural resources are discovered during excavation
activities, work shall be stopped immediately and temporarily
diverted from the vicinity of the discovery until a qualified
archeologist and amember of the Fernandeno Tataviam
Band ofMission Indians (Tribe) are notified and can identify
and evaluate the importance of the find, conduct an
appropriate assessment,and implementmeasures tomitigate
impacts on significant resources.

The SCWD Project Manager or
their designee shall monitor
excavations during construction.
If resources are found,SCWD will
stop construction, notify a
qualified archeologist and a
member of the Tribe for an
assessment, andmodify
construction activities as required.

During excavation
activities

SCWD and Construction
Contractor

IOctober 2017
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Timing of
MitigationMonitoring

Responsible
Entity

Date
Mitigation Measure Verification Action Completed

Impact- Noise
Noise-1 SCWD and its contractors shall implement the following

measures when Project-related construction is planned to
occur within the City limits and/or within 1,500 feet of
sensitive receptors:

Prior to and during
construction

SCWD and Construction
Contractor

• Contractor shall comply with City
encroachment permit conditions,
with verification by SCWD
inspector

Construction activities shall meet municipal code
requirements related to noise. Construction activities
shall be limited to between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 pm
Monday through Friday and 8:00 a.m. to 6:00 pm
Saturday to avoid noise-sensitive hours of the day
Construction activities shall be prohibited on Sundays and
holidays.

• Contractor shall shield or muffle
noise-generating equipment from
nearby receptors where possible,
with verification by SCWD
inspector.

Construction equipment noise shall be minimized by
muffling and shielding intakes and exhaust on
construction equipment (per the manufacturer ’s
specifications) and by shrouding or shielding impact tools

Construction contractors shall locate fixed construction
equipment (such as compressors and generators) and
construction staging areas as far as possible from nearby
sensitive receptors including residences, schools, and
hospitals

• Contrxtor shall locate fixed
equipment that generates noise
as far as possible from sensitive
receptors, with verification by
SCWD inspector

If construction were to occur near a school, the
construction contractor shall coordinate with themost
noise producing construction activities with school
administration in order to limit disturbance to the campus,

• SCWD inspector will coordinate
with the school and contractor to
limit disturbance to the campus to
the extent possible.

mpact- Tribal Cultural Resources
CUL-1 - Implementation of mitigation measure CUL-1 would reduce
potentially significant impacts to less than significant.

SCWD and Construction
Contractor

During excavation
activities

The SCWD Project Manager or their
designee shall monitor excavations
during construction If resources are
found, SCWD will stop construction,
notify a qualified archeologist and a
member of the Tribe for an
assessment, and modify construction
activities as required.

2October 2017
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S T A T E O F C A L I F O R N I A

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research

State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit 4/ f Of

Ken Alex
Director

Edmund G. Brown Jr
Governor

October 6, 2017

Brent Payne
Castaic Lake Water Agency
27234 Bouquet Canyon Road
Santa Clarita, CA 91350

Subject: Recycled Water Program - Phase 2B - Pipeline, Pump Station and Tank
SCH#: 2017051028

Dear Brent Payne:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Mitigated Negative Declaration to selected state
agencies for review. The review period closed on October 5, 2017, and no state agencies submitted
comments by that date. This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse
review requirements for draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality
Act.

Please call the State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the
environmental review process. If you have a question about the above-named project, please refer to the
ten-digit State Clearinghouse number when contacting this office.

Sincerely,

Scott Morgan
Director, State Clearinghouse

SP<j Iti
fO to4-J

to OCT10 2017 §

^CEIN/^
1400 TENTH STREET P.O. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044

TEL (916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov
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Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCtf# 2017051028
Project Title RecycledWater Program - Phase 2B - Pipeline, Pump Station and Tank

Lead Agency Castaic LakeWater Agency

Type MND MitigatedNegative Declaration

Description Note: refer to SCH #2011051020

The CLWA Phase 2B recycled systemwill include a recycled water tank (approx1MG), a transmission
pipeline from the Vista Canyon pump station to the proposed recycled water tank,distribution pipelines
to serve major customers,and a backup potable water supply line from the existingCherryWillow
potablewater tanks to the new recycledwater tank tomaintain flow through the recycledwater
distribution system if recycled water supply is interrupted. In addition to the Vista Canyon development,
recycled water supply will be used to serve irrigation customers with landscaped areas in the FairOaks
Ranch community.CLWA’s goal for the phase 2B project is to use all of the available recycled water to
offset potable water demands.

Lead Agency Contact
Name Brent Payne

Agency Castaic LakeWater Agency
Phone 661-259-2737
emaii

Address 27234 Bouquet CanyonRoad
City Santa Clarita

Fax

State CA Zip 91350

Project Location
County Los Angeles

City Santa Clarita

Region

Lat / Long

Cross Streets Medley RidgeDr and CherryWillow Dr
Parcei No.
Township Range Section Base

Proximity to:
Highways SR 14

Airports

Railways
Waterways

Schools
Land Use Z & GP:SP

Project Issues Noise; Aesthetic/Visual;Archaeologic-Historic

Reviewing Resources Agency;Department ofFish andWildlife,Region 5;Department of Parks andRecreation;
Agencies Department ofWaterResources;California Highway Patrol;Caltrans,District7;Native American

Heritage Commission;StateWater Resources ControlBoard,Division ofDrinkingWater;StateWater
Resources Control Board,Division of DrinkingWater,District 15;StateWater Resources Control
Board,Divison ofFinancial Assistance;StateWater Resources Control Board,Division ofWater
Rights;RegionalWaterQuality ControlBoard,Region 4

Date Received 09/06/2017 Start of Review 09/06/2017 End of Review 10/05/2017

DUnl/n in rlnln Anlrlnmm lU fcn iiffim'nnt Snf/iHvmtinn nmii!<4ni4 ku lnn/4fw mn
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RecycledWater Program-Phase 2B
Pipeline,Pump Station and Tank Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Environmental Checklist Form

Project title:
Recycled Water Program—Phase 2B-Pipeline, Pump Station and Tank

Lead agency name and address:
Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA)
27234 Bouquet Canyon Road
Santa Clarita.CA 91350

1.

2.

Contact person and phone number:
Brent Payne
Senior Engineer. (66\ ) 259-2737

3.

Project location:
The proposed Project is located in the City of Santa Clarita, as shown in Figure 1 - Regional Location Map.
In addition, the proposed Project is located in the middle of the CLWA boundaries and service area, as
shown in Figure 2-CLWA Service Area and Water Purveyor Boundaries. The CLWA service area
encompasses approximately 195 square miles of land in incorporated and unincorporated areas in the Santa
Clarita Valley area of Los Angeles County, as well as into eastern Ventura County.

Project sponsor’s name and address:
Same as Lead Agency

4.

5.

General plan designation: SP (Specific Plan)

Zoning: SP (Specific Plan)

Description of project: (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to later phases of the
project, and any secondary, support, or off-site features necessary for its implementation. Attach additional
sheets if necessary.)

Proposed Project

The proposed Project is called Phase 2B of the CLWA Recycled Water System and includes pipelines and a
Cherry Willow RW Tank to be constructed by CLWA. The Project will provide recycled water in the vicinity of
the Vista Canyon development using recycled water from the Vista Canyon Water Factory as shown in Figure 3-
Proposed Project: CLWA Phase 2B Recycled Water System . The Water Factory is being constructed by Vista
Canyon to provide a source of recycled water to the Vista Canyon development with surplus recycled water that
will be available to CLWA. The Vista Canyon Final EIR was certified on April 26, 2011 and covered the Water
Factory, the pump station, and recycled piping within the Vista Canyon development (Tract 69164); accordingly,
this Initial Study/Negative Declaration only addresses potential impacts related to the CLWA Phase 2B recycled
water project.

Vista Canyon is a 185-acre mixed-use development currently under construction in Santa Clarita that includes up
to 1,100 residential units and up to 950,000 square feet of commercial units. The estimated potable water demand
for Vista Canyon is approximately 300,000 gallons per day (gpd) or 334 acre-feet per year (AFY). To offset some
of Vista Canyon’s potable water demand, the Project includes a recycled water facility, herein referred to as the
Vista Canyon Water Factory, which will produce Title 22 tertiary disinfected recycled water for non-potable use
with an approximate capacity of about 371,000 gpd or 415 AFY (RWQCB-LA Order R4-2016-0220). Wastewater
generated from the Vista Canyon development will be conveyed by gravity flow to the Water Factory. The project
includes provisions to divert wastewater from an existing sewer interceptor that serves existing development
upstream of the Project site in order to provide for sustainable plant operation during the initial development
period for Vista Canyon, and as a supplement source of wastewater feed as needed.

6 .

7.

8.

I
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RecycledWater Program-Phase 2B
Pipeline,PumpStation andTank InitialStudy/MitigatedNegativeDeclaration

Figure1-Regional Location Map
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RecycledWater Program-Phase 2B
Pipeline,PumpStation andTank InitialStudy/MitigatedNegative Declaration

Figure 2-CLWA Service Area and Water Purveyor Boundaries

3
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RecycledWater Program-Phase 2B
Pipeline,Pump Station and Tank Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

The Vista Canyon development is estimated to use about 137 AFY of recycled water. The surplus recycled
water is about 278 AFY and could be used to supply the CLWA Phase 2B recycled water system. Recycled
water facilities associated with the Vista Canyon development were analyzed in the Vista Canyon
Environmental Impact Report (April 2011) and included the Vista Canyon Water Factory, a 100,000-gallon
effluent storage tank, effluent pumps sized for the requirements of the recycled system within the Vista
Canyon development, and a recycled water distribution system within the Vista Canyon development. The
scope of this Initial Study covers the infrastructure that extends outside the Vista Canyon development to be
constructed by CLWA for the Phase 2B recycled system as shown in Figure 3.

The CLWA Phase 2B recycled system will include a recycled water Cherry Willow RW Tank with an
approximate capacity of 1,000,000 gallon (1 MG), a transmission pipeline from the Vista Canyon pump station
to the proposed recycled water Cherry Willow RW Tank, distribution pipelines to serve major customers, and
a backup potable water supply line from the existing Cherry Willow potable water tanks to the new recycled
water tank (with air gap separation) to maintain flow to the recycled water distribution system if recycled
water supply is interrupted. In addition to the Vista Canyon development, major customers will include the Fair
Oaks Ranch Park, the Fair Oaks Ranch Community School, and could be expanded to include other nearby
irrigation customers with landscaped areas in the Fair Oaks Ranch community. CLWA’s goal for the Phase 2B
project is to use all of the available recycled water to serve existing irrigation customers to offset potable
demands. The average annual recycled water demand for the Vista Canyon development is estimated to be
about 137 AFY as stated above. The initial build-out of Phase 2B would include major SCWD irrigation
customers with an estimated demand of approximately 163 AFY, and could be expanded to serve other SCWD
customers to use the additional supply of 115 AFY in the near vicinity as needed1.

The proposed 1.0 MG storage Cherry Willow RW Tank site (referred to as the Cherry Willow RW Tank
herein) will be located approximately 1.25 miles southeast of the Vista Canyon development at a pad elevation
of approximately 1,755 feet.

Access to the Cherry Willow RW Tank site is through existing paved roads and a fire trail road. The
transmission pipeline will be 12-inch diameter and will extend approximately 5,400 lineal feet from the Vista
Canyon pump station to the Cherry Willow RW Tank and will be routed along Lost Canyon Road, Medley
Ridge Drive, and Cherry Willow Drive. A network of 8-inch- and 6-inch-diameter distribution lines will
initially extend about 6,300 lineal feet to irrigation (recycled) water customers, with possible expansion of an
additional 9,800 lineal feet to other nearby irrigation (recycled) water customers. For all proposed pipeline
construction, the pipelines would be constructed using traditional cut and cover methods over the entire length.
The typical trench would be approximately 3 feet wide with a depth of approximately 6.5 feet. Pipelines and
infrastructure would be constructed in existing easements and in the public-right-of-way. The potential staging
areas are located on Figure 4-Proposed Staging Areas.

I Recycled water demands for Phase 2B were estimated using 2013 meter data provided by SCWD as reported in the Final
Preliminary Design Report for the Recycled Water System Phase 2B (Kennedy/Jenks, October 2015). Estimated demands
for the Vista Canyon development were reported in the Engineering Report for the Vista Canyon Water Factory (Dexter
Wilson, November 2015). The Vista Canyon Specific Plan area was addressed in a previously prepared Final EIR;
therefore, this Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration only addresses those potential impacts related to the CLWA
Phase 2B project.
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Figure 3- Proposed Project:CLWA Phase 2B Recycled Water System
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Figure 4- Proposed Staging Areas
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Construction

For all proposed pipeline construction, the pipelines would be constructed using traditional cut-and-cover
methods over the entire length. The proposed pipelines would be installed with an excavator that would
excavate a 3-foot-wide by 6.5-foot-deep trench and temporarily store the removed soils along the trench. Work
crews would place the pipe in the trench, which would be backfilled by a loader or backhoe, and then
compacted to match the existing grade. The temporary disturbance zone associated with pipe installation
would be about 10 feet wide. The road would be restored to preconstruction conditions after pipe installation
and trench backfill. The expected rate of progress for pipeline installation is approximately 200 lineal feet per
day.

The Cherry Willow RW Tank site has been graded and is generally flat with an elevation of approximately
1,755 feet above mean sea level (msl). The pad elevation of the new Cherry Willow RW Tank will be
approximately 1,755 feet (msl) with an approximate diameter of 70 feet and wall height of 32-feet. The Cherry
Willow RW Tank will be painted an earthen tone color typically used by SCWD to blend with the terrain
surrounding the site. The site will include perimeter chain-link fencing for security.

It is anticipated that construction of the Cherry Willow RW Tank will be approximately nine months
performed in two phases. The first phase will include clearing the area, fine grading, and construction of the
Cherry Willow RW Tank foundation, site piping and erection of the steel Cherry Willow RW Tank structure
and will be approximately 6 months. There will be welding equipment on-site as well as a crane, a concrete
pumper, concrete delivery trucks, an excavator, dump trucks, water trucks, and a fork lift. A crew of 10 to 15
workers is expected with three utility trucks. The second phase will be coating the tank and will be
approximately 3 months. There will be painting equipment on-site as well as a crane, scaffolds, sand blasting
equipment, and a forklift. A crew of eight workers is expected with three utility trucks.

9. Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the project’s surroundings:

The Project site is adjacent to existing development. Major uses include Fair Oaks Ranch Community School,
single family homes, open space (adjacent to the Cherry Willow RW Tank site) and parks and recreation
fields.

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation
agreement.)

The proposed Project would occur in the public roadway right-of-way. An encroachment permit from the City
of Santa Clarita Department of Public Works would also be required. Other permits that would be required for
the proposed Project—that could be the contractor’s responsibility—are a General Construction Storm Water
Permit and recycled water project permit from the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, and a
Trenching and Excavation Permit from the California Division of Occupational Safety and Health. The Project
will be designed in accordance with the Water Main Separation requirements of Chapter 16, California Water
Works Standards of Title 22, California Code of Regulations (CCR) and Section 7585 of Title 17, CCR for
adequate backflow protection for the proposed backup potable water supply to the Cherry Willow Recycled
Water Tank. Design plans will be submitted to the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), Division
of Drinking Water (DDW) for approval. No work will be performed within the State Right-of-Way, however,
any over-sized transport vehicles performing project work that travel on State highways will require a Caltrans
transportation permit.

The following approvals and actions are required:

• Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration by CLWA

• City of Santa Clarita encroachment permit

• SWRCB, DDW approval of design plans

7
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Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one
impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages,

f
~

l Agriculture and Forestry Resources \Z\ Air Quality

Ex] Cultural Resources

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Hazards & Hazardous Materials

EH Land Use / Planning

f
~

l Population / Housing

I I Transportation/Traffic

I I Mandatory Findings of Significance

Aesthetics
|~

~

1 Biological Resources l
~~

l Geology /Soils

I I Hydrology / Water Quality

Ex] Noise

I I Recreation

I
~

1 Utilities / Service Systems

I I Mineral Resources
|

~

1 Public Services

13 Tribal Cultural Resources

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

I I I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

3 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a
significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project
proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

1~1 I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.
I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant unless
mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier
document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on
the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets.An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required,
but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

Q I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all
potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that
earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon
the proposed project, nothing further is required.

^0/Cfc/is n
Signature Date

Signature Date
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Evaluation of Environmental Impacts:

A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately supported by the
information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately
supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one
involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should be explained where it is based
on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants,
based on a project-specific screening analysis).

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as
project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts.

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers must indicate
whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially
Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one or more
"Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

4) "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the incorporation of mitigation
measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact." The lead
agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant
level (mitigation measures from "Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below, may be cross-referenced).
Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion
should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.
b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of and

adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were
addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated," describe the
mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they
address site-specific conditions for the project.

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential impacts
(e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where
appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals contacted should
be cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies should normally
address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental effects in whatever format is
selected.

The explanation of each issue should identify:

a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance

Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, 2 an Initial Study is a preliminary
environmental analysis that is used by the lead agency as a basis for determining whether an Environmental Impact Report
(EIR), a Mitigated Negative Declaration, or a Negative Declaration is required for a project. The State CEQA Guidelines
require that an Initial Study contain a project description; a location map;a description of the environmental setting; an
identification of environmental effects by checklist or other similar form; an explanation of environmental effects; a
discussion of mitigation for potentially significant environmental effects; an evaluation of the project’s consistency with
existing, applicable land use controls; and the names of persons who prepared the study.

This section provides an evaluation of the various topics considered for environmental review.
A brief explanation for the determination of significance is provided for all impact determinations except “No Impact”
determinations that are adequately supported by the information sources the Lead Agency (Castaic Lake Water Agency)
cites in the parentheses following each question. A “No Impact” determination is adequately supported if the referenced

1)

5)

8)

9)

2 California Code of Regulations, Title 14, §15063.
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information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to the proposed project (e.g., the project falls outside a fault
rupture zone). A “No Impact” determination includes an explanation of its bases relative to project-specific factors as well
as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific
screening analysis).

Explanations take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as project-
level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts.

Once the Lead Agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist indicates whether the
impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than significant. “Potentially Significant
Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant.

“Mitigated Negative Declaration: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of
mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less than Significant Impact.” The
lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less-than-significant
level.

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering of a program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available forreview.
b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of and

adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects
were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlieranalysis.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated,” describe
the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they
address site-specific conditions for the project.
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1. Aesthetics

Potentially
Significant

Impact

Less Than Significant
with Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

Impact
No

Impact

I. AESTHETICS. Would the project:

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

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

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

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

Discussion

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

A scenic vista is a scene, view, or panorama and it is typically seen when climbing to the top of a mountain, or at a
“scenic view” highway rest stop. Major facilities include a 1.0 MG recycled water Cherry Willow RW Tank and an
associated transmission line to the proposed recycled water Cherry Willow RW Tank, distribution lines, and a
backup potable water backup supply line from the existing Cherry Willow water tanks to the new recycled water
tank to maintain flow through the recycled water distribution system in case recycled water supply is interrupted.

The major new facility that will be visible with the Project is the Cherry Willow RW Tank (a 1.0 MG storage tank
site that is located approximately 1.25 miles southeast of the Vista Canyon development), having a pad elevation of
approximately 1,755 feet.

Impacts to scenic vistas can occur when the visible scenic landscape itself is altered or when a new contrasting
object is introduced that blocks or obstructs a scenic vista from a particular public vantage point.

Construction of proposed plan-related facilities, including a Cherry Willow RW Tank and pipelines could, result in
short-term impacts to aesthetics and visual resources. Construction activities would require the use of heavy
equipment and storage of materials on-site. During construction, excavated areas, stockpiled soils, and other
materials at the construction site and staging areas would constitute negative aesthetics elements in the visual
landscape. Although these temporary effects would be limited to construction, they could result in potentially
significantly impacts to the long-term visual character of the area if not restored. However, any native or
landscaped vegetation that was disturbed during construction would be restored upon completion of construction
activities.
Pipelines would be located underground and would have no long-term visual impacts. The only significant above-
ground facility is the Cherry Willow RW Tank which could contrast with existing surroundings. As a result, it
would be painted with non-reflective earthen tones consistent with other SCWD water tanks in the vicinity to blend
with the surrounding environment according to Mitigation Measure AES-1. Impacts related to scenic vistas would
be less than significant with mitigation.

Mitigation Measures

AES-1: The exterior of above-ground facilities shall be finished with a non-reflective material in an
earth tone that blends in with the natural environment.

a)

Significance Determination

Less than significant with mitigation incorporated
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State Scenic Highway

Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including but not limited to, trees, rock

outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

There are no substantial rock outcroppings that would be impacted by the project and no mature trees will be
removed. Based on review of the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Scenic Highway Mapping
System, there are no officially designated State Scenic Highways in the vicinity of the proposed plan area (Caltrans,
2015). As a result, the proposed plan would not degrade scenic resources within a state scenic highway. The
SR-126 is considered an eligible state scenic highway (Caltrans, 2015). Pipelines, once constructed, would be
underground and would not be visible from the SR-126. Currently the plan does not include any above-ground
structures within the SR-126 corridor. As a result, impacts associated with implementation of the proposed plan
would not visually impact an officially designated State Scenic Highway. Impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

b)

Visual Character

Would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its

surroundings?

Construction activities associated with the Project facilities would require the use of construction equipment and
storage of materials on-site, thus introducing contrasting features into the visual landscape that would affect the
visual quality of proposed plan area. Contrasting features would include demolition materials, excavated areas,
stockpiled soils, and other materials generated and stored on-site during construction. However, adverse effects to
visual character associated with construction would be temporary and are considered less than significant.

The Cherry Willow RW Tank has been graded and is generally flat with an elevation of approximately 1,755 feet
above mean sea level (msl), and will have an approximate diameter of 70 feet and wall height of 32 feet. The
Cherry Willow RW Tank will be painted an earthen tone color typically used by SCWD to blend with the terrain
surrounding the site. The Project area is located within the SCWD service area in previously disturbed areas,
adjacent to potable water storage tanks that are also visible. There are two existing SCWD water 0.5 MG potable
water tanks located approximately 550 feet southeast of the proposed recycled water (Cherry Willow RW Tank).
Because the proposed recycled Cherry Willow RW Tank site is near existing SCWD potable water tanks, and the
design is consistent with other tanks in the SCWD service area, there would be less-than-significant effect on the
visual character of the surroundings. In addition, the Cherry Willow RW Tank site is partially screened from
homes, based upon its setback from slopes and homes below the Cherry Willow RW Tank site.

Project pipelines would be installed underground and would not result in any long-term visual impacts. However,
above-ground proposed plan facilities could have the potential to create long-term effects upon visual character of
the area. Implementation of Mitigation Measure AES-1 would require the painting of above-ground facilities with
earth tone colors that would blend with the surrounding environment. Implementation of this mitigation measure
would reduce impacts related to visual character to less than significant levels.

Mitigation Measures

Implement Mitigation Measure AES-1.

Significance Determination

Less than significant with mitigation incorporated

c)
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Light and Glare

Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

If security lighting is necessary during the construction or operation of the Project facilities, it may introduce new
sources of light and glare to the proposed plan area. It is not anticipated that nighttime construction would occur or
that above-ground facilities would require the installation of permanent new outdoor lighting. However, if security
lighting is needed for Project facilities, lighting would be shielded to reduce potential glare impacts to local areas,
consistent with implementing agency design standards. Impacts associated with light and glare would be less than
significant.

Any necessary security lighting during construction or operation of proposed facilities shall be designed to be
consistent with City zoning code and applicable design guidelines and to minimize glare to adjacent areas. To
mitigate potential impacts due to nighttime lighting for construction activities near sensitive receptors, such as
residential homes, construction activities shall be restricted to daytime hours on residential streets. If nighttime
construction is required, temporary lighting must be directed onto the worksite and avoid any spill-over light or
glare onto adjacent properties. Compliance with these codes and Project design will reduce any light and glare
impacts to less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

d )
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2. Agriculture and Forestry Resources

Less Than Significant Less Than
with Mitigation Significant
Incorporated Impact

Potentially
Significant

Impact
No

Impact

II AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES . In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental
effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by theCalifornia
Dept, of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest
resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state's inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project
and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the
California Air Resources Board. Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural use?

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

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in
Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production
(as defined by Government Code section 511Q4fg))?

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

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

m

Discussion

Would the project 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?

The Project area is primarily residential or commercial and is not currently used for agricultural operations.
According to the California Department of Conservation “Los Angeles County Important Farmland 2014” map, the
proposed construction staging areas are designated as “Grazing Land” or “Urban and Built-Up Land.” The Project
Site is designated as “Urban and Built-Up Land,” “Grazing Land,” and “Other Land.” The Project Site is not
designated as Farmland of Statewide Importance, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Local Importance.

Accordingly, no impacts would occur.3

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

a)

3 California Department of Conservation (DOC), Division of Land Resource Protection, “Los Angeles County Important
Farmland 2014” http:// maps.consoi vat ion.ca. \v ;c i tTcifY.htoiL Accessed Novcrtlbei 2fll& 8 DOC, Division of Land

Resource Protection, “State of California Williamson Act Contract Land Statewide Map” (2012),

ftp://np.consrv.ca.2Ov/pub/dlrD/wa/2012%20Statcwidc%20Map/WA 2012 I Ix l 7.pdf . Accessed November 2016.
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b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use,or a Williamson Act contract?

None of the staging areas, proposed transmission pipeline, and Cherry Willow RW Tank site are zoned for
agricultural uses. The proposed Project and the proposed construction staging areas are not zoned for agricultural
uses. The proposed pipelines and Cherry Willow RW Tank would not conflict with the existing zoning
designations. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

The location of the proposed Project is not subject to a Williamson Act contract. Accordingly, no impacts would
occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

c) Would the project 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))?

The Project area is not currently designated as, or located near land designated for, forest, timberland, or timberland
zoned Timberland Production. The land uses surrounding the Project Site include residential and commercial uses.
Accordingly, no impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

d) Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

As previously discussed, the Project Site is not located within a forest area. All construction activities would occur
within the public roadway right-of-way or on land to be deeded to CLWA by the developer, and the storage of
construction equipment would not result in the loss of existing trees. The Project would not result in the loss of
forestland or in the conversion of forestland to non-forest use.4 Accordingly, no impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

4 City of Santa Clarita General Plan. “Zoning Map” (updated November 2016),
hup://www>santa-clarita.coni/homc/showdocument?id=6970.
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Would the project 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?

As previously noted, the Project site is not designated as either farmland or forestland and does not involve farming
or forestry operations. Furthermore, there are no agriculture or forestry operations in the vicinity of the Project site.
Therefore, no such land would be converted and no impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are required.

Significance Determination

No impact

e)
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3. Air Quality

Potentially Less Than Significant Less Than
Significant with Mitigation Significant

Incorporated Impact
No

Impact Impact

III. AIR QUALITY . Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or air pollution control district
may be relied upon to make the following determinations. Would the project'

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

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

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

El

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

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

Discussion

Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

The SCAQMD is the regional agency that provides air quality guidance with jurisdiction over the entire County.
The most recently adopted comprehensive plan applicable to the proposed Project is the 2016 AQMP (March
2017). Regional growth projections are used by SCAQMD to forecast future emission levels in the South Coast Air
Basin. The AQMP is implemented to meet the federal and State emission standards identified in both Clean Air
Acts.

The Project does not include any changes to housing or population and would therefore not have the potential to
conflict with the regional growth projections utilized in the formulation of the AQMP. In addition, and further
discussed herein, the Project would not violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation. The proposed Project would meet the objectives and policies of the AQMP and
would not establish new or modified permitted sources of non-attainment air contaminants or precursors, and would
not conflict with the population projections identified within the latest SCAQMD AQMP. Therefore, impacts
would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

a.

b) Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected
air quality violation?

The Project Site is located in the Santa Clarita Valley (Source Receptor Area 13) within the South Coast Air Basin,
which is designated as nonattaimnent for ozone and fine particulate matter (PM2 5) under the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards (AAQS), as well as particulate matter (PM10) under the California Air Quality Standards.5 To
address potential impacts from construction and operational activities, the SCAQMD currently recommends that
impacts from projects with mass daily emissions that exceed any of the thresholds outlined in Table 1 below be

5 California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA), Air Quality Standards and Area Designation (December 2015),
http:/Av \v w .arb.ca.yov /dcsiii 'adm /adm.htm.
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considered significant. The Lead Agency defers to these thresholds for the evaluation of construction and
operational air quality impacts.

Table 1- SCAQMD Thresholds of Significance

Operational Thresholds
(pounds/day)

Construction Thresholds
(pounds/day)Pollutant

Reactive Organic Gases (ROG)
Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)
Carbon Monoxide (CO)
Sulfur Oxides (SOx)
Particulate Matter (PMio)
Fine Particulate Matter fPM2 s)

Source: SCAQMD CEQA Handbook (SCAQMD, 1993), SCAQMD Air Quality Significance Thresholds, website:
http://aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/scaqmd-air-quality-significance-thresholds.pdf?sfvrsn=2;
accessed April 2017.

75 55
100 55

550550
150150
150150
5555

Regional Construction Emissions

For purposes of analyzing impacts associated with air quality, this analysis assumes a construction schedule of
approximately 7 to 8 months. With a maximum of 21,500 total lineal feet of water line installation and an average
of 200 lineal feet installed per day, approximately 108 construction days would be needed for line installation and
approximately 60 days would be needed for paving. Thus, a total of 168 construction days is estimated in this
analysis, which equates to approximately 7 to 8 months of construction (based on an average of 22 construction
days available per month). For purposes of this analysis, the following equipment mix would be considered the
worst-case daily scenario: two excavators, one tractor/loader/backhoe, one paver, one grinder, up to five daily haul
truck trips for spoils, concrete for slurry backfill, asphalt and sand. See Appendix I to this Draft IS/MND for
additional details regarding construction assumptions.

These construction activities would temporarily create emissions of dusts, fumes, equipment exhaust, and other air
contaminants. Trenching and line installation activities would primarily generate PlVLsand PMio emissions. Mobile
sources (such as diesel-fueled equipment on-site and traveling to and from the Project Site) would primarily
generate NOx emissions. The amount of emissions generated on a daily-basis would vary, depending on the amount
and types of construction activities occurring at the same time. The analysis of daily construction emissions has
been prepared utilizing the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod 2016.3.1) recommended by the
SCAQMD. Table 2, Estimated Peak Daily Construction Emissions, identifies the Project’s peak daily
construction emissions.

These calculations assume that appropriate dust control measures would be implemented as part of the Project
during each phase of development, as required by SCAQMD Rule 403 - Fugitive Dust. Specific Rule 403 control
requirements include, but are not limited to, applying water in sufficient quantities to prevent the generation of
visible dust plumes (two times per day), applying soil binders to uncovered areas, reestablishing ground cover as
quickly as possible, and maintaining effective cover over exposed areas. As shown in Table 2 associated with the
project would not exceed any regional SCAQMD thresholds of significance. Therefore, construction impacts would
be less than significant.

Table 2-Estimated Peak Daily Construction Emissions

Emissions In Pounds per Day

CO SOx PMio PMisNOxCalendar Year ROG
18.14 0.04 1.65 1.322.66 29.502018 Peak Day

150.00100.00 550.00 150.00 55.00SCAQMD Thresholds 75.00
No No No NoSignificant Impact? No No

Note: Calculations assume compliance with SCAQMD Rule 403- Fugitive Dust.
Calculation sheets are provided in Appendix I to this IS/MND.
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Operational Emissions

The operation of the proposed pipeline and Cherry Willow RW Tank would not generate substantive air quality
emissions, and any air quality emissions associated with motor vehicle trips for maintenance and operations would
be minimal. Motor vehicle trips associated with routine maintenance would not occur on a regular daily basis, and a
single daily motor vehicle trip would be sufficient for project operation and would be less than the worker trips
analyzed under the more impactful construction scenario above. As shown above, all construction emissions,
including emissions associated with daily worker trips, would be under the SCAQMD thresholds of significance.
The proposed Project would also be required to comply with SCAQMD Rule 1113 to limit VOC content of
architectural coatings, consistent with RWMP PEIR RR 3.3-1; SCAQMD Rule 201 which requires a Permit To
Construct if a backup generator or an engine would be installed at either the pump station or Cherry Willow RW
Tank that is greater than 50 brake horsepower; and SCAQMD Rule 402, which prohibits the discharge from a
facility of air pollutants that cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or annoyance to the pubic or that damage business or
property. Accordingly, impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

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

Los Angeles County is in nonattainment for ozone, PMio, and PM2 5 at the state level. Related projects may exceed
an air quality standard or contribute to an existing or projected air quality exceedance. With respect to determining
the significance of the Project contribution, the SCAQMD neither recommends quantified analyses of construction
and/or operational emissions from multiple projects nor provides methodologies or thresholds of significance to be
used to assess the cumulative emissions generated by multiple cumulative projects. Instead, the SCAQMD
recommends that a project’s potential contribution to cumulative impacts be assessed utilizing the same
significance criteria as those for project specific impacts. Furthermore, the SCAQMD states that if an individual
development project generates less-than-significant construction or operational emissions impacts, then the
development project would not contribute to a cumulatively considerable increase in emissions for those pollutants
for which the Basin is in nonattainment.

As discussed above, the mass daily construction and operational emissions generated by the Project would not
exceed any of thresholds of significance recommended by the SCAQMD. Also, as discussed below, localized
emissions generated by the Project would not exceed the SCAQMD’s Localized Significance Thresholds (LSTs).
Therefore, the Project would not contribute a cumulatively considerable increase in emissions for the pollutants
which the Basin is in nonattainment. Thus, cumulative air quality impacts associated with the Project would be less
than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact
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d) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Sensitive receptors are defined as schools, residential homes, hospitals, resident care facilities, daycare centers, or
other facilities that may house individuals with health conditions that would be adversely impacted by changes in
air quality. The proposed Project and its alternatives would be sited adjacent to the Fair Oaks Ranch Community
School and single-family homes.

Emissions from construction activities have the potential to generate localized emissions that may expose sensitive
receptors to harmful pollutant concentrations. The SCAQMD has developed localized significance threshold (LST)
look-up tables for project sites that are one, two, and five acres in size to simplify the evaluation of localized
emissions at small sites. LSTs are provided for each Source Receptor Area (SRA) and various distances from the
source of emissions. SCAQMD, White Paper on Potential Control Strategies to Address Cumulative Impacts from
Air Pollution, Appendix D: Cumulative Impact Analysis Requirements Pursuant to CEQA, August 2003, page D-3.

In the case of this analysis, the Project site is located within SRA 13 covering the Santa Clarita Valley area. The
nearest sensitive receptors to the Project site are the adjacent residences and school use identified above. The
closest receptor distance in the SCAQMD’s mass rate look-up tables is 25 meters (about 82 feet). Projects that are
located closer than 25 meters to the nearest receptor are directed to use the LSTs for receptors located within 25
meters. For the purposes of a conservative analysis, this analysis applies the 1-acre LSTs with sensitive receptors
located within 25 meters of the Project area (this is the most restrictive threshold available).

As shown in Table 3 below, peak daily emissions generated on-site during construction activities would not exceed
the applicable construction LSTs for a 1-acre site in SRA 13. Therefore, localized air quality impacts from Project
construction activities on the off-site sensitive receptors would be less than significant.

Table 3- Localized On-Site Peak Daily Construction Emissions

Total On-Site Emissions
(pounds per day)

Construction Phasea NOxb CO PM10 PM2.5

On-Site Trenching/Grading Emissions
On-Site Paving Emissions

16.04 6.61 0.74 0.68
10.31 10.26 0.58 0.54

Total On-Site Emissions 26.35 16.87 1.32 1.22
SCAQMD Localized Thresholds 114.00 moo 4.00 3.00
Potentially Significant Impact? No No No No
Note:Calculations assume compliance with SCAQMD Rule 403-Fugitive Dust.
a The localized thresholds for all phases are based on a one-acre site with a receptor distance of 25 meters (82 feet) in SCAQMD's SRA 13.
b The localized thresholds listed for NOx in this table takes into consideration the gradual conversion of NOx to N02, and are provided in the mass rate

look-up tables in the "Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology" document prepared by the SCAQMD. As discussed previously, the
analysis of localized air quality impacts associated with NOx emissions is focused on NO2 levels as they are associated with adverse health effects.

Calculation sheets are provided in Appendix I to this IS/MND.

With respect to localized operational emissions, the LST methodology typically applies to operational projects such
as warehouse/transfer facilities.6 As the Project would include a Cherry Willow RW Tank and pipeline with
minimal operational air emissions, an operational analysis against the LST methodology would not be applicable
and these impacts would be considered less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

6 SCAQMD, Sample Construction Scenarios for Projects Less than Five Acres in Size, February 2005, page 1-3.
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e) Would the project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

According to the California Air Resources Board’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook7, odors are the most
common sources of air pollution complaints, and as with other types of air pollution, a number of factors need to be
considered when determining potential effects on land use. Land uses that are more likely to produce odors include
agriculture, chemical plants, composting operations, dairies, fiberglass molding, landfills, refineries, rendering
plants, rail yards, and wastewater treatment plants. None of these uses are adjacent to the proposed Project.

Construction activities associated with the proposed Project (including the pipeline and the Cherry Willow RW
Tank) would generate odors from heavy-duty equipment exhaust, including diesel and gasoline. Construction
related odors associated with diesel and gasoline fumes will be transitory in nature and would not create
objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people. The impacts from these odors would be short term and
would cease upon the completion of the pipeline and Cherry Willow RW Tank. The Project’s operational use would
not have any significant emission sources and would not result in odor complaints, considering the distance
between the Cherry Willow RW Tank site and sensitive receptors, and is not categorized as a use typically
associated with odor generation or complaints (see the list of these uses noted above). Accordingly, odor impacts
during construction and operation would be less thansignificant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

7 California Air Resources Board (CARB), Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective (2005),
p. 32.
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4. Biological Resources

Potentially
Significant

Impact

Less Than Significant
with Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

Impact
No

Impact

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

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

IEI

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

El

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

El

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

E

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

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?

El

Discussion

a) Would the project 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?

The Project site is largely located in residential areas surrounded by landscaping with ornamental plant
communities and largely devoid of habitat. Developed areas represent the majority of the ROW along the proposed
alignment. These areas consist of paved areas, including the road and the paved shoulder, gutters, curbs, and
sidewalks. The proposed pipeline and the staging areas would be located within the ROW and were determined to
have minimal to no potential impact on federally threatened or endangered species (California Natural Diversity
Database (CNDDB) based on the Results of a Biological/Regulatory Overview for the Recycled Water Program-
Phase 2B, Santa Clarita, Los Angeles County, California prepared by Glenn Lukos Associates, December 6, 2016
(available from CLWA upon request)). The Biological/Regulatory Overview included site reconnaissance of the
entire study area, and a review of CNDDB for the Mint Canyon quadrangle and surrounding quadrangles, a review
of the 2016 California Native Plant Society on-line inventory, and a soil map review. The Vista Canyon EIR
addressed the impacts from the Vista Canyon Water Factory, pump station and on-site pipelines. The Cherry
Willow RW Tank site was addressed in the Fair Oaks Ranch EIR.

Species were considered based on a number of factors, including: 1) species identified by the November 2016
California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) as occurring (either currently or historically) on or in the vicinity
of the proposed alignment; and 2) any other species that are known to occur within the vicinity of the proposed
alignment, or for which potentially suitable habitat occurs on-site.

No special-status plants were observed on-site during the general survey. Twenty-three special- status plant species
were identified by the CNDDB as occurring within the vicinity of the study area. Of these, eleven species were
determined to have reasonable potential to occur within the study area, with a likelihood of occurrence ranging
from very low to moderate. These species range in regulatory status and include San Fernando Valley spineflower
(Chorizanthe parryi var. fernandina; federal candidate [FC] and SE; California Rare Plant Rank [CRPR] 1B.1),
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Parry’s spineflower (Chorizantheparryi var. parryi; CRPR 1B.1), mesa horkelia (Horkelia cuneate var. puberula;
CRPR 1B.1), slender mariposa lily (Calochortus clavatus var. gracilis; CRPR 1B.2), Santa Susana tarplant
( Deinandra minthornii; CRPR IB.2), Davidson’s bush-mallow (Malacothamnus davidsonii; CRPR IB.2), white
rabbit-tobacco (Pseudognaphalium leucocephalum ; CRPR 2B.2), chaparral ragwort (Senecio aphanactis; CRPR
2B.2), Plummer’s mariposa lily (<Calochortus plumerias; CRPR 4.2), Peirson’s morning-glory (Calystegia
peirsonii; CRPR 4.2), and Palmer’s grapplinghook (Harpagonellapalmeri; CRPR 4.2).

Species were considered based on a number of factors, including: 1) species identified by the November 2016
CNDDB as occurring (either currently or historically) on or in the vicinity of the proposed alignment; and 2) any
other special-status species that are known to occur within the vicinity of the proposed alignment, or for which
potentially suitable habitat occurs on-site.

No special-status animals were observed on-site during the general survey (based on Results of a
Biological/Regulatory Overview for the Recycled Water Program-Phase 2B, Santa Clarita, Los Angeles County,
California; Glenn Lukos Associates, December 6, 2016 (available from CLWA upon request)). Thirty-five special-
status animal species were identified by CNDDB as occurring within the vicinity of the study area. Of these, fifteen
species were determined to have reasonable potential to occur within the study area, with a likelihood of occurrence
ranging from very low to moderate, and for some of which use of the study area is restricted to foraging
opportunities. These species range in regulatory status and include coastal California gnatcatcher (Polioptila
californica; FT and SSC), white-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus; FP), Swainson’s hawk (Buteo swainsoni; ST), pallid
bat (Antrozous pallidus; foraging only; SSC), coastal whiptail (Aspidoscelis tigris stejnegeri; SSC), burrowing owl
( Athene cunicularia\ SSC), spotted bat (Euderma maculatum; foraging only; SSC), western mastiff bat (Eumops
perotis calfornicus; foraging only; SSC), loggerhead shrike ( Lanius ludovicianus\ SSC), hoary bat (Lasiurus
cinereus; foraging only; SSC), San Diego black-tailed jackrabbit (Lepus californicus bennettii; SSC), California
leaf- nosed bat (Macrotus californicus; foraging only; SSC), San Diego desert woodrat (Neotoma lepida
intermedia; SSC), southern grasshopper mouse (Onychomys torridus ramona\ SSC), and coast homed lizard
( Phrynosoma blainvillii; SSC).

A review of the November 2016 CNDDB identified the following special-status habitats as occurring within the
vicinity of the proposed alignment: California walnut woodland, mainland cherry forest, Riversidean alluvial fan
sage scmb, Southern California threespine stickleback stream, southern coast live oak riparian forest, southern
cottonwood willow riparian forest, southern mixed riparian forest, southern riparian scrub, southern sycamore alder
riparian forest, southern willow scmb, and valley oak woodland. These habitats are not present within the site, and
no additional special-status habitats were observed based on the Results of a Biological/Regulatory Overview for
the Recycled Water Program-Phase 2B, Santa Clarita, Los Angeles County, California (available from CLWA
upon request). The Cherry Willow Tank pad site and access road is relatively void of vegetation and was previously
graded. No vegetational resources exist on the Cherry Willow RW Tank pad site.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural

community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of

Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

The proposed Project would locate recycled water pipeline beneath existing streets and therefore would not have an
impact on riparian areas. The proposed pump station would not result in significant direct or indirect impacts to
riparian habitat and would be located in the developed part of the Vista Canyon project, as described and analyzed in
Vista Canyon Draft EIR. The proposed Cherry Willow RW Tank location would be located on a hillside with open

b)
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space. The footprint would be approximately 0.5 acres in size and there are no riparian resources located at the site
or along the proposed alignment of the pipeline serving the Cherry Willow site. The site is a previously graded pad
and the impacts of the proposed tank site were evaluated in the Fair Oaks Ranch EIR. Operation of the Vista
Canyon Water Factory will result in less than significant impacts to downstream discharges to the Santa Clara river
since the Water Factory is sized to treat only wastewater from the Vista Canyon development. Any intercepted
flows from existing upstream sewer flows would only be required to provide for plant operation during the initial
development of Vista Canyon, and as a supplemental source of wastewater as needed for sustainable plant
operations. Any potential flow reductions in downstream wastewater plants would be offset by future growth in
effluent at the Saugus Water Reclamation Plant and Valencia Water Reclamation Plant and considered de minimus
with less than significant impacts.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

Section 404 of the Federal Clean Water Act authorizes the State of California to certify that federal pennits and
licenses do not violate the state’s water quality standards. Executive Order 11990 aids in the protection of wetlands
existing or under evaluation by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. The proposed recycled water pipelines would not
adversely affect federally protected wetlands, because the pipelines will be located in developed areas with
residential land uses. Construction activities for the proposed Cherry Willow RW Tank would be located in the
disturbed area west of the existing Cherry Willow tank site. Because this area is not designated as a federally
protected wetland (based on Results of a BiologicaERegulatory Overview for the Recycled Water Program-Phase
2B, Santa Clarita, Los Angeles County, California; available from CLWA upon request), no impacts to wetlands
would occur.

c)

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

Would the project 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?

Construction of the proposed Project would last approximately nine months beginning in the second quarter of
2017. All activities except for the construction of the tank would occur within existing paved roadway right-of-way.
No trees would be removed as a result of construction activities. At the completion of construction, the pipeline
would be located below ground and would not interfere with the movement of wildlife.

This hillside location for the Cherry Willow RW Tank is surrounded nearby by residential development to the
south, west, east, and north and the tank would not impede movement between open space areas. Areas available as
opportunities for wildlife movement would include the Santa Clara River located north of the proposed Project. The
South Coast Missing Linkages (SCML) project has developed a comprehensive plan for a regional network that

d)
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would maintain and restore critical habitat linkages between existing open space reserves.8 As described in the
SCML project, the Santa Clarita Valley contains portions of three linkages identified in the Missing Linkages
project: the Santa Monica-Sierra Madre Mountains Connection, the Sierra Madre-Castaic Connection, and the San
Gabriel-Castaic Connection. The Project would not impinge on any of these linkages. Therefore, impacts would be
less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

e) Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a

tree preservation policy or ordinance?

The City of Santa Clarita’s Oak Tree Preservation ordinance requires the preservation of all healthy oak trees,
including scrub oaks, within the City, unless compelling reasons justify the cutting, pruning, encroachment, and/or
removal of such trees.Additionally, the ordinance states that no person shall cut, prune, remove, relocate, endanger,
damage, or encroach into the protected zone of any oak on any public or private property within the City except in
accordance with the conditions of a valid oak tree permit issued by the City. This generally applies to trees that are
6 inches or more in circumference (2 inches in diameter). The proposed pipelines would be located within
urbanized and paved areas. Therefore, there would be no impact.

The area near the proposed Cherry Willow RW Tank site does not contain any trees. No other local policies or
ordinances protecting biological resources would be applicable to the Project. Impacts would be less than
significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

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

The Project site does not lie within the boundaries of any adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan. No impacts would occur
from the proposed Project.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

8 South Coast Wildlands, South Coast Missing Linkages: A Wildland Network for the South Coast Ecoregion (2008),
hltp://\vww.scwildlands.org/rcporLs/SCMLRceionalKenorl.pdf.

25

638
157



Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
5. Cultural Resources

Recycled Water Program- Phase 2B

Pipeline, Pump Station and Tank

5. Cultural Resources

Less Than Significant
with Mitigation
Incorporated

Potentially
Significant

Impact

Less Than
Significant

Impact
No

Impact

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource

as defined in §15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological

resource pursuant to §15064.5?

El

El
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique

geologic feature?
El

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

Discussion

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as

defined in §15064.5?

An Archaeological Inventory was performed by Greenwood and Associates. The effort included an archaeological
record search and field survey. The field survey was conducted on November 21, 2016 by John M. Foster, Register
of Professional Archaeologists (RPA), Greenwood and Associates. Transects were spaced at 10-meter intervals
based on the potential for archaeological resources, and visibility within the Project site was excellent. Rodent and
ground squirrel activity provided adequate supporting evidence of the absence of buried cultural resources in the
impact areas.

The area had favorable environmental conditions to sustain or attract historical populations. California was claimed
by Spain during the sixteenth century as part of the empire it was establishing in the New World. Europeans arrived
in Los Angeles in 1769 with the Gaspar de Portola expedition. To solidify their claims, the Spanish government
fortified San Diego and Monterey and started to establish Mission outposts. San Fernando Mission was established
in 1797, and by the early 1800s, most of the Tataviam population, with the exception of those who had fled into the
interior mountains and valleys, had come into the Mission system. There is one known historical site
(CA-LAN 4356H, the 1860 Mitchell Ranch) in the vicinity (i.e., within 1 mile) of the project area. Based on results
of the Archaeological Inventory, there was no evidence of historical resources in the project area; therefore, the
Project would not impact any historical resources.

While the Archeological Inventory did not identify any historical or archeological resources recorded or observed
in the project area, the following mitigation measure (described below) is included to ensure that the potential for
impact is less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

CUL-1- In the event that any historical, archeological or tribal cultural resources are discovered during
excavation activities, work shall be stopped immediately and temporarily diverted from the vicinity of
the discovery until a qualified archeologist and a member of the Femandeno Tataviam Band of Mission
Indians are notified and can identify and evaluate the importance of the find, conduct an appropriate
assessment, and implement measures to mitigate impacts on significant resources.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact with mitigation.

a )
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Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource

pursuant to §15064.5?

An Archaeological Inventory was performed by Greenwood and Associates. The effort included an archaeological
record search and a field survey. The field survey was conducted on November 21, 2016 by John M. Foster,
Register of Professional Archaeologists (RPA), Greenwood and Associates. Transects were spaced at 10-meter
intervals based on the potential for archaeological resources, and visibility within the Project site was excellent.
Rodent and ground squirrel activity provided adequate supporting evidence of the absence of buried cultural
resources in the impact areas.

The pipelines, pumping station, and Cherry Willow RW Tank sites are located in previously disturbed areas that
have been graded The Cherry Willow RW Tank area was originally part of a ridge that has been subsequently
graded to a level pad. The various pipelines are in new residential neighborhoods that have been terraced to create
building pads. The pump station is located within the Vista Canyon development. No evidence of archaeological
deposits or features were observed.

Recommended mitigation measures indicate that if archaeological resources are encountered during ground-
disturbing activities, work should be temporarily diverted from the vicinity of the discovery until a qualified
archaeologist and a member of the Femandeno Tataviam Band of Mission Indians can identify and evaluate the
importance of the find, conduct any appropriate assessment, and implement measures to mitigate impacts on
significant resources.

Mitigation Measures

Implementation of mitigation measure CUL-1 would reduce potentially significant impacts to less than
significant.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact with mitigation

b)

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

There are no unique paleontological resources or unique geologic resources on or near the Project site (field survey
conducted on November 21, 2016 by John M. Foster, RPA, Greenwood and Associates).

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

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

The Archaeology Inventory prepared by Greenwood and Associates did not identify any human remains or
cemeteries in either the literature or the field survey. In the event that any human remains are found, the steps and
procedures specified in the California Health and Safety Code 7050.5, CEQA Guidelines §15064.5 (d), and the
California Public Resources Code 5097.98 shall be implemented.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

d)
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6. Geology and Soils
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Less Than
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VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS . Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including
the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent

Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist
for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault?
Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.?

El

E]

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? E
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? El
iv) Landslides? El

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? El
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become

unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

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

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

El

E

El

Discussion

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

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?

The nearest regional faults are the San Gabriel and Holser faults with numerous regional faults in the Valley that
are capable of producing strong seismically induced ground shaking. The San Gabriel Fault travels from the
northwest to the southeast through Santa Clarita and crosses the proposed Project through the northeast end of Rye
Canyon Road, which is not located close to the Project.9 The development of the proposed Project would involve
trenching a non-potable water pipeline approximately 5 feet below ground, and would not expose people to risks
from earthquakes, because there are no proposed habitable structures intended for human occupancy—including the
pump station and the Cherry Willow RW Tank. Additionally, the Project site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Rupture Zone, as delineated by the California Geological Survey10 and therefore there would be
less than significant impact.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

0

9 Southern California Earthquake Data Center, “Faults of Southern California: Los Angeles Region” (2013),
hltp://sccdc.caUceh.edu/significanl/losangeles.hlml. Accessed June 2016.

10 DOC, California Geological Survey, CGS Information Warehouse: Regulatory Maps (2015),
http://www.quake.ca.gov/gmaps/WH/regulatorymaps.htm.
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a) Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk
of loss, injury,or death involving:

Strong seismic ground shaking?

The area is subject to ground shaking and potential damage in the event of earthquakes. As noted previously, the
most likely source of strong ground shaking within the region would be a major earthquake along the San Andreas
Fault Zone or from the San Gabriel or Holser faults. Because the Project site is located in a seismically active area,
occasional seismic ground shaking is likely to occur within the lifetime of the proposed Project. One potential
adverse effect on the Project from strong seismic ground shaking would be a fracture or rupture in the pipeline
causing limited water flow. Implementation of appropriate engineering design measures as required by the latest
California Building Code (CBC), including shut-off valve requirements, would minimize potential structural
failures caused by earthquakes or other geologic hazards.The proposed Project, including the tank design,would be
required to adhere to the provisions of the latest CBC. Compliance with the requirements of the latest CBC for
structural safety duringa seismic event would reduce hazards from strong seismic ground shaking. Impacts would be
less than significant

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

ii)

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

Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Liquefaction refers to loose, saturated sand or gravel deposits that lose their load-supporting capability when
subjected to intense shaking. Liquefaction usually occurs during or shortly after a large earthquake. The movement
of saturated soils during seismic events from ground shaking can result in soil instability and possible structural
damage.11

The Project Site is located within an identified liquefaction zone.12 However, the project does not have structures
that would be habitable or occupied thereby the potential for adverse effects is significantly reduced. Furthermore,
the pipeline would be located in paved right-of-way and surrounded by certified base and fill, and the design and
construction of the proposed pipeline and Cherry Willow RW Tank would be required to adhere to the latest CBC,
which contains provisions for soil preparation to minimize hazards from liquefaction and other seismic-related
ground failures. Accordingly, potential liquefaction impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

iii)

11 City of Santa Clarita General Plan, “Safety Element” (2011), S-9.
12 DOC, “Newhall Quadrangle Zones of Required Investigations GIS Data,” newh lq layer.
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a) Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk

of loss, injury, or death involving:

iv) Landslides?

Landslides are the downslope movement of geologic materials that occur when the underlying geological support
on a hillside can no longer maintain the load of material above it, causing a slope failure. The term “landslide” also
commonly refers to a falling, sliding, or flowing mass of soil, rocks, water, and debris that may include mudslides
and debris flows. The risks associated with landslides occur when buildings or structures are placed on slopes. The
Project site is located within an area susceptible to landslides. However, the project does not have structures that
would be habitable or occupied thereby the potential for adverse effects is significantly reduced. Furthermore, the
proposed pipeline would be buried beneath right-of-way and would be designed and constructed to adhere to the
latest CBC, which contains provisions for soil preparation to minimize hazards from seismically induced landslides,
including that area associated with the Cherry Willow RW Tank pad. With adherence to the latest CBC, potential
landslide impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Erosion is the movement of rock fragments and soil from one place to another. Precipitation, running water, waves,
and wind are all agents of erosion. Significant erosion typically occurs on steep slopes where storm water and high
winds can carry topsoil down hillsides.

Construction of the proposed Project would result in the removal of soils from existing paved right-of-way and
removal of topsoil for construction of the Cherry Willow RW Tank. Any topsoil removed from the pipeline trench
would be stockpiled on-site and replaced after the pipeline is installed and the tank constructed. Standard best
management practices as required under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit
would require covering exposed material to minimize erosion impacts. Impacts would be less than significant.

Because this would not occur within open space areas, no loss of topsoil or soil erosion would occur. No impact
would occur during operation of the proposed Project.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

b)

Would the project 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?

The proposed pipeline would be located within the roadway right-of-way. Where the pipeline would be installed
beneath the paved road, the asphalt surface would be saw cut, and a backhoe would be used to excavate a trench for
the pipe. The road would be restored to preconstruction conditions after installing the pipe and backfilling the
trench. The proposed Cherry Willow RW Tank will also be constructed as part of the project. The proposed Project
would not result in substantial hazards from unstable or expansive soils and would be required to adhere to the

c)
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latest CBC, which contains provisions for soil preparation to minimize hazards from liquefaction and other unstable
geologic features. With adherence to the latest CBC standards, impacts would be less thansignificant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

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

Expansive soils contain significant amounts of clay particles that have the ability to give up water (shrink) or take
on water (swell). When these soils swell, the change in volume can exert pressures that are placed on them, and
structural distress and damage to buildings could occur. The proposed pipeline would be constructed beneath the
existing roadway and right-of-way, which are constructed on engineered fill. This fill material is not subject to
significant expansion. Moreover, the impervious cover would minimize water infiltration, thereby minimizing soil
expansion. Finally, proposed Cherry Willow RW Tank would be subject to a geotechnical study and would be
required to adhere to the latest CBC, which contains provisions for soil preparation to minimize hazards from soil
expansion. Accordingly, impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

e) Would the project 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?

Development of the proposed Project would not require the installation of a septic tank or alternative wastewater

disposal system. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact
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Less Than
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VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the project:

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

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

El

Discussion

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

the environment?

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

Gases that trap heat in the atmosphere are called greenhouse gases (GHGs). Greenhouse gases are emitted by
natural processes and human activities. The accumulation of greenhouse gases in the atmosphere regulates the
earth’s temperature. The State of California has undertaken initiatives designed to address the effects of greenhouse
gas emissions, and to establish targets and emissions reduction strategies for greenhouse gas emissions in
California. Activities associated with the Project would have the potential to generate greenhouse gas emissions.

The principal GHGs are carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), sulfur hexafluoride (SF6),
perfluorocarbons (PFCs), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), and water vapor (H2O). CO2 is the reference gas for climate
change, because it is the predominant greenhouse gas emitted. To account for the varying warming potential of
different GHGs, GHG emissions are often quantified and reported as CO2 equivalents (C02e).

b)

GHG Significance Threshold

In December 2008, the SCAQMD adopted an interim 10,000 metric tons CChe (MT CCLe) per year screening level
threshold for stationary source/industrial projects for which the SCAQMD is the lead agency. Because the Project is
considered a utility project, this threshold will be utilized for the purposes of illustrating the scope of the Project’s
GHG emissions.

Project GHG Emissions

Construction emissions represent an episodic, temporary source of GHG emissions. Emissions are generally
associated with the operation of construction equipment and the disposal of construction waste. To be consistent
with the guidance from the SCAQMD for calculating criteria pollutants from construction activities, only GHG
emissions from on-site construction activities and off-site hauling and construction worker commuting are
considered as Project-generated. Emissions of GHGs were calculated using CalEEMod 2016.3.1 for construction of
the Project. As shown in Appendix II to this IS/MND, the construction of the Project would generate a one-time
total of 160 metric tons of CCfee.

The operation of the Project would not generate substantive GHG emissions, and any GHG emissions associated
with motor vehicle trips for maintenance and operations of the project would be minimal. In addition, GHG impacts
generated by a pump station would be less than significant through compliance with all applicable rules and
regulations, including but not limited to SCAQMD Rule 201 (Permit to Construct) and Rule 402 (Nuisance). It
should also be noted that implementation and ongoing operation of the project would allow the Lead Agency to
provide recycled water within its jurisdiction to offset importing state water. As a result, the Project could decrease
the use of relatively energy-intensive imported water, thereby reducing energy-related GHG emissions. Based on
the above, it is clear the Project would not have the potential to exceed the 10,000 MT C02e per year screening
level threshold adopted by the SCAQMD, and the Project would not have the potential to conflict with an
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applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases.
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact
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VIII.HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:

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

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

m

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

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

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

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

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

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

IS!

SI

Discussion

Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine

transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Development under proposed Project would not increase density and population within the Project area as the
Project would only supply recycled water in place of potable water for existing large landscaped areas. Routine
transportation of hazardous materials, including through traffic, poses a risk to residents within the City as a result
of potential accidents involving trucks, rail, and other modes that are used to transport hazardous materials and
wastes and are shared with the public. The proposed Project involves the use of recycled water and will not involve
the routine use, transport, or disposal of significant amounts of hazardous materials, including hazardous chemical,
radioactive, and biohazardous materials.

The operation of land uses that use, create, or dispose of hazardous materials is regulated and monitored by federal,
state, and local regulations and policies. Specifically, future development within the City of Santa Clarita would be
subject to compliance with the programs administered by the Agency and the County of Los Angeles. The owners
or operators of businesses that handle or store hazardous materials equal to or above the reportable quantities would
be subject to compliance with regulatory agencies. These programs, as well as other federal, state, and local
regulations and policies, provide a high level of protection to the public and the environment. Compliance with
appropriate regulations and policies would limit the impact from routine use, transport, or disposal of significant
amounts of hazardous materials to less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

a)
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Would the project 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?

Because the proposed Project is in a residential area and is either in or adjacent to developed right-of-way, there is a
potential for accident conditions to occur during construction. However, compliance with the traffic management
requirements of the City of Santa Clarita’s encroachment permit and the RWQCB’s storm water permitting will
reduce the risk of any hazard during construction. As a result, the impact to construction workers or the public
would be less than significant.

b)

Operation

Businesses that store large quantities of hazardous materials (e.g., fuel storage facilities, chemical warehouses) can
be subject to accidents that result from transporting, pumping, pouring, emptying, injecting, spilling, and dumping
or disposing of hazardous materials and wastes and that could be released into the environment. The severity of
potential effects varies with the activity conducted and the concentration and type of waste involved. However, as
discussed above, the proposed Project would not significantly increase the amount of hazardous materials used as it
is conveying and storing California Title 22 disinfected tertiary recycled water in accordance with applicable
regulations and permits. Additionally, federal, state, and local regulations and policies governing the use of
hazardous materials strictly regulate the proper handling of such materials and their containers to ensure that
accidents involving the release of toxic materials into the environment do not occur. Compliance with appropriate
regulations and policies, specifically Title 22 and RWQCB recycled water permitting, would limit the impact from
release of hazardous materials to less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

Fair Oaks Community School is located at the edge of being within the proposed Project area. Hazardous materials
could be used during construction of pavement and uses within the specific plan area, including the use of standard
construction materials (e.g., paints, solvents, and fuels), cleaning and other maintenance products (used in the
maintenance of pumps, pipes, and equipment), and diesel and other fuels (used in construction and maintenance
equipment and vehicles). The Cherry Willow RW Tank site is more than one-quarter mile from the Fair Oaks
Community School and not anticipated to store hazardous waste.

Federal, state, and local regulations and policies governing the use of hazardous materials strictly regulate the
proper handling of such materials and their containers to ensure that accidents involving the release of toxic
materials into the environment do not occur. Compliance with appropriate regulations and policies would limit the
impact from release of hazardous materials to less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

c)
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Would the project 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?

A geographical search for hazardous materials sites, as defined in California Government Code §65962.5, utilizing
the online environmental database GeoTracker,13 produced no locations of potential hazardous material within
1 mile of the Project site. Therefore, would be no hazard to the public or environment.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

d)

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within

two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?

The closest airport to the Project site is the Agua Dulce Airpark located approximately 13 miles to the northeast.
Therefore, the proposed pipeline would not be located within an airport land use plan or within 2 miles of a public
airport or public use airport. No safety hazard impacts would occur to people residing or working in the area of the
proposed Project.

All structures would be subsurface; no structures will be constructed aboveground that would obstruct any airport
operations. Therefore, no safety hazards resulting from airport proximity are expected. No impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard for people

residing or working in the project area?

The nearest airport, public or private, is the Agua Dulce Airpark located approximately 12 miles to the northeast.
The proposed Project site would not be located near a private airstrip; therefore, the Project would not create a
safety hazard for those working within the Project site. No impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

13 State Water Resources Control Board, GeoTracker, http://geotracker.waterboardsxa.gov/. Accessed November 21, 2016.
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g) Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

When installed, the Project would not interfere with traffic flow or otherwise hamper emergency response or
evacuation plans because all of the components will be located in the streets or rights-of-way. The Cherry Willow
RW Tank site is not located where it might interfere with the movement of emergency vehicles. The Project
construction (pump station, pipelines, and the Cherry Willow RW Tank) would be consistent with the Traffic
Control Plan to ensure that no excavations result in road closure or lane shutdown that interfere with emergency
evacuation plans. The size and number of maintenance vehicles present at these components would not interfere
with traffic flow. Operation-related impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

The Project pipelines will be located in existing streets and rights-of-way with irrigated landscaping and there
wouldn’t be an increased risk of wildfire. The proposed tank site is in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone
(VHFHSZ).34. Construction activities (e.g., the use of welding torches or other tools) within these areas may
increase fire danger. The use of flames/sparks in hillside brushy areas would likewise increase the risk of wildfire.
However, the tank site has been graded and is largely devoid of natural vegetation that might result in an increased
wildfire risk. Operation of the proposed Project would not exacerbate the potential for wildfires because there are
no ignitable materials or processes from moving recycled water that would have the potential to create a fire.
Therefore, impacts related to exposing people or structures to adverse effects from wildfires would be less than
significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

h)
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IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY . Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

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

IS!

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

ISI

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

ISI

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

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? ISI
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal

Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance RateMap or other flood hazard
delineation map?

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

ISI

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

ISI

) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? ISI

Discussion

a) Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

Water quality in surface and groundwater bodies is regulated by the State Water Quality Control Board (SWQCB)
and Regional Water Quality Control Boards (RWQCBs). The Los Angeles RWQCB is responsible for
implementation of State and federal water quality protection guidelines near the Project Site.14 The proposed
Project is located within paved and urbanized areas within existing City street right-of-way. No construction will
occur within State Right of Way, and no discharge to state highway facilities will be permitted. Construction of the
recycled water pipeline and Cherry Willow RW Tank would include excavation activities that would have the
potential to generate sediment-laden runoff during rain events. Storm water runoff from construction sites is
regulated by the General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction Activity from Small
Linear Underground Projects (Water Quality Order 2009-0009-DWQ, amended by 2010-0014-DWQ & 2012-0006-
DWQ) issued by the SWQCB. According to the fact sheet for Order 2012-0006-DWQ, construction activities
associated with small linear underground projects that result in land disturbances greater than one acre (referred to
as linear utility projects [LUPs]), are not like traditional construction projects. Small LUPs have a lower potential to
impact receiving waters because these projects are typically short in duration and are constructed within or around

14 CalEPA, State Water Control Board, “State and Regional Water Boards,”
http://www.walerboardsxa.gov/waterboards map.shiml. Accessed June 2016.
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hard-paved surfaces that result in minimal disturbed land areas being exposed at the close of the construction day.15

Therefore, Water Quality Order 2012-0006-DWQ, and the NPDES General Permit have been adopted statewide for
storm water discharges associated with construction activity from small linear underground/overhead projects.

Construction of the recycled water system Cherry Willow RW Tank would be located within an elevated open
space area. Grading activities for the construction of the Cherry Willow RW Tank will occur at a previously rough
graded pad and the immediately surrounding vegetation has been removed. Construction activities that impact more
than 1 acre are subject to the requirements of the NPDES Construction General Permit. The area disturbed by the
Cherry Willow RW Tank would be between 0.25 acre and 0.75 acres, including the Cheny Willow RW Tank
footprint, staging areas, and access roadways. Therefore, the Cherry Willow RW Tank construction would not be
subject to the NPDES Construction General Permit.

Furthermore, the proposed Project would be required to comply with all applicable federal, state, and local
regulations including the California Water Code, CCR Title 22, CCR Title 17, California Department of Public
Health Guidelines, the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, and the Los Angeles County
Department of Health Services Cross-Connection and Water Pollution Control Program. For construction activities
that are regulated by the NPDES permit, coverage under and compliance with the NPDES Construction General
Permit would ensure that the impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

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

existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted)?

The construction of the pipeline would occur under existing roadways and would not result in an increase in the
amount of impervious surface that would interfere with groundwater recharge. The proposed Cherry Willow RW
Tank would be located in the eastern portion of the site. The footprint of the Cherry Willow RW Tank would range
from 0.25 to 0.75 acre in size. As described in Section 6, Geology and Soils (beginning on page 28), the soils of the
hillside west and adjacent to the Cherry Willow RW Tank facilities are well drained. The proposed Project would
not involve pumping of groundwater and would not otherwise have an impact on the depletion of groundwater
supplies or interfere with groundwater recharge. The purpose of the proposed Project is to provide retail recycled
water to users in the City of Santa Clarita. The project includes provisions to divert wastewater from an existing
sewer interceptor that serves existing development upstream of the Project site in order to provide for sustainable
plant operation during the initial development period for Vista Canyon, and as a supplement source of wastewater
feed as needed. The Project will treat wastewater generated from the Vista Canyon development, and will only use
sewage intercepted for initial startup of the Vista Canyon Water Factoiy, or to sustain plant operations as required.
Accordingly, any potential flow reductions in downstream wastewater plants would be offset by future growth in
effluent at the Saugus Water Reclamation Plant and Valencia Water Reclamation Plant and considered de minimus.
Therefore, the proposed Project would have no impact on the groundwater basin.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

15 Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board. Water Quality Order 2009-0009-DWQ, as amended by 2012-0006
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Significance Determination

No impact

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

site?

The construction of the proposed pipeline would occur within the existing roadways and the construction of the
Cherry Willow RW Tank would occur on a previously graded pad atop a small knoll. Storm water runoff from the
Project Site during construction could contain soils and sediments from these activities. Spills or leaks from heavy
equipment and machinery, construction staging areas, or building sites can also enter runoff, which typically
include petroleum products such as tuel, oil and grease, and heavy metals. According to the requirements of the
NPDES permit, appropriate BMPs would be applied during construction activities to minimize water quality
impacts.

The BMPs most often used during construction activities include surrounding the construction site with sand bags
and/or silt fencing (to minimize sediment-laden runoff entering the storm drain system or downstream waters) and
timing the grading activities to avoid the rainy season. Construction activities associated with the proposed Project
would be less than significant.

Operation of the recycled water pipeline and Cherry Willow RW Tank would not alter the existing drainage pattern
of the Project site. Existing drainage would only be slightly modified until the pipes have been inserted and soil
replaced and then the area will be returned to its previous grade. The tank access road would be modified and after
construction any excavated soils would be replaced. Impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

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 substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner

which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

As described in Section 9.c, the BMPs most often used during construction activities include surrounding the
construction site with sand bags and/or silt fencing (to minimize sediment-laden runoff from entering the storm
drain system or downstream waters) and timing the grading activities to avoid the rainy season. Compliance with
the NPDES Construction General Permit, the preparation and implementation of an SWPPP, and implementation of
erosion and treatment control BMPs would ensure that any impacts to downstream waters resulting from
construction activities associated with the proposed Project would be less than significant.

The use of recycled water instead of potable water for irrigation purposes would not change existing irrigation
application practices, and the application of recycled water for landscape irrigation would be managed to meet the
transpiration demand. Therefore, the use of recycled water would not alter the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner that would result in flooding.

Additionally, the design of the proposed Project pipelines would allow post-construction water runoff to continue in
existing directions since the grades will be restored. The development of the tank site and access road would not
alter the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in flooding due to the modest increase in
impermeable surface and the restoration of the grade for the tank. As such, the proposed Project would not alter the
existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alternation of the course of a stream or river, or

d)
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substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in flooding on or off site.
Less than significant impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

Would the project 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?

The proposed Project would construct a pipeline within City roadway right-of-way. Large areas of impervious
surfaces would not be created as a result of the proposed Project including the tank site and the access road.
Construction would be temporary and implementation of BMPs to during a rain event would minimize the amount
of runoff entering the existing storm drain system. Construction impacts would be less than significant.

The roadways would be restored to existing conditions to ensure that the existing surface water runoff is not altered.
Impacts during operation would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

e)

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Construction activities would include BMPs to minimize erosion and surface water runoff from the site. The
amount of impervious surface on-site at Project completion would be similar to that for existing conditions. The
amount of runoff from the site would not be substantially changed to that of existing conditions because Project
development would not increase the amount of runoff or contribute to the degradation of water quality. Recycled
water would meet applicable federal, state, and local regulations including the California Water Code, CCR
Title 17, and CCR Title 22 water quality standards and the Los Angeles County Department of Health Services
Cross-Connection and Water Pollution Control Program. Therefore, no new pollutants that would degrade water
quality would be added to the Project Site. Impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

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

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

According to the City of Santa Clarita Digital Flood Insurance Rate Map (DFIRM) Flood Zones the proposed
pipeline or pump station would not redirect flood flows. The Cherry Willow RW Tank would be located on a
hillside outside of the identified flood zone along Santa Clarita River. Impacts would be less than significant.
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Furthermore, the proposed Project would not construct any new homes and would not have any aboveground
structures that would impede or redirect flood flows. There would be no impacts.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

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

The proposed Project would construct a recycled water pipeline within the roadway right-of-way, a Cherry Willow
RW Tank and a pump station adjacent to Vista Canyon WTP facilities. The recycled water pipelines would be
located beneath the street right-of-way. As a result, they would not expose people or structures to flooding. The
proposed Cherry Willow RW Tank would be located on a hillside. There would be potential to expose the
residential land uses to the south to flooding from structural failure as a result of Cherry Willow RW Tank failure.
The design of the Cherry Willow Tank site would be based on the most current CBC standards to minimize the
potential for structural failure in compliance with the UBC. As a result, the proposed Project would not expose
people or structures to a significant risk of flooding.

The proposed Project would not involve the construction of any housing, or inhabitable structures. As such, it
would not expose people or structures to flooding. Impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

Tsunamis are large-scale sea waves produced from tectonic activities along the ocean floor. Seiches are
freestanding or oscillatory waves associated with large enclosed or semi-enclosed bodies of water. Given that the
Project Site is not located near the ocean or any large enclosed or semi-enclosed bodies of water, the proposed
Project would not be located within designated tsunami or seiche zones. Debris and mudflows are typically a
hazard experienced in the floodplains of streams that drain very steep hillsides within the watershed. These types of
hazards are not expected to impact the Project because the proposed Project would not place people or structures at
risk of inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

j)
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with Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

Impact

Potentially
Significant

Impact

No
Impact

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community?

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

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

Discussion

Would the project physically divide an established community?

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the
project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning

ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

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

The proposed Project would not physically divide an established community as the pipelines are proposed to be
constructed underground in the right-of-way. There would be no impacts due to the Cherry Willow Tank site or the
pump station. No plan conflicting with jurisdiction over the site plan would be applicable. Additionally, no habitat
conservation or plan natural community conservation plan is applicable to the proposed Project site.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

a)

b)

c)
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XI. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of
value to the region and the residents of the state? EI

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?

Discussion

Would the project 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?

The proposed Project pipelines would be constructed within existing roadways and within the public right-of-way.,
The Cherry Willow Tank site and pump station are structures that are not significantly long and might, thereby,
divide a community. None of the project components would restrict access to resources due to the limited
footprints. Mineral resources conditions would remain unchanged from how they currently exist, and therefore, no
impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

a)

Would the project 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?

The proposed Project would be constructed within the public right-of-way in existing roadways, and mineral
resources conditions would remain unchanged from how they currently exist. Both the pipelines and the Cherry
Willow RW Tank site are not delineated as mineral resource recovery sites in any local plans. Therefore, the
proposed Project would not result in the loss of availability of locally important mineral resource recover sites
delineated on the Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan and no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

b)
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Potentially
Significant

Impact

Less Than
Significant

Impact
No
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XII. NOISE --Would the project result in:
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards

established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

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

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

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

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

E

E

IE

E

E

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

Discussion

Would the project result in exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

The Santa Clarita General Plan requires that construction noise is controlled adjacent to sensitive uses through
hours of operation, noise reduction requirements on equipment, and other appropriate measures. The City has
developed standards for construction noise and limits construction work which requires a building permit from the
City on sites within 300 feet of a residentially zoned property except between the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.
(Monday through Friday), and 8:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on Saturday. As shown in Table 4 below, the maximum
allowable level for noise received on a property during the day ranges from 65 dBA at residential uses to 80 dBA at
commercial/manufacturing uses.

a)

Table 4- City of Santa Clarita Noise Limits (dBA)

Commercial/
ManufacturingConstruction Time Residential

7:00 a.m . to 8:00 p.m. except Sundays and legal holidays
8:00 p.m . to 7:00 a.m. except Sundays and legal holidays

65 80
7055

Construction

It should be noted that the California Government Code exempts the development of water and wastewater
infrastructure projects initiated by water agencies from County and City building and zoning ordinances. However,
for analysis purposes construction noise levels will be compared to City of Santa Clarita Municipal Code.

Estimated noise levels associated with the trenching activities are presented in Table 5 below.

Table 5- Typical Maximum Noise Levels for Construction Equipment

Approximate Leg (Equivalent Sound Level
50 feet 100 feet 200 feet25 feetEquipment

79 dBA
78 dBA
74 dBA

73 dBA
72 dBA
68 dBA

Grader
Truck
Backhoe

91 dBA
90 dBA
86 dBA

85 dBA
84 dBA
80 dBA

Source: U.S. Department of Transportation, ConstructionNoise Handbook, ch. 9.0,August 2006.
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As previously discussed, the City does not have specific construction noise limits, only construction timeframes.
No uses of a commercial nature are located in close proximity to the Project.

Pipeline construction is proposed for the right-of-way on existing streets. The nearest residential use to the
proposed pipeline alignment is located approximately 100 feet to the south. Only a truck and backhoe would be
utilized in this location.

Due to the temporary nature of the construction activities, the proposed Project construction phase, including the
tank and access road, would not expose residents to noise levels exceeding the established standards for more than
several days at a time.

To minimize construction noise levels on adjacent sensitive receptors, policies within the Santa Clarita General
Plan require noise attenuating buffers near residential areas and orienting stationary sources to direct noise way
from sensitive uses. With mitigation consistent with the Santa Clarita General Plan, the proposed construction noise
levels would result in less than significant impacts during construction.

Mitigation Measure

Noise-1: SCWD and its contractors shall implement the following measures when Project-related
construction is planned to occur within the City limits and/or within 1,500 feet of sensitive receptors:

• Construction activities shall meet municipal code requirements related to noise. Construction
activities shall be limited to between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. Monday through Friday and 8:00
a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Saturday to avoid noise-sensitive hours of the day. Construction activities shall
be prohibited on Sundays and holidays.

• Construction equipment noise shall be minimized by muffling and shielding intakes and exhaust
on construction equipment (per the manufacturer’s specifications) and by shrouding or shielding
impact tools.

• Construction contractors shall locate fixed construction equipment (such as compressors and
generators) and construction staging areas as far as possible from nearby sensitive receptors
including residences, schools, and hospitals.

• If construction were to occur near a school, the construction contractor shall coordinate with the
most noise producing construction activities with school administration in order to limit
disturbance to the campus.

Significance Determination

Less than significant with mitigation incorporated

Operation

Sound associated with pipeline maintenance would result in short-term, random incidences that would not result in
an increase of ambient noise levels within the surrounding area. In addition, pipeline work would be limited to
daylight hours to avoid disturbing any sensitive receptors. Therefore, operation-related impacts would be less than
significant. The operation activities associated with the Cherry Willow RW Tank would be limited to routine
inspections and maintenance during daylight hours and would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact
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Would the project result in exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundbome vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

Construction activities could generate varying degrees of ground vibration, depending on the construction
procedures, construction equipment used, and proximity to vibration-sensitive uses. Operation of construction
equipment generates vibrations that spread through the ground and diminish in amplitude with distance from the
source. Ground vibrations from construction activities rarely reach levels that could damage structures, but can
achieve the perceptible ranges in buildings close to a construction site.

The closest receptor to the proposed pipeline is approximately 100 feet east of the pipeline. Both the proposed
Cherry Willow RW Tank and pump station are located further away from sensitive uses. It is assumed for the
purpose of analysis that a loaded truck would generate the highest vibration levels at the sensitive receptor. The
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) threshold for architectural damage to nonengineered timber and masonry
buildings is approximately 94 VdB (vibration decibels). Loaded trucks are capable of producing approximately 92
VdB at 15 feet. Vibration levels attenuate (decrease) 6 decibels every doubling of distance. Vibration levels would
be approximately 50 VdB at the commercial use to the east, below the FTA vibration threshold. Impacts would be
less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

b)

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing

without the project?

As stated above, the construction phase of the proposed Project would be considered temporary and would not
result in a substantial permanent increase in the ambient noise levels in the proposed Project’s vicinity. Operation
of the pipeline portions of the proposed Project would occur below ground. As discussed in Section 12.a above, the
proposed operation-related activities at the Cherry Willow RW Tank would fall below 65 dBA at the nearest
sensitive receptor property line and would be less than significant. Therefore, the proposed Project would not result
in the permanent increase in ambient noise levels.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant

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

As stated in Section 12.a above, the proposed Project would generate temporary elevated noise levels due to the
construction phase of the proposed Project. These levels were determined to be consistent with Santa Clarita Noise
Ordinances with implementation of Mitigation Measure Noise-1. Therefore, temporary or periodic noise impacts
would be less than significant with mitigation.

Mitigation Measures

With mitigation, impacts would be less than significant.

Significance Determination

Less than significant with mitigation incorporated
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For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within

two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose people residing or working in

the project area to excessive noise levels?

The closest airport to the Project Site is the Agua Dulce Airpark located approximately 12 miles to the northeast.
Therefore, the proposed Project would not be located within an airport land use plan or within 2 miles of a public
airport or public use airport. The project would not create new residents or have any permanent workers on-site.
The proposed Project would not expose people residing or working in the area to excessive noise levels. No impact
would occur.

e)

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people residing or working

in the project area to excessive noise levels?

The proposed Project is located 12 miles to the southwest of the Agua Dulce Airpark. Therefore, the proposed

Project would not expose people residing or working in the Project area to excessive noise levels. The project
would not create new residents or have any permanent workers on-site. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

f)
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XIII.POPULATION AND HOUSING.Would the project :
a) induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by

proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

EI

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

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

Discussion

a ) Induce substantial population growth in an area,either directly (for example,by proposing new homes
and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

The proposed Project would include the construction of a recycled water pipeline that would serve already
established residential/public developments that are currently using potable water for non-potable use.The
proposed Project would include the construction of a Cherry Willow RW Tank to store the recycled water for daily
use. As previously discussed in the Project Description, there is a push towards use of non-potable water to help
offset use of potable water. The 2015 UWMP identified the need for a cost-effective recycled water system. As a
result, the proposed Project has been appropriately placed and sized as a 12-inch-diameter water pipeline to provide
recycled water service to existing and future developments in the Santa Clarita Water Division service area. No
impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing housing,necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

Construction and operation of the proposed Project would occur within the roadway right-of-way and would utilize
three existing open areas for construction staging areas and for a Cherry Willow RW Tank site. A site has been
reserved in the Vista Canyon site for a pump station. Accordingly, the proposed Project would not displace existing
housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

b)
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Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

As mentioned above, construction and operation of the proposed Project would occur within the roadway right-of-
way and would utilize three existing open areas for construction staging areas. A site has been reserved in the Vista
Canyon site for a pump station. Accordingly, the proposed Project would not displace people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

c)
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XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES.

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order tomaintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the
public services:
Fire protection?

Police protection?

Schools?

Parks? IXI
Other public facilities? EI

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?
ii) Police protection?

iii) Schools?
iv) Parks?
v) Other public facilities?

The proposed Project would normally not require services from the Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department,
except in the cases of trespass, theft, and/or vandalism. Construction activity could increase traffic in the Project
area and conceivably could incrementally increase response times and incrementally increase vehicle accident
potential. During construction of the Project the Department would require ample access for emergency vehicles
including routine patrol vehicles. With adequate access, response times would not be extended and the ability of
officers to provide proactive policing and efficient crime suppression would not be diminished. In addition, as
necessary the Project would be required to include standard construction-traffic control procedures such as flagmen
and signage. These measures would further reduce any potential impacts to police services during construction
activities. Therefore, impacts related to police services during construction of the Project would be less than
significant.

If the Project site requires emergency or fire services, the Los Angeles County Fire Department would be able to
provide adequate response. Therefore, the proposed Project would not increase demand on the existing Los Angeles
County Fire Department services. Indirect impacts to public services would be reduced to less than significant if the
local government implements the policies of the Santa Clarita General Plan as it contains adequate measures to
reduce or avoid potential impacts to public services including Sheriffs Department, Fire Department, schools, and
libraries. Specific mechanisms for implementing these policies would be determined in the course of Project
specific environmental review, as required by CEQA. Implementation of the adopted policies would reduce indirect
Project impacts to less than significant.

0
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Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact
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XV. RECREATION.

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional
parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration
of the facility would occur or be accelerated?

[El

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

IEI

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?

The City of Santa Clarita provides local and regional parks within City boundaries. The implementation of the
proposed Project would not directly result in short-term growth in the Project area, and therefore would not directly
increase the use of recreational facilities. The project would not add any residents or permanent workers on-site. No
impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

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?

The implementation of the proposed Project would not directly result in growth in the Project area, and therefore
would not require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact
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XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing
measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system,
taking into account all modes of transportation includingmass transit and
non-motorized travel and relevant components of the circulation system,
including but not limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways,
pedestrian and bicycle paths, andmass transit?

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

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

IE!

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

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

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

EI

Discussion

a) Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of

effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into account all modes of

transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant components of the

circulation system, including but not limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian

and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

The proposed Project would not conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance of policy affecting performance of the
circulation system, including mass transit and non-motorized travel including intersections, highways and freeways,
pedestrian and bicycle paths and streets.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

Would the project conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not limited
to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards established by the county

congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?

The 2010 Congestion Management Program (CMP) in effect in Los Angeles County was adopted by the Los
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority on October 28, 2010. The nearest CMP- designated
roadway is the1-5 Freeway. The proposed Project would generate an incremental increase in additional construction-
related trips during off-peak hours and would not affect intersections along1-5. During project operation, there
would be no impacts to the1-5 Freeway. Therefore, there would be no impact.

b)
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Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.
Significance Determination

No impact

Would the project result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a

change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

The Project is located approximately 12 miles to the southwest of Agua Dulce Airpark. The proposed Project would
not result in a change in air traffic patterns since facilities would either be underground or less than 30 feet in height.
Airplane takeoffs and landing are at a sufficient distance from the locations not to pose as a safety risk. No impacts
wouldoccur.

c)

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g.,sharp curves or dangerous

intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

The construction activities of the proposed pipeline would require excavations and trenching within existing
roadways, which would require traffic to be re-routed around the construction site.

No changes are proposed as part of the proposed Project to the surrounding road system upon completion of
construction activities. Clear and uninterrupted access to the pipeline for emergency response vehicles would
continue to be provided. The proposed Project would be compatible with the surrounding zoning designations and
the existing uses. No impacts would occur during operation.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

d)

Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

The construction of the proposed Project could temporarily impact emergency access from construction activities
within the roadways and could impact normal traffic flow and create roadway conditions that may delay emergency
response times. However, the City of Santa Clarita employs a traffic control plan,and the implementation of
construction zone traffic control measures would reduce potential impacts to less than significant.

No changes are proposed as part of the proposed Project to the surrounding road system upon completion of
construction activities. Clear and uninterrupted access to the pipeline for emergency response vehicles would
continue to be provided. The proposed Project would be compatible with the surrounding zoning designations and
the existing uses. No impacts would occur during operation.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.
Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

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

As previously stated, the proposed Project would not result in the increase of people, thereby eliminating the need
for additional public transit services, nor would it result in straining the current system. Because the proposed
Project would not result in any changes to the roadway system, current bus routes would remain the same.

No changes to any of the roadway systems along the pipeline are proposed with respect to the proposed Project
upon completion of construction. The proposed Project would not involve the alteration of or conflict with any
policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit or other pedestrian facilities. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact
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17. Tribal Cultural Resources
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Less Than
Significant

Impact

Potentially
Significant

Impact

No
Impact

XVII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

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:

1) 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

2) 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 of Public Resources Code Section
5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision of Public
Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a California Native American Tribe,

El

Discussion

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource that

is 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)?

An Archaeological Inventory was performed by Greenwood and Associates. The effort included an archaeological
record search and field survey. The field survey was conducted on November 21, 2016 by John M. Foster, Register
of Professional Archaeologists (RPA), Greenwood and Associates. Transects were spaced at 10-meter intervals
based on the potential for archaeological resources, and visibility within the Project site was excellent. Rodent and
ground squirrel activity provided adequate supporting evidence of the absence of buried cultural resources in the
impact areas. Based on the Archaeological Inventory by Greenwood and Associates, no historical or archeological
resources were recorded or observed.

a)

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource

determined by the lead agency, in its 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 of Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider

the significance of the resource to a California Native American Tribe?

An Archaeological Inventory was performed by Greenwood and Associates. The effort included an archaeological
record search and field survey. The field survey was conducted on November 21, 2016 by John M. Foster, Register
of Professional Archaeologists (RPA), Greenwood and Associates. Based on the Archaeological Inventory by
Greenwood and Associates, the area had favorable environmental conditions to sustain or attract historical
populations.

The Project Site has been disturbed and excavated in the past, and construction would occur within previously
disturbed areas. As a result, the potential for any impact to Tribal Cultural Resources is considered low.

b)
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17. Tribal Cultural Resources

While the Archeological Inventory did not identify any historical or archeological resources recorded or observed,
the mitigation measure CUL-1 identified in Section 5.a) of this MND is included to ensure that the potential for
impact is less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Implementation of mitigation measure CUL-1 would reduce potentially significant impacts to less than
significant.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

Native American Consultation, Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52)

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area requested
consultation pursuant to California Public Resources Code §21080.3.1? If so, has consultation begun?

Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) establishes a formal consultation process for California Native American tribes to
identify potential significant impacts to tribal cultural resources, as defined in Public Resources Code Section
21074 as part of CEQA. In accordance with AB 52, the CLWA notified three tribes that are traditionally and
culturally affiliated within the CLWA service area.

June 7, 2017
Caitlin B. Gulley, Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation Officer
Femandeno Tataviam Band of Mission Indians
1019 Second Street, Suite 1
San Fernando, CA 91340

May 30, 2017
The Honorable Anthony Morales, Chief
Gabrieleno Tongva
San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians
P.O. Box 693
San Gabriel, CA 91778

June 7, 2017
Michael Mirelez, Cultural Resource Coordinator
Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians
P.O. Box 1160
Thermal, CA 92274

On July 7, 2107, the Femandeno Tataviam Band of Mission Indians (Tribe) requested consultation and a lead
contact person was designated, Kimia Fatehi, Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation Officer. CLWA and the
Tribe agreed to one measure to include notification to the Femandeno Tataviam Band of Mission Indians in the
event that archeological resources are found inadvertently. This mitigation measure is incorporated into the
mitigation measure CUL-1 in Section 5.a) of this MND. Conclusion of the Consultation was documented on
August 1, 2017. No responses from the other two Tribes that were notified were received as of August 21, 2017.
Documentation of the AB 52 notifications and consultation is included in Appendix III of this MND.
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18. Utilities and Service Systems

Potentially
Significant

Impact
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with Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

Impact
No

Impact

XVIII.UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water

Quality Control Board? EI
b) Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment

facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

123

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

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

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

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

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

IE1

Discussion

Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality

Control Board?

The proposed Project would construct a recycled water pipeline and the Cherry Willow RW Tank. The proposed
Project would result in the delivery of recycled water to customers in the City of Santa Clarita and would not result in
wastewater generation. The proposed Project would not generate industrial wastewater or new point sources of
wastewater such as mining, animal feed lots, or wastewater treatment facilities that would require an individual
permit beyond thecapabilities of the existing wastewater treatment facilities serving the City of Santa Clarita. The
Regional Water Quality Control Board will issue a permit project only if the project meets all of its requirements.
Accordingly, impacts would be less thansignificant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

a)

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

The proposed Project would not result in the expansion of wastewater treatment facilities other than those proposed
by the SCVSD in the 2015 Joint Facilities Plan. The proposed Project would construct a recycled water pipeline,
pump station and Cherry Willow RW Tank to transport and supply the Project area with recycled water for use as
irrigation.The 2015 UWMP identifies the future need for recycled water within the CLWA service area. Therefore,
proposed Project development would not require the construction or expansion of existing water treatment facilities
other than those proposed in the latest 2015 UWMP. No other additional facilities are required. No impacts would
occur.

b)
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Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of existing

facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects?

The proposed Project would not produce substantial amounts of additional runoff to the existing storm water
drainage facilities. There would not be a substantial increase in impervious surfaces from implementation of the
proposed Project as the roadway would be restored to existing conditions. The proposed Cherry Willow RW Tank
would be located on approximately 8,000-square-foot development pad, as discussed in Section 9, Hydrology and
Water Quality (beginning on page 38). The increase in impervious area would not impact the offsite storm drain
system as runoff would be collected and percolated naturally on-site. Project development would not require the
construction or expansion of storm water drainage facilities. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

c)

Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements

and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

The proposed Project would construct a pipeline to transmit non-potable water to offset potable water demands for
SCWD customers and construct a Cherry Willow RW Tank. The proposed Project would provide a source of long-
term non-potable water supply for the area, as projected in the 2015 UWMP to enhance water supply reliability and
decrease demand for potable water. The project itself would not require a water supply during operation.

Accordingly, there would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

d)

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?

The proposed Project would not generate any potential wastewater. No direct impact to wastewater treatment
capacity would occur. As a result, no impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

e)
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f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project's solid waste

disposal needs?

The proposed Project would generate small amounts of solid waste construction debris from the disposal of excess
soils or other debris. The nominal amount of construction debris generated by the proposed Project would not be
expected to exceed the permitted capacity of the Sunshine Canyon Landfill, the Antelope Valley Landfill, or the
Chiquita Canyon Landfill. Impacts would be less than significant.

Operation of the Project would not generate solid waste and would not require additional landfill capacity. No
impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

Less than significant impact

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

CLWA SCWD is not required to comply with local zoning and building permits and ordinances. However, to
reduce potential impacts to solid waste facilities that could result from the disposal of construction debris,
implementation of approved code requirements would ensure that potential impacts would be less than significant.
The proposed Project would not affect the City’s ability to continue to meet the required AB 939 waste diversion
requirements. The project would not conflict with federal, state, and local statues and regulations. No impacts
would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Significance Determination

No impact

61

674
193



Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
19. Mandatory Findings of Significance

Recycled Water Program-Phase 2B

Pipeline, Pump Station and Tank

19. Mandatory Findings of Significance

Less Than Significant
with Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

Impact

Potentially
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Impact
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XIX. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

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

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

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

El

El

IEI

Discussion:

a) The Project does not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal as the Project can be considered infill and is immediately adjacent to SR-14 which
would not provide for suitable habitat for endangered species. There are no indications that the site has the
potential to eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory. The Project
will use wastewater from the Vista Canyon development to produce recycled water, with provisions to
intercept wastewater from existing developments upstream as needed for initial startup and to sustain on-going
operations as required. Any potential reductions in flow in downstream Water Reclamation Plants would be
offset by future growth and be considered de minimus with less than significant impacts as discussed in the
Biological Resources Section.

b) No past, current, or probable future projects were identified in the Project vicinity that, when added to Project-
related impacts, would result in significant cumulative impacts on any other environmental resources. Based
on the analysis provided in this Initial Study, the proposed Project would not make a cumulatively
considerable incremental contribution to any significant cumulative adverse impact. To offset some of Vista
Canyon’s potable water demand, the Project includes a recycled water facility, herein referred to as the Vista
Canyon Water Factory, which will produce Title 22 tertiary disinfected recycled water for non-potable use
with an approximate capacity of about 371,000 gpd or 415 AFY (RWQCB-LA Order R4-2016-0220). The
Vista Canyon Water Factory will treat wastewater flows from the Vista Canyon development which are
estimated to be approximately 392000 gpd or 440 AFY at build-out (Dexter Wilson November 2015). The
project includes provisions to divert wastewater from an existing sewer interceptor that serves existing
development upstream of the Project site in order to provide for sustainable plant operation during the initial
development period for Vista Canyon, and as a supplement source of wastewater feed as needed. Any potential
reductions in flow in downstream Water Reclamation Plants would be offset by future growth in effluent and
be considered de minimus with less than significant impacts.

c. The proposed Project does not have the Environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings either directly or indirectly. The Initial Study outlined above did not conclude that the proposed
Project would impact short term environmental goals to the disadvantage for long-term environmental goals.
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Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21083.05, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 65088.4, Gov.
Code; Sections 21080(c), 21080.1, 21080.3, 21083, 21083.05, 21083.3, 21093, 21094, 21095, and 21151, Public
Resources Code; Sundstrom v. County of Mendocino,(\988 ) 202 Cal.App.3d 296; Leonoff v. Monterey Board of
Supervisors, (1990) 222 Cal.App.3d 1337; Eureka Citizens for Responsible Govt. v. City of Eureka (2007) 147
Cal.App.4th 357; Protect the Historic Amador Waterways v. Amador Water Agency (2004) 116 Cal.App.4that
1109; San Franciscans Upholding the Downtown Plan v. City and County of San Francisco (2002) 102
Cal.App.4th 656.
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CalEEMod Version:CalEEMod.2016.3.1 Page 1 of 16 Date: 4/5/2017 3:48 PM

Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County , Winter

Phase 2B Recycled Water

Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

I ILandUses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population

User Defined Industrial 21,500 00 User Defined Unit 1 00 0 00 0

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization Wind Speed ( mis ) Precipitation Freq (Days)Urban 2 2 33

Climate Zone Operational Year9 2021

tility Company Southern California Edison

C02 Intensity
(Ib/MWhr)

CH4 Intensity
(Ib/MWhr)

N20 Intensity
(Ib/MWhr)

702 44 0 029 0 006

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data

Project Characteristics -
Land Use - Project includes up to approximately 21,500 total linear feet of water line installation on a daily maximum of one acre
Construction Phase - estimated schedule
Off-road Equipment - estimated equipment
Off-road Equipment - equipment estimate
Trips and VMT - estimate of 13 daily worker trips, and 5 haul trucks per day for 108 trenching days
ConstructionOff-road Equipment Mitigation -
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CalEEMod Version:CalEEMod 2016 3 1 Page 2 of 16

Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

Date: 4/5/2017 3:48 PM

I ITGMO Nome Column Name Default Value NewValue

INCocsiDustMitigabon WaterUnpavodRoadVchi&eSpeed 40 0

IbIConstructionPhase NumDays 5 00 60 00

4 4
IbIConstructionPhase PhaseEndDate 4/30/2019 9/27/2019

4 4
IbIConstructionPhase PhaseEndDate 4/30/2019 9/27/20199

9

4 4-
IbIConstructionPhase PhaseStartDate 5/1/2019 7/8/2019

4
tblLandllse LotAcreage 0 00 1 00

4 4
tbIOffRoadEquipment HorsePower 05 00 132 00

4 4
tbIOffRoadEquipment LoadFactor 0 78 0 36

4 4
tbIOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Cmshing/Proc EquipmentPaving Equipment

4 4
tbIOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Excavators

4
tbIOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes

: 1

tbIProjectCharacteristics OperationalYear 2010 2021

4
tblTripsAndVMT HaulingTripNumber 0 00 1,080 00

4 4
tblTripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 15 00 5 00

2.0 Emissions Summary
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CalEEMod Version:CaiEEMod 2016 3 1 Page 3 of 16 Date: 4/5/2017 3:48 PM

Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South Coast County,Winter

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

UnmitigatedConstruction

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10
Total

Fugitive
PM2 5

Exhaust
PM25

PM25Tola1 Bio-C02 NBiO-C02 TolalC02 CH4 N20 C02e

Year ib/day Ib/day

2019 •* 2 6570 > 29 4960 « 18 1362 • 0 0395 ' 0 3202 1 3307 ' 16509 0 0865 1 2303 ' 1 3167 0 0000 - 3,957 961 > 3,957 961 • 0 9346 • 0 0000 • 3,981 325:• - I
2 2 6M » I I I

Maximum 2 6570 29.4980 18.1362 0.0395 0.3202 13307 16509 0.0B65 1.2303 1.3167 0.0000 3,957 961 3,957 961 0.9346 0.0000 3,981.325
2 2 6

MitigatedConstruction

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10
Total

Fugitive
PM2 5

Exhaust
PM25

PM2 5Total 8io-C02 NBio-C02 TolalC02 CH4 N20 C02e

Year ib/day ib/day

2019 - 2 6570 29 4980 1B 1362 • 0 0395 0 3202 1 3307 ' 1 6509 • 0 0865 ' 12303 • 13167 0 0000 3,957 961 - 3,957 961 ' 0 9346 • 0 0000 • 3,981 325•« » «
2 2 6i « *

Maximum 2.6570 29 4980 18.1362 0.0395 0 3202 1.3307 1.6509 0.0865 1.2303 1-3167 0.0000 3,957.961 3,957.961 0.9346 0 0000 3,981.325
2 2 6

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM2.5
Total

PM10
Total

Fugitive
PM2.5

Exhaust
PM2.5

Bi0-CO2 NBi0-CO2 TotalC02 CH4 N20 C02e

Percent
Reduction

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 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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CalEEMod Version:CalEEMod 2016 3 1 Page 4 of 16 Date: 4/6/2017 3:48 PM

Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County,Winter

2.2 Overall Operational

Unmitigated Operational

ROG Fugitive
PM10

NOx CO SOZ Exhaust
PM10

PM10
Total

Fugitive
PM2 S

Exhaust
PM2 5

PM2 5
Total

Bio- C02 NBi0- CO2 Total C02 CH4 N20 C02e

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Aieo - 0 2056 • 0 0202 • 2 2037 ' 1 6000e- 7 00OOe- ' 7 8800e- 7 6800e- 7 8B00e- 4 7053 4 7053 - 0 0125 5 0177
004 003 003 003 003

Energy 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 ' 00000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 ' 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 00000

Mobile - 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 > 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000

Total 0 2058 0.0202 2.2037 I.OOOOe- 7.8B00e-0.0000 7.8800e- 0.0000 7.8B00e- 7.8800e- 4.7053 4.7053 0.0125 0.0000 5.0177
004 003 003 003 003

Mitigated Operational

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10 Fugitive
PM2.5

Exhaust
PM2 5

PM2.5 Tota' NBiO- C02Bio-C02 Total C02 CH4 N20 C02e
Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

- 0 2058 • 0 0202 • 2 2037 • 1M0k>Area 7 8800e- 7 8S00e- 7 6800e- ' 7 8Q00e- 4 7053 4 7053 • 0 0125 5 0177
004 003 003 003 003•I

Energy •• 0 0000 ' 0 0000 ' 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 < 0 0000 • 00000
••
••

Mobile «• 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 > 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000
41

Total 0.2058 0.0202 2.2037 1.6000e- 0.0000 7.8800e- 7.8800e- 0 0000 7.8800e- 7 8800e- 4 7053 4.7053 0.0125 0.0000 5.0177
004 003 003 003 003
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Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

CalEEMod Version:CalEEMod 2016 3 1

N20 C02eFugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10
Total

Fugitive
PM2.5

Exhaust
PM2.5

PM2.5
Total

Bio-C02 NBio-COZ TotalCD2 CH4NOx CO S02ROG

0.000.00 0.000.00 0.00 0.000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00Percent
Reduction

0 00

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase

PhaseDescriptionNumDays Num Days
Week

Phase Type StartDate EndDatePhase NamePhase
Number

•5/1/2019 108;;Trenching 19/27/2019lGrading

•Pavfng

1

—*-3
80;;7/8/2019 ;9/27/20i9 5 *lPaving2

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

;res of Grading (Grading Phase): 0

Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0; Striped Parking Area: 0 (Architectural
Coating- sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

I lOffroad Equipment TypePfrawj Nnma Usaqo Hrmru Horse Power Load FactorAmount

Architectural Coaling Excavators
P

p _ _

Cement and MortarMixers

;Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes

;Paving Equipment

;Rollers

jTractors/Loaders/Backhoes
m"A m m

;Graders
...

Pavers
p

;Crushing/Proc Equipment
m m m *•m

•Rubber Tired Dozers

6 00 - 0382 158;
l—Paving 1 6 00' 9; 056

H
ArchitecturalCoating 0 376 00 971

I
Paving 0 381 0 00 132

4i
Paving

Paving

Grading

Paving

Paving

Grading

Grading

O ?01 7 00' 00
I»

h
0 371 8 00 * 97;

I

: h
187;1 6 00' 0 41

: h t
130; 0 421 6 00'

: 4I I
1 C 364 00 ' 132;

: h
0401 6 00 247

4-;Tractor3/loacor?rBacV.noes 0371* 7 00 97 *
t

Trips and VMT

Worker Trip
Number

Hauling
Vehicle Class

Phase Name Offroad Equipment
Count

Vendor Trip
Number

Hauling Trip
Number

Worker Trip
Length

Vendor Trip
Length

Vendor
Vehicle Class

Hauling Trip
Length

Worker Vehicle
Class

•HDT.Mix JHHDTGrading 0 00 J 1,000 00;3 * 0 00 ' 20 00 'LD Mix14 70 6 90 «

090;

I

ii 4 4 4-Paving 6; 5 00; 0 00; 14 700 00; 20 00;LD Mix ;HDT_Mix •HHDT

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction

Water Exposed Area

Clean Paved Roads

686
205



Date: 4/5/2017 3:48 PMPage 7 of 16

Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South Coast County,Winter

CalEEMod Version:CalEEMod 2016 3 1

3.2 Grading - 2019

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

Total C02 C02eNBio-COZ CH4 NZOFugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10 Fugitive
PM2.S

Exhaust
PM2.5

PM25
Total

Bio- COZROG CO S02NOx
Total

ib/dayIb/dayCategory

• 1.396 390 ' 1,396 390 ' 0 4418 •
I

_
1

_
J I

• 1,407 435• 0 7365 • 0 7365 • • 0 6775 - 0 6775Off-Road •• 14197 16 0357 - 6 6065 * 0 0141 • «• • 99 9
ii•4

I
1,407 4350.44180.7365 0.6775 0.6775 1,396.390 1,396 3900.0141 0.73651.4197 16.0357 6.6065Total

99 9

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

N2QExhaust
PM2.5

PM2.5Totai Bio-CQ2 NBio-C02 TotalC02 CH4 cozeS02 PM10 Fugitive
PM25

CO Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

ROG NOx
Total

Ib/dayib/dayCategory

851 39493 1037 • 0 6972 • 7 8500e- 01748 • 0 0115 • 0 1863 • 00470 • 0 0110 • 0 0559 849 8497 • 849 8497 0 0618Hauling •• 0 0963
•» 003•••»

0 0000 • 0 0000 » 0 0000 0 00000 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000Vendor •• 0 0000 ’ 0 0000•I
••
•I

91 449191 3705 91 3705 ' 3 1400e-.. 0 0443 • 0 0325 ' 0 3540 • 92000e- 1 0 0894 ' 7 7000e- ' 0 0902 • 0 0237 • 7 1000e- • 0 0244Worker
•* 003004004 004

941.2202 0.0650 942.84390.0117 0.0633 941 22020 0122 0.2765 0 07160.2643Total 0.1406 3.1362 1.0511 B.7700e-
003
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Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

Date: 4/5/2017 3:48 PM

3.2 Grading - 2019

Mitigated Construction On-Sito

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10
Total

Fugitive
PM2 5

Exhaust
PM2.5

TotalC02 CH4 N20 C02ePNI2 5 Tota Bio-C02 NBio-C02

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Off-Road •• 14197 16 0357 • 6 6065 0 0141 • • 0 7365 ' 0 7365 • • 0 6775 • 0 6775 0 0000 1,396 390 1,396 390 0 4410 •
n I I

1,407 435
i t

9 9 9t « * i c I

Total 1.4197 16 0357 6.6065 0.0141 0.7365 0.6775 0.67750 7365 1,396 390 0.4418 1,407.4350.D0D0 1,396.390
9 99

Mitigated Construction Off»Site

S02 Fugitiva
PM10

Exhaust
PM2.5

ROG NOx CO Exhaust
PM10

PM10 Fugitive
PM2.5

PM2 6 Total Bio-C02 NBio-C02 TotalC02 CH4 N20 C02e
Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Hauling •* 0 0963 > 3 1037 0 6972 7 8500e- 0 1748 • 00?15 • 01803 • 0 0479 • 0 0110 • 0 0509 849 8497 ' 849 8497 ' 00618 051 3949
003•4 4

•4

" 0 0000 > 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 * 0 0000 ' 0 0000 ooooo r- o'ooooVendor ooooo ooooo • ooooo ooooo
M I

.. 0 0443 ' 0 0325 > 0 3540 9 2000e- 0 0894 ' 7 7000e- ' 0 0902 • 0 0237 ' 71000e- 0 0244Worker 91 3705 91 3705 ' 31400e- 91 4491
004 004 004 003

«»

Total 10511 8.7700e- 0.2643 0.01220.1406 3.1362 0 2765 0.0716 0 0117 0.0833 941.2202 941.2202 0.0650 942 8439
003
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Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South Coast County,Winter

3.3 Paving - 2019

UnmitigatedConstructionOn-Site

ROG Fugitive Exhaust
PM10 PM10

PM10 Fugitive
PM2 5

Exhaust
PM2.5

PM2 5 Total Bio-C02 NBto-C02 Total C02 CH4 N20 C02eNOx CO S02
Total

Rx*1»yCetogoryr Wdsrf

0«Pood •• IJ0C90 " 10 3057 " 102573 " 0.0161 05616 • 0 5610 0 5-106 • 0 5408 1,56320 • 1.963243 * 0.42» 1.573 800
»• • 7 7 2i••
iM

Paving 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000
I

•t

Total 10690 10 3057 10 2573 00161 0.5816 0 5816 0.5406 0.5406 1,563.243 1,563.243 0.4259 1,573.890
7 7 2

UnmitigatedConstructionOff-Site

PM2 5 Total BI0- CO2CO Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

Fugitive
PM2.5

Exhaust
PM2 5

NBio- C02 TotalC02 CH4 N20 C02eROG NOx S02 PM10
Total

Ih/dayCategory Ib/day

Hauling 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 0000- 0 0000
•4
•«•« —’—1

0 0000 * 0 0000 • 0 0000 * 0 0000 > 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000Vendor - 0 oooo 0 0000 • 0 0000

•<

- 0 0277 0 0203 ' 0 2212 • 5 7000e- • 0 0559 ' 4 8000e- ' 0 0564 ' 0 0140 ' 44000e- ' 0 0153 57 1065 57 1065 1 9600e- 571557Worker
M

004004 004 003»«

0.0559 48000e- 0.0564 4.4000e- 0.0153 57.1065 57.1065 1.9600e- 57.15570.0148Total 0.0277 0.0203 0 2212 5 7000e-
004 003004 004
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Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South CoastCounty,Winter

Date: 4/5/2017 3:48 PM

3.3 Paving - 2019

Mitigated ConstructionOn-Site

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

Fugitive
PM25

PM10 Exhaust
PM25

P?,?2.S Tctai Bio-C02 NBio-CQ2 TotalC02 CH4 N20 C02e
Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Off-Road « 1 0690 ' 10105? • 102571 • 00161 0 5816 • 0 5816 0 5406 • 0 5406 0 0000 • 1.563 243 > 1.563 243 • 0 4259 1,573 890
• '

7 7 2— t

0 0000
A

Paving - 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000

•«

Total 1.0690 10.3057 10.2573 0.0161 0.5816 0 5816 0.5406 0 5406 0.0000 1,563.243 1,563.243 0.4259 1,573.890
7 7 2

Mitigated Construction Off -Site

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM1G

Exhaust
PM10

PM10 Fugitive
PM25

PM25 TotalExhaust
PM25

Bio- C02 NBio-CD2 TotalC02 CH4 N20 C029
Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

•• 0 0000 ' 0 0000 ' 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • CO000 • OOOCO • 0 0000 • 0 0000Hauling 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000••••••
Vendor • • 0 0000 0 0000 ' 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 I 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000• •

•I••
Worker •• 0 0277 0 0203 • 02212 5 7000e- 0 0559 ' 4 0OOOe- ' 0 0564 • 0 0148 4 4000e- ' 0 0153 571065 ' 571065 1 9600e- 57 1557•• 004 004 004 003•»

Total 0.0277 00203 0.2212 5.7000e- 0.0559 4 8000e- 0.0564 0.0148 4.4000e- 0.0153 57.1065 57.1065 1.9600e- 57.1557
004 004 004 003

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile
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Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South Coast County,Winter

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod 2016 3 1

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile

NBio-C02 TotalC02 CH4 N20 C02eFugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10 Fugitive
Total PM25

Exhaust
PM25

PM25Total 8io-C02ROG NOx CO SC>2

ih/dayIb/dayCategory

0 00000.0000 ' 00000 • 0 0000Mitigated •> 0 0000 • 0 0000 > 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 > 0 0000 ' 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000
: i

•« i

0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 00000 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 •Unmitigated 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000

4.2 Trip Summary Information

MitigatedAverage Daily TripRate Unmitigated

AnnualVMT Annual VMTWeekday Saturday SundayLandUse

0 00 0 00 0 00User Defined Industrial

t I t0 00 0 00 0 00Total

4.3 Trip Type Information

TripPurpose%Miles Trip%

H-WorC-Wj H-SorC-C H-OorC-NWH-SorC-C H-OorC-NW Primary Diverted Pass-byH-WorC-WLandUse

0 00 0 00 0 0 00 40 6 90 0 00User Defined Industrial 16 60 §

t Ja a

4.4 Fleet Mix

HHD OBUS [ UBUS , MCY SBUS | MHl I I Il l lLDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHDLandUse

; 0547192; 0045177; 0202743; 0 121510; 0016147; 0006143; 0019743; 0029945; 0002479; 0002270; 0 005078; 0 000682; 0000091UserDefined Industrial
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Date: 4/5/2017 3:48 PM

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy

NO* CO PM10ROG SO? FufliDvr
PM10

Elfinutl
PM10

E*huu*t PM?5 Toiu'
PM? 5

BovCO? N&o- CO? TaialCQ? CO?oRiy.U* oPM2 S
CH4 WO

Total

Cutogwy fcMay

NatuiaKta - 00000 • 00000 • OOOOO • 00000
Mlligntnd

0 0000 • 0 0000 00000 • OOOOO • OOOOO • OOOOO • 0 000000000 ' 0.0000

•
Nalt»»lGm •• OOOOO • OOOOO 0 0 0 0 0 . OOOOO
Unmiiijntod "

4-i— # -. - *T-OOOOO • OOOOO OOOOO • 0 0000 • 00000 • OOOOO • OOOOO0 0000 • OOOOO •
*
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Unmitigated

C02eNBiO-C02 TotalC02 CH4 N20Exhaust PM10
PM10 Total

Fugitive
PM2.5

Exhaust
PM2S

PM2.5Total BIO-C02CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

NaturaK3a
sUse

ROG NOx

Ib/daylb/dayLandUse kBTU/yr

0 0000 • 0 0000 > 0 0000 • 0 0000 1 0 0000• 0 0000 • 0.0000 •0 • • 0 0000 ' 0 0000 « 0 0000 - 0 0000 • ' 0 0000 ' 0 0000UserDefined
Industrial

* i.
» »«. i i
<

0.0000 0 00000.0000 0 0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.00000.0000 0.00000.0000 0 0000 0.0000Total 0.0000

Mitigated

C02eExhaust PM2.5Total
PM25

Bio-C02 NBio-C02 TotalC02 CH4 N2QPM10 Fugitive
PM2S

S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

NaturalGa
sUse

ROG NOX CO
Total

Ib/daylb/daykBTU/yrLandUse

• 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 00000. 00000 * 000000 0000 • 000000 *• 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000UserDefined
Industrial

l. Ift
ftft

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.00000.0000 0.0000O.O00O 0.0000 0.0000Total 0 0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

6.0 Area Detail

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area
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Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County , Winter

Date: 4/5/2017 3:48 PM

ROG NOx SQ2 Fugitive
PM10

CO PM10 Exhaust
PM2 5

Bio- C02Exhaust
PM10

Fugitive
PM2 5

PM2 5 Total CH4 N20 C02eNBio- C02 Total C02
Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Miligated - 02058 • 0.0202 • 2 2037 > 1 COOOe- 7 BBOOe- < 7 WOOe- 7.0600c ' 7 8800e- 6 01774 7053 ' 4 7053 0 0125— 004 001 003 003 003I

I

Unmiligated - 0 2058 • 0 0202 > 2 2037 1 6000e- 7 8800e- 7 8600e- 7 8600e- 7 8800e- • 4 7053 4 7053 0 0125 5 0177
004 003 003 003 003

6.2 Area by SubCategory

Unmitigated

ROG NOx H&0 - Z07CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10 Fugitive
PM2.5

Einmmt
PM2 5

PM 5 Bio- C02 CH4TotalC02 N20 C02e
Total

SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day

Airhitpciiirrri •• 0 0000
Coating

00000 » 00000 0 0000 0.00000 00D0 0 0000• •
••

Consumer
Products

•• 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000
•«
•I

Landscaping 0 2058 0 0202 • 2 2037 1 6000e- 7 8800e- > 7 8800e- 7 8B00e- • 7 6B00e- 4 7053 4 7053 ' 0 0125 5 0177
004 003 003 003 003

0.2056Total 0 0202 7.BB00e- 7.8600e-2.2037 1-GOOOe- 7.B80Qe- 7.8800e- 0.0125 5.01774.7053 4.7053
004 003 003003 003
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Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South Coast County,Winter

6.2 Area by SubCategory

Mitigated

C02eROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10 Fugitive
PM2 5

Exhaust
PM2 5

PM2 5 Tola' Bio- C02 NBio- C02 Total C02 CH4 N20
Total

Ib/daySubCategoiy ib/day

0 0000Architectural 0 0000
Coating

0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000

0 0000Consumer •• 0 0000
Products

0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000

•«

7 8800e- ' 7 8800e- 4 7053 ' 4 7053 • 0 0125 5 0177Landscaping * 02058 0 0202 » 2 2037 ' 160D0e- 7 8800e- ' 7 8800e-
003004 003 003 003••

Total 4.7053 4.7053 0.0125 5 01770.2058 0.0202 2.2037 I.GOQQe- 78800e- 70BOOe- 7.8800e- 7.8800e-
004 003 003 003 003

7.0 Water Detail

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

8.0 Waste Detail

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

9.0 Operational Offroad

[ INumbor Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power loadFactor Fool TypoEquipmentType

10.0 Stationary Equipment

FirePumps andEmergency Generators
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FUttJ Typ©Equipment Type Number Hours/Day HoursTYerv Morse Power Loii'J Factor

Boilers

l Heat Input/DayEquipment Type Number Heal Input/Veer Barter Patino Fuet Type

Equipment Typo Number

11.0 Vegetation
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Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

CalEEMod Version:CalEEMod 2016 3.1

Phase 2B Recycled Water

Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

I I II PopulationMetric Lot Acreage Floor Surface AreaLandUses Size

1 00 0 00 0User Defined UnitUser Defined Industrial 21,500 00

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Wind Speed (m/s) Precipitation Freq (Days) 33Urbanization Urban 2 2

Operational Year 2021Climate Zone 9

tility Company SouthernCalifornia Edison

CH4 Intensity
(Ib/MWhr)

N20 Intensity
(Ib/MWhr)

C02 Intensity
(Ib/MWhr)

0 029 0 006702 44

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data

Project Characteristics -
Land Use - Project includes up to approximately 21 ,500 total linear feet of water line installation on a daily maximum of one acre
Construction Phase - estimated schedule
Off-road Equipment - estimated equipment
Off-road Equipment - equipment estimate
Trips and VMT - estimate of 13 daily worker trips, and 5 haul trucks per day for 108 trenching days
ConstructionOff-road Equipment Mitigation -
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Date: 4/5/2017 3:49 PM

I ITab(o Name ColumnName Default Value New Vahjo

IbJConstOusiMItlQaltan WaterUnpavedRoadVehicleSpeed 40 0

tbtConstmctionPhase NumDays 5 00 60 00

4
tbIConstructionPhase PhaseEndDate 4/30/2019 9/27/2019

4
tbIConstructionPhase PhaseEndDate 4/30/2019 9/27/2019

4—tbIConstructionPhase PhaseStartDate 5/1/2019 7/0/2019

tbILandUse LotAcreage 0 00 1 00

4—tblOffRoadEquipment HorsePower 05 00 132 00

4—tblOffRoadEquipment LoadFactor 0 70 0 36

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmenlType Paving Equipment Crushing/Proc Equipment
4*—tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Excavators
4-tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
4

tblProjectCharacteristics OperationalYear 2010 2021
4

tbITripsAndVMT HaulingTripNumber 0 00 1,000 00
4

tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 15 00 5 00

2.0 Emissions Summary
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Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10 Fugitive
PM2.5

Exhaust
PM25

PM25 Total Bio- C02 NBio-C02 TotalC02 CH4 N20 C02e
Total

Year Ib/day Ib/day

2019 •• 2 6476 ' 29 4520 ' 181436 ' 0 0397 • 0 3202 1 3305 • 16507 • 0 0865 • 1 2301 • 1 3165 0 0000 3,981 830 > 3,981 830 • 0 9326 * 0 0000 4,005 145
« i•• 1 1 6M « I

Maximum 2.6476 0.0397 0.3202 4,00514529 4520 18.1436 13305 16507 0.0865 12301 13165 0 0000 3,961.830 3,981B30 09326 00000
1 1 6

Mitigated Construction

ROG sozCO Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM1G
Total

Fugitive
PM25

Exhaust
PM25

PM2.5 Total BiO-C02 NBIO-COZ TotalC02 CQ2eNOX CH4 N20

Year Ib/day Ib/day

2019 2 6476 • 29 4520 ' 181436 0 0397 • 0 3202 1 3305 16507 > 0 0865 • 12301 13165 0 0000 3,981 830 ' 3,981 830 • 0 9326 • 0 0000 ; 4,005 145
1 1 6i i

Maximum 2 6476 29 4520 18.1436 0.0397 0.3202 13305 1.6507 0.0865 1.2301 1,3165 0.0000 3,981.830 3,981.830 0.9326 0.0000 4,005.145
1 1 6

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10
Total

Fugitive
PM2.5

Exhaust
PM2.5

PM2.5
Total

Bio- C02 NBlo-C02 Total C02 CH4 N20 C02e

Percent
Reduction

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 00 0.00 0.00 000 0.00 0 00
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Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

2.2 Overall Operational

Unmitigated Operational

PJ.12.L Iota NBO - C02ROG NOX CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10
Total

Fugitive
PM2.5

Exhaust
PM2 5

Bio- C02 Total C02 CH4 N20 C02e

Ib/dayCategory Ib/day

ATM •• 0 2058 • 0 0202 • 2 2037 1 6000e- 7 8800e- 7 8B00e- 7 8800e- 7 8800e- 4 7053 • 4 7053 • 0 0125 5 0177
•• 004 003 003 003 003••

Energy '• 0 0000 > 0 0000 • 0 0000 > 0 0000 0 0000 - 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000

••
Mobile •• 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 > 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000

•••I
••

Total 0 2058 0.0202 2 2037 1 6000e- 0 0000 7 8800e- 7.8B0De- 0 0000 7.8800e- 7.8SD0e- 4.7053 4 7053 0.0125 0.0000 5.0177
004 003 003 003 003

MitigatedOperational

MBk> COZROG Fugitive
PM2.5

PM2.5 lets) Totai C02PM10
Total

Exhaust
PM2.5

NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

Bio- coz CH4 NZO C02e

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Area •• 0 2058 • 0 0202 • 22037 • 1 6000e- 7 8800e- > 7 8600e- 7 8800e- ' 7 8800e- 4 7053 • 4 7053 • 0 0125 5 0177
• • 004 003 003 003 003
••

rToooo ' 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 0000Energy 0 0000 < 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000

«••
Mobile •• 0 0000 > 0 0000 > 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 > 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 ' 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000

0.0202 2 2037 7.8800e-Total 0 2058 1.6000e- 0.0000 7.6B00e- 0 0000 7.8800e- 7.8800e- 4.7053 4.7053 0 0125 0.0000 5 0177
004 003 003 003 003
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Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod 2016,3.1

Fugitive
PM2.5

PM2.S
Total

BIO-C02 NBio-C02 Iota!CG2 CH4 N20 C02eCO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10
Total

Exhaust
PM2.SROG NOX

0.000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00Percent
Reduction

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase

Start Date End Date Num Days NumDays
Week

Phase DescriptionPhase TypePhase
Number

Phase Name

•5/1 /2019 9/27/2019 s; toe;^
Trenching1 Grading

l J: 4-
5;3 ^

Paving 60;;7/8/2019 9/27/2019Paving
JL

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

cres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0

Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0; Striped Parking Area: 0 (Architectural
Coating- sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Date: 4/5/2017 3:49 PM

I I IPhase Name Offroad Equipment Typit Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor

Afchlleciw.-al Coating ^Excavators

;Cement and MortarMixers

;Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes

;Paving Equipment

2 6 00 » 158; 038
rn^ jI

Paving

Architectural Coating

0561 6 00 ' 9

I
6 00;

0 00 *

0 371 97'
h P

Paving 0 361 132;
: h y

Paving 80; 038^Rollers 1 7 00

I; t-
Poving TractorsA.oaders/Bacfchoes 8 00' 97;1 037

*: h \
Grading •Graders 1 6 00 « 187; 041

: I— l
Puvtng

Paving

Grading

GradmQ

•Pavers 0 4?1 6 00 ' 130;»
: h h
;Crushing/Proc Equipment

;Rubber Tired Dozers

0361 4 00 132

I
6 00 0 401 247;

I4
;Tradoiii/toaiJefa/DHcKhoes 97; 0 377 00;1«

Trips amf.VMI

Phase Name Offroad Equipment
Count

Worker Trip
Number

Vendor Trip
Number

Hauling Trip
Number

Vendor
Vehicle Class

Worker Trip
Length

Vendor Trip
Length

Hauling Trip
Length

Worker Vehicle
Class

Hauling
Vehicle Class

•HDT Mix IHHDTGrading 8 00; 14 70000 1,080 00; 6 90 20 00 •LD Mix»

I•r - I 44 » *Paving 5 00;6; 0 00; 000; 14 70 ' 6 90 2Q 00;LD_Mix ;HDT_Mix ;HHDT

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction

Water Exposed Area

Clean Paved Roads
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Phase 2BRecycledWater - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

CalEEMod Version:CalEEMod 2016 3 1

3.2Grading > 2019

Unmitigated ConstrucUPO-
Qii^ile

C02eExhaust
PM2.5

PM2 5 Bio- C02 NBiO-C02 TotalC02 CH4 N20Fugitive
PM1Q

Exhaust PM10
PM10 Total

Fugitive
PM2.5

CO S02RCX3 NOX

Total

ib/dayIb/dayCategory

• 1,4074351,396 390 1,396 390 • 0 4418 •067750 7365 • • 0 6775•• 14197 • 160357 • 66065 • 00141 • • 0 7365Off-Road :4 I•• 99 9 ii i
»•»

1,407.4350.6775 1,396 390 1,396 390 0.44180.7365 0.67750.0141 0.7365Total 1.4197 16.0357 6 6065
99 9

UnmitigatedConstruction Off-Site

NBio-C02 TotalC02 CH4 N20 C02ePM10 Fugitive
PM2.5

Exhaust
PM2 5

PM2 5 Tolaf Bio-C02Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

ROG NOx CO S02
Total

ih/dayIb/dayCategory

064.5118 • 684.5116 • 0 0595 866 00020 0479 ' 0 0108 0 0587- 0 0940 • 3 0628 • 0 6530 7 9900e- • 01748 • 0 0112 0 1861HauDftg
003

0 00000 0000 • 00000 < 0 00000 0000 • 0 0000 > 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000•• 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000Vendor
• •
4*

97119697 0362 ' 97 0362 ' 3 3300e-.. 0 0400 1 0 0294 ' 0 3057 9 7000e- ' 0 0094 ' 7 7000e- • 0 0902 • 0 0237 71000e- 0 0244Worker
• • 003004004004

963.1198961.5480 961.5460 0.06290.0115 0.08310.07161.0366 8.9600e- 0 2643 0.0120 0.27630.1339 3.0922Total
003

703
222



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod 2016 3 1 Page 8 of 16

Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Date: 4/5/2017 3:49 PM

3.2 Grading - 2019

Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

Fugitive
PM2 5

NQX CO S02 PM10 Exhaust
PM2.5

PM2 5 Tota - Bio- C02 Total C02 CH4 C02eNBio- C02 N20
Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Off-Road •« 14197 ' 16 0357 • 6 6065 > 0 0141 • • 0 7365 0 7365 • • 0 6775 • 0 6775 0 0000 1,396 390 > 1,396 390 • 0 4418 1,407 435•• i

99 9«

Total 16.03571 4197 0.7365 0 73656.6Q65 0.0141 0.6775 0.6775 1,396.390 0.4418 1,407.4350.0000 1,396.390
9 9 9

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10 Fugitive
PM2 5

Exhaust
PM2.5

PM2 5 Total Bio- C02CO S02 NBio- C02 Total C02 CH4 N20 C02e
Total

Category Ih/day Ih/day

HuuArtg 3 0628 • 06530 7 9900e- 0 1748 0 0112 > 0.1691 • 00479 . G 010B • 0 0507~ 0 0940 664.5118 • 864 ,5118 • 0 0505• «
666 0002

003

Vendor - 0 0000 « 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 * 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 00000 0000 0 0000 0 0000

Worker 0 0294 • 0 3857 9 7000e- ' 0 0894 ' 7 7000e- 0 0902 ' 0 0237 > 7 1000e- « 0 0244• • 0 0400 97 0362 97 0362 ' 333O0e- 97 1196
004 004 004 003tt I

Total 0.1339 3 0922 1.0388 0.27630 9600e- 0.2643 0 0120 0.0716 0.0115 0.0831 961.5480 961.5480 0.0629 9631198
003

»
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Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.3 Paving - 2019

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10 Fugitive
PM2.5

Exhaust
PM25

PM2 5Total Bio-C02 NBio-C02 TotalC02 CH4 N20 C02e
Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Off-Road - 1 0690 • 10 3057 • 102573 • 00161 0 5016 • 0 5816 0 5400 . 0.5406 t 563 243 • 1,563 243 • 0 4259 1,573 890
•• 7 7 2iM

2-
Paving •• 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 ooooo 00000 ooooo

• • I

«
»4

Total 1.069Q 10.3057 10.2573 0.0161 0.5B16 0.5B16 0 5406 0 5406 1,563.243 1,563.243 0.4259 1,573.890
7 7 2

PM25 Tola' Bio-C02ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10 Fugitive
PM25

NB.o- CO?Exhaust
PM25

Total C02 CH4 N20 CQ2e
Total

Category Ih/day lh/day

Hauling " 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 ' 0 0000 ooooo • ooooo • ooooo • ooooo • ooooo » ooooo 0 0000 > 0 0000 • 0 0000 ooooo
I•<

Vendor 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 > 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 ooooo 0 0000 0 0000 ' 0 0000 ooooo

«

Worker •• 0 0250 • 0 0184 ' 0 2411 61000e- 00559 4 BOOOe- ' 0 0564 0 0148 ' 4 4000e- ' 0 0153 606476 < 606476 • 2 0800e- 60 6997
•• 004 004 004 003
••

Total 0.0250 0.0184 0.2411 6.1000e- 0.0559 4.8000e- 0.0564 0 0148 4 4000e- 0 0153 60.6476 60.6476 2.0800e- 60.6997
004 004 004 003
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Phase 2BRecycledWater - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.3 Paving - 2019

Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM2.5

PM25 Iota* Bio-C02 CmExhaust
PM10

PM10 Fugitive
PM25

NBio-C02 TotalC02 N20 C02e
Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

•• 1 G6KJ 10 3057 • 10.2373 • 0 0161ONRood 0 5816 • 0 5816 0 5406 0 5406 0 0000 1,563 243 • 1,563 243 • 0 4259 1,573 890
•• 7 7 2•••i

T

Paving .. 0 0000 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000

Total 10690 10 3057 10 2573 0 0161 0 5816 0.5816 0 5406 0.5406 0.0000 1,563.243 1,563 243 0.4259 1,573.890
7 7 2

Mitigated Construction Off-Sitfi

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10 Fugitive
PM25

Exhaust
PM2.5

PM2.STotal Bio-C02 NBio-C02 TotalC02 CH4 N20 C02e
Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

•• 0.0000 00000 • 0 0000 • 00000 • 0 0000 • 00000 • 0 0000 • oooco . 00000 • 0 0000 . 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0.0000Hauling 0 0000
tl

•• I
Vendor 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000

Worker •• 0 0250 • 0 0184 02411 • 61000e- • 0 0559 • 4 8000e- < 0 0564 • 0 0146 > 4 4000e- > 0 0153 • 60 6476 ' 60 6476 2 0800e- 60 6997
•I 004 004 004 003••

Total 0 0250 0.01B4 0 2411 61000e- 0.0559 4 BODDe- 0.0564 0.0148 4 4000e- 0 0153 60.6476 60.6476 2.0800e- 60.6997
004 004 004 003

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile
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Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

CalEEMod Version:CalEEMod 2016 3 1

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile

K8k>- CO?PM25Tota' Bio-C02 TotalC02 CH4 N20 C02©Exhaust
PM10

PM10 Fugitive
PM2.5

Exhaust
PM2.5

NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

ROG
Total

ib/dayIb/dayCategory

0 00()0 • 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 00000 0000 • 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0.0000 * ooooc • 00000 • 0 0000Mitigated
»

0 00000 0000 0 0000 0 00000 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 < 0 0000 • 0 0000 > 0 0000 > 0 0000 0 0000 •UrvtWig^ed 0 0000 • 0 0000

4.2 Trip Summary Information

MitigatedA ',eip -tic Daily Trip Rale Unmitigated

Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMTWeekday SaturdayLandUse

0 000 00 0 00UserDefined Industrial

t t10 000 00 0 00Total

4.3 Trip Type Information

Trip Purpose%Trip%Miles

H-WorC-W H-S orC-C H-OorC-NW Primary Diverted Pass-byH-WorC-W H-S orC-C H-OorC-NWLandUse

0 0 00 00 0 00 0 008 40 6 90UserDefined Industrial 16 60

4.4 Fleet Mix

I ll l I lLPT2 | MDV | LHP! | LHP2 l! I I MCY SBUS MHMHD HHD OBUS UBUSLDA LOTILandUse

; 0 547192; 0 045177; 0 202743 ; 0121510; 0 016147; 0 006143; 0 019743; 0 029945; 0 002479; 0 002270; 0 005078; 0 000682; 0 000891User Defined Industrial
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Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Date: 4/5/2017 3:49 PM

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use:N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy

ROC NO* CO S02 Fupitaro
PMtO PM10

PMtO r-ijgiftv*PM2.5
eihoint
PM2.S PM25 8m C02 UQ-o C02 TotalCO* cm N20 CO2o

TOW TOIdl

CWDory ItMay

NaturalGas
Mitigated

00000 00000 • 00000 • 0 0000 09000 . 0 0000 0.0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 ' 0 0000 • 0 0000 « 0 0000 • 0 0000

NaturalGas
Unmitigated

0 0000 • 0.0000 • 0.0000 • 0.0000 0.0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 ' 0 0000 • 0 0000

*
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Phase 2BRecycledWater - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Unmitigated

NBio- C02 Total002 C02eNaturalGa
sUse

R06 NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10 Fugitive
PM25

Exhaust
PM25

PM2 5 Total Bio- C02 CH4 N20
Total

LandUse kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day

UserDefined
Industrial

0 «• 0 0000 > 0 0000 0 0000 > 0 0000 « 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000
: I I f «

4. I 4 4I
4 - I

Total OODOD 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0.0000 ooooo 0.0000 0 0000 0.0000 ooooo ooooo

Mitigated

NQte-CO?NaturalGa
sUse

ROG NGx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10
Total

Fugitive
PM2.5

Exhaust
PM2.S

PM2.5Tota' Bio-C02 TotalC02 CH4 N20 C02e

kBTU/yrLandUse Ib/day Ib/day

User Defined •
Industrial

0 ooooo • ooooo > ooooo • ooooo • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • • ooooo ooooo • ooooo > ooooo ooooo • ooooo > ooooo
M > I
1 *I * t I
i.

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

6.0 Area Detail

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

709
228



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod 2016 3.1 Page 14 of 16

Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Date: 4/5/2017 3:49 PM

ROO NO* CO SO? Fugiltvo
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

FutfJtiV*PM2 S
PM10 Exhnuit Pl« 5 Total

PM2 S
B*o C02 NBH> C02 Total002 CH4 NX) CC2o

Total

Category 8*tay RAJitf

Mitigated •• 02058 0 0202 22037 • 16000e- 700OOe- 76800e- 4 7053 > 4 7053 • 0 0125 501777 08006- ' 7 8800e-• •

004 003 003 003 003

Unmitigated 02058 00202 • 22037 > 16000e- 7 8800e- 1 7 Q800e- 7 8800e- • 7 88006- • 4 7053 47053 > 00125 5 0177
004 003 003 003 003«

6.2 Area by SubCategory

ROO NO* CO 002 F EtNm.il
PMI0

PM10 F»*0/frr*PM20
Eiluturd
PM25

PM?,a (fco-C02 mo co3 ToedCOOMUM
PM10

C»M N20 C02*Tolat Total

OuOCa'.rO50r Rfcitay ttMcty

Architectural > 00000
Coating

0 0000 > 0 0000 0 0000 • 00000 00000 0 0000
I

Consumer 00000
Products "

0 0000 • 0 0000 00000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000

Landscaping •• 0 2058 • 0 0202 • 2 2037 • 16000e- 788006-'78800e- 7 6800e- * 7.8800e- 47053 • 4 7053 • 00125 50177
004 003 003 003 003••

Total 0.205B 0.0202 2.2037 1.6000e- 7.08OOe- 7.08OOe- 7.8800e- 7.8800e- 4.7053 4.7053 0.0125 5.0177
004 003 003 003 003
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Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South CoastCounty, Summer

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod 2016 3 1

6.2 Area by SubCategory

Mitigated

PM2 5 Tota Bio-002 CH4 N20 C02eExhaust
PM10

Exhaust
PM2.5

NBio-C02 Tota!C02ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

PM10
Tota!

Fugitive
PM2 5

Ib/dayIb/daySubCategory

ooow0 0000• 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000Architectural *• 0 0000
Coating ••

ll

;•i
0 00000 0000• 0 0000 < 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000.. oooooConsumer

Products t
>

4 7053 ' 4 7053 • 0 0125 5 01777 8800e- • 7 8800e-0 0202 • 2 2037 ' 16000e- • 7 8800e- ' 7 8B00e-Landseaping •* 0 2058
003 003004 003 003

4 7053 4 7053 0.0125 5.0177Total 1.6000e- 7.08OOe- 7.8800e- 7.8600e- 7.B800e-0,2058 0.0202 2 2037
003 003004 003 003

7.0 Water Detail

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

8.0 Waste Detail

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

9.0 Operational Offroad

LoadFactor Fuel TypoDays/Yoar HorseP<y*6fNumbor Hours/DayEquipmentType

10.0 Stationary Equipment

Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators
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Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Date: 4/5/2017 3:49 PM

TypoTEquipment Typo Number Houro/Day Hours/Yeor Load FactorHOTM Power

Boilers

t teat toput/Poy j Heat input/Year FuH TypoEquipment Typo Number BotlorRating

Equipment Type Number

11.0 Vegetation
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RecycledWater Program-Phase 2B
Pipeline,Pump Station and Tank Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Appendix II- Greenhouse Gas Emissions Analysis,

Los Angeles-South Coast County- Annual
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Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual
Date: 4/5/2017 3:50 PM

Phase 2B Recycled Water

Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

I I j Lot Acreage j 1landUses Si20 Motnc Floor Surface Area Population

User Defined Industrial 21.500.00 User DefinedUnil 0 00 01 00

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization WindSpeed (m/s)Urban 2 2 PrecipitationFreq (Days) 33

Climate Zone 9 Operational Year 2021

I
jtility Company SouthernCalifornia Edison

C02 Intensity
(Ib/MWhr)

CH4 Intensity
(Ib/MWhr)

702.44 0 029 N20 Intensity
(Ib/MWhr)

0.006

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data

Project Characteristics -
LandUse - Project includes up to approximately 21,500 total linear feet of water line installation on a daily maximum of one acre
Construction Phase - estimated schedule
Off-road Equipment - estimated equipment
Off-road Equipment - equipment estimate
Trips and VMT - estimate of 13 daily worker trips, and 5 haul trucks per day for 108 trenching days.
ConstructionOff-road EquipmentMitigation -
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Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

I NewValueDefault ValueTable Name ColumnName

0WaterUnpavedRoadVehicleSpeed 40IbIConstDustMitigalion

60 005 00tbIConstructionPhase NumDays

9/27 /20194/30/2019tbIConstructionPhase PhaseEndDate

-I
9/27/20194/30/2019tbIConstructionPhase PhaseEndDate

5/1/2019 7/6/2019tbIConstructionPhase PhaseSlartDate

4
1 00LotAcreage 0 00tbILandUse

4
132 0005 00tbIOffRoadEquipment HorsePower

4
0 360 78tbIOffRoadEquipment LoadFactor

4- Crushing/Proc EquipmentPaving EquipmenttbIOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType

ExcavatorsOffRoadEquipmentTypetbIOffRoadEquipment

4
Traclors/Loaders/BackhoesOffRoadEquipmentTypetbIOffRoadEquipment

4
2021OperationalYear 2018tbIProjectCharacteristics

1,080 000 00HaulingTripNumbertbITripsAndVMT
4

5 00WorkerTripNumber 15 00tbITripsAndVMT

2.0 Emissions Summary
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Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

2.1 Overall Construction

PM25 Tota* Bio-C02 TotalC02 N20ROG Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

Fugitive
PM2 5

Exhaust
PM2 5

NBlO- C02 CH4 C02eNOx CO S02 PM1D
Total

tons/yr MT/yrYear

00000 • 159 1304 • 155 1304 • 0.0364 . 0 0000 ' 160 04072019 01166 ' 1 3484 ' 0 7272 • 1 7400e- • 0 0157 ' 0 0579 > 0 0735 * 4 2400e- ' 0 0534 • 0 0577
ii

003 003« ii

0 0577 159.1304 160.04070 0364Maximum 0.1168 1.34B4 0.7272 1.7400e- 0.0157 0.0579 0 0735 4.2400e- 0.0534 0 0000 159.1304 0.0000
003 003

Mitigated Construction

NBio 002ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10
Total

Fugitive
PM2 5

Exhaust
PM2 5

PM2 5 Tota. Bi0- CO2 TotalC02 CH4 N20 C02e

MT/yrYear tons/yr

•« 0 1168 • 1 3484 ' 0 7272 • 1 7400e- • 0 0157 • 0 0579 0 0735 • 4 24Q0e- > 0 0534 • 0 0577 0 0000 1591303 • 1591303 > 0 0364 • 0 0000 160 04052019 I

'003 003 i*zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA% «

0.7272 1.7400e- 0.0157 0.0579 0.0735 4.2400e- 0.0534 0.0577 0.0000 1591303 159.1303 0.0364 0.0000 160.0405Maximum 0.1168 1 3484
003 003

CO Bio-C02 Total C02 CH4 C02eNOx $02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10
Total

Fugitive
PM2.5

Exhaust

PM2.5
PM2.5
Total

NBio-C02 N20ROG

0.00 0.000.00 0.00 000 0 00 0.00 0.00 0 00 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 0.00 0.00Percent
Reduction

0.00
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Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Quarter Start Date End Date Maximum Unmitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter) Maximum Mitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter)

1 5-1-2019 7-31-2019 0 7774 0 7774

2 8-1-2019 9-30-2019 0 6649 0 6649

Highest 0 7774 0 7774

2.2 Overall Operational

Unmitigated Operational

PM2 5 Tola! BI0- CO2NOx CO Fugitive
PM10

PM10 NBI0-CO2 TotalC02ROG S02 Exhaust
PM10

Fugitive
PM2 5

Exhaust
PM2.5

CH4 N2Q co2e
Total

Category tons/yr MT/yr

•• 0 0257 • 2 5300e- • 0 2755 • 2 OOOOe- 9 9Q00e- • 9 9000e- 9 9000e- • 9 9000e- 00000 • 0 5336 • 0 5336 ' 1 4200e- ; 0 0000 • 0 5690Area
• 003 005 004 004 004 004 003•4

Energy - 0 0000 < 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 > 0 0000 ' 0 0000 ' 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 00000 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000

•»

Mobile •< 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0.0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 > 0 0000 0 0000 < 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000

•4

Waste 0 0000 > 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 00000 0000 - 0 0000 0 0000 > 0 0000
•4
•4

Water 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 ' 0 0000 ' 0 0000 • 000000 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000

0.0257Total 2.5300e- 0.2755 2.0000e- 0 0000 9 SOOOe- 9.9000e- 0.0000 9 9000e~ 9.9000e- 0.0000 0.5336 0.5336 1.4200e- 0.0000 0.5690
003 005 004 004 004 004 003
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Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.1

2.2 Overall Operational

Mitigated Operational

CH4 N20 C02eBio-C02 NBio-C02 TolaiC02Exhaust
PM25

PM25NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10
Total

Fugitive
PM2 S

ROG
Total

MT/yrlons/yrCategory

0 0000 - 0.533a • 0 5336 • » 4200»- \ 00000 • 0 56909 9000e- ' 9 9000e-~ 0 0257 • 2 5300O - • 02755 ' 2 0000e- 9 9000e- * 9 9000e-Area
003004004 004003 005 004

0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 00000 0000 0 00000 0000 0 0000 0 0000ooooo > 0 0000 < 0 0000- 0 0000Energy

ooooo • ooooo • ooooo • ooooo • ooooo • ooooo
' 0 0000 • 0 0000 « 0 0000 ' 0 0000 ' 0 0000 ' 0 0000 ' 0 0000

1 0 0000 1 0 0000 oooooMobile

0 0000 * 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 00000 ' 0 0000ooooo ooooo0 0000 ' 0 0000Wasle

••
0 0000 • 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 ' 0 0000ooooo oooooooooooooooWater

M

M

0.56900.5336 1.4200e- 0.00000.53360.0000 9.9000e- 9.9000e- 0.00000.0000 9.9000e- 9 9000e-0.2755 2.0000e-0 0257 2 5300e-Total
003004 004004 004005003

N20 COZePM2.5
Total

Bio*C02 NBio-C02 TotalC02 CH4PM10
Total

Fugitive
PM2.5

Exhaust
PM2.SFugitive

PM10
Exhaust
PM10

ROG NOx CO SQ2

0.000.00 0.00 0.000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.000.00 0.000.00 0 00Percent
Reduction

0.00 0.00

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase

NumDays NumDays
Week

PhaseDescriptionStartDate EndDatePhase TypePhase NamePhase
Number

toe;J0/27/2019

;9/27/2019
"

s;•5/1/2019Grading ^
Trenching1

*:
60;•7/8/2019

4
5 ;lPavingPaving

-
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod 2016.3 1 Page 6 of 21

Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Date: 4/5/2017 3:50 PM

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0

Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0; Striped Parking Area: 0 (Architectural
Coating- sqft)

OffRoad Equiomont

I i 1Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amouni Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor

ArchitecturalCoaling ^Excavators 2 0386 00 ' 150;
I

: h I
Pav /ng ;Cement andMortar Mixers

;Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
I
;Pav «ng Equipment

jRoliers

;Tractors/Loodors/Bacfchoes

;Graders

jPavers

:
;Crushing/Proc Equipment
i
;Rubber TiredDozers

6 00 » 0.S60;
: I-

Archllbctura!Coating 0376 00 - 97!i«

h
Paving

Paving

Paving

Grading

Paving

Pavmg

0380 00 * 132;
I

1: h I
7 00 « 0 3000

i

: F I
0 370 00' 97

ii

;h
6 00 041107;

h I—
6 00 130; 042

h I
4 00 036132;

h I—Grading 6 00 0 40247J<
lV

Grading 0 37;Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 7 00; 97;

Trips and VMT

Phase Name Offroad Equipment
Count

Worker Trip
Number

Worker Trip
Length

Vendor Trip
Length

Hauling Trip
Length

Worker Vehicle
Class

Vendor Trip
Number

Hauling Trip
Number

Vendor
Vehicle Class

Hauling
Vehicle

3 «Grading 8 00; 000 1,000 00 - 6 90! 20 00‘LD Mix HDT Mix HHDT14 70
i i

t-4.A— 4 t
Paving 5 006; 0 00; 0 00; 14 70; 6 90 20 00'LD Mix ;HDT

^
Mix ;HHDT

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction

720
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Date: 4/5/2017 3:50 PMPage 7 of 21

Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South Coast County,Annual

CalEEMod Version:CalEEMod.2016.3.1

Water Exposed Area

Clean Paved Roads

3.2 Grading - 2019

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

N2QExhauU PM2.5 ToUl
PM? 5

BK> CO? NBt© 002 TotalCO? CH4 C02«302 FUQltiVO
PM10

Exhoufll
PM10

PM10 FugMvo
PM2 S

ROG NOt CO
Totul

MTfylCutnootY loiWyr

0 0366 • 0.0366 0 0000 • 68.4064 • 68 4064 0 0216 • 0 0000 68 9474•• 0 0767 • 0.8659 • 0 3568 • 7.6000e- • 0 0308 • 0 0398Off-Road
II I•# 004 99••

0.00006B.4064 0.0216 68.94747.6000e- 0.0398 0.0398 0.0366Totul 0.0747 0.8659 0.3568 0.0366 0.0000 68.4064

004
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod 2016 3 1 Page 8 of 21

Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County , Annual

Date: 4/5/2017 3:50 PM

3.2 Grading - 2019

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CO S02 PM10 PM25 TotalFugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

Fugitive
PM2 5

Exhaust
PM25

Bio- C02 NBio- C02 Total C02 CH4 N20 C02e
Total

Category tons/yr MT/yr

« 5 1300e- 0 1709 0 0363 • 4 3000«* • 9 2800c • 0100Ci* • 9 8900r • 2 5500e- • 5 9000e- 3 1300e-Hauling 0 0000 < 42 0490 > 42 0490 ' 2 9700e- • 0 0000 > 42 1231
I

003 004 004003 003 GD3 004 003 003I

•»
•• 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000Vendor 0 0000 • 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 0000 ' 0 00000 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 QOOO • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000

Worker 2 16D0e- * 1 8000e- 0 0196 5 OODOe- > 4 7300e- ' 4 OOOOe- 4 7800e- < 1 26O0e- « 4 OOOOe- ' 1 3000e- 0 0000 4 5505 > 4 5505 ' 1 6000e- 0 0000 ' 4 5544
I

003 003 005005 003 003 003 005 003 004

Total 7.290De- 0.1727 0.0559 6.5000e-4.8000e- 0.0140 0 0147 3 6100e- 6.3000e- 4 430De- 0.0000 46.5995 46.5995 3.1300e- 0.0000 46.6776
003 004004 003 004 003 003

Mitigated Construction Qn-Site

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust
PM10 PM10

PMIO Fugitive
PM2 5

Exhaust
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total BI0- CO2 NBio- C02 TotalC02 CH4 N20 C02e
Total

Category tons/yr MT/yr

•• 0 0767 * 0 8659 • 0 3568 * 7 6000e- •Off-Road • 0 0398 0 0398 • 0 0000 68 4063 • 68 4063 > 0 0216 < 0 0000 ' 68 94740 0366 0 0366
•• I

004t « «

0.0398 0.0398Total 0 0767 0.8659 0.3568 7.6000e- 0.0366 0.0366 0 0000 60 4063 68.947468.4063 0.0Z16 0 0000
004
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Date: 4/5/2017 3:50 PMPage 9 of 21

Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

CalEEMod Version:CalEEMod 2016.3 1

3.2 Grading - 2019

MitigatedConstructionOff-Sito

Tola!C02 CH4 N20 C02eExhaust
PM2.5

PM2.S Total Bio-C02 NBio- C02Exhaust
PM10

Fugitive
PM2 5

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

PM1D
Total

MT/yrtons/yrCategory

0.0000 • 42.0400 • 42 0400 - 2 070011 • 0 0000 ' 42 12310 0363 4 3000e- 9 2300e- 61000e- 98900e- 2 5500e- ' 5 9000e- • 3 1300e-Hsuing « 5 1300*1’ • 01709
•• 003004 003003 004 003 003004003••••

0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 > 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 00000 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 000000000 • OOOOO • 00000 • 00000 • 00000Vendor «• 0 0000
••«1
••• • •»—— 0 0000 • 4 5505 • 4 5505 16000e- ' 0 0000 ' 4 554421600e- ' 1 6000e- 0 0196 ' 5 GOOOe- ' 4 7300e- * 4 OOOOe- ' 4 7800e- ' 12600e- 4 OOOOe- 1 3000e-Worker

004003 003 005 003005 003 005003 003
•l

46.5995 3.1300e- 0.0000 46.67766.30D0e- 4 4300e- 0.0000 46 59954.8000e- 0.0140 6 5000e- 0.0147 3.81OOe-7 2900e- 0.1727 00559Total
003003 004 003004 004003

3.3 Paving - 2019

PM2.5 TOta ' BI0- CO2 NBio- C02 Total C02 CH4 N20 C02eS02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10
Total

Fugitive
PM2.5

Exhaust
PM2.5

ROG NOx CO

MT/yrlons/yrCategory

0 0000 42 5445 42 5445 » 0 0116 0 0000 • 47 B3430 0162 • 0 0162Off-Road •• 0 0321 • 0 3092 • 0 2077 . 4.0000« 0 0175 • 0 0175
004M

4;— 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 » 0 0000 • 0 00000 0000 • 0 0000 0 00000 0000 t 0 0000 *Paving •i 0 0000 i
I

42.5445 42.5445 0 0116 0.0000 42.83430.0162 0 0162 0 00000.0175 0.0175Total 0.0321 0 3092 0.3077 4 BOOOe-

004
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CalEEMod Version:CalEEMod 2016 3 1 Page 10 of 21

Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Date: 4/5/2017 3:50 PM

3.3 Paving - 2019

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10
Total

Fugitive
PM2 5

Exhaust
PM2 5

PM2 5 Tola' Bio- C02 NBio- C02 Total C02 CH4 N20 C02e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Hauling •• 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 > 0 0000 > 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 > 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 I 0 0000 • OOtNK • 0 Wf/G • 0.0000
H

*•
Vendor *• 0 0000 > 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 * 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 ' 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000

• •

*• I

Worker 7 5000e- ' 6 3000e- 6 8100e- ' 2 0000e- ' 1 6400e- 1 OOOOe- 1 6600e- 4 4000e- • 1 OOOOe- ' 4 5000e- 0 0000 1 5600 1 5600 ' 5 OOOOe- ' 0 0000 > 15614
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005

Total 7.5000e- 6.3000e- 6 810De- Z.OOOOe- 1.640De- 1,0000e- 1.6600e- 4.4000e- 1 OOOOe* 4.5000e- 0.0000 1.5800 1.5600 5 OOODe- 0.0000 1 5014
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10
Total

Fugitive
PM2 5

Exhaust
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- C02 NBio- C02 Total C02 CH4 N20 C02e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Ofl • • 0 0321 • 0 3092 • 0 3077 • 4 8000e- 0 0175 • 0 0175 0 0162 0 0162 0 0000 42 5445 42 5445 0 0116 > 0 0000 1 42 8342
004•«

Paving .. 0 0000 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000

Total 0 0321 0.3092 0.3077 4.6000e- 0.0175 0.0175 0.0162 0.0162 0.0000 42 5445 42.5445 0.0116 0.0000 42.8342
004

724
243



CalEEMod Version:CalEEMod 2016 3 1 Page 11 of 21

Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South CoastCounty, Annual

Date: 4/5/2017 3:50 PM

3.3 Paving - 2019
Mitigated CpmtrucUfln QffrSIte

ROG soa Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10 Fugitive
PM25

Exhaust
PM2.5

PM25Tota' Bio-C02 NBI0-CO2 TotalC02 CH4 N20 C02eNOx CO
Totai

Category lonsfyr MT/yr

HjuXrvy •• 0 0000 • 1) 0000 • 0.0009 0 0000 • 0.0000 • 00000 « 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0.0000 0.0000 0 0000 > 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000
•
•••1

0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 ' 0 0000 ' 0 0000 ' 0 0000 • ooooo- o 0000 • 0 0000 » 0 0000 • 0 0000 ooooo • ooooo > ooooo > ooooo oooooVendor
• •
1

•< 7 5000e- • 6 3000e- • 6 8100e- • 2 0000e- ' 16400e- ' 1OOOOe- • 16600e- ' 4 4000e- • 1OOOOe- 4 5Q00e- 0 0000 15800 1 5800 5 OOOOe- ' 0 0000 • 15814Worker
005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005004 004 003

•*
1.58142 OOOOe- 1.6400e- I.OOOOe- 1.6600e- 4.4000e- i.OOOOe- 4.5000e- 0.0000 1.5800 1.5800 5 OOOOe- 00000Total 7.5000e- 6 3000e- 6.81OOe-

005 003 004 005 004 005004 004 003 005 003

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
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CalEEMod Version:CalEEMod 2016.3 1 Page 12 of 21

Phase 2BRecycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Date: 4/5/2017 3:50 PM

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10 Bro-C02Fugitiva
PM2 5

Exhaust
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total N&o-CD2 TotalC02 CH4 N20 COZe
Total

Category lons/yr MT/yr

Mitigotnd •• 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0.0000. • 0.0000 • 0.0000 • 0.0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 i 0 0000 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000
•• I

••
Unmitigated 0 0000 « 0 0000 ' 0 0000 - 0 0000 - 0 0000 - 0 0000 « 0 0000 « 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 ooooo • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000

0

4.2 Trip Summary Information

AverageDailyTripRale Unmitigated Mitigated

LandUse Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT

User Defined industrial 0 00 0 00 0 000

t tTotal 0 00 0 00 0 00

4.3 Trip Type Information

Miles Trip% Trip Purpose%

H-WorC-W | H-SorC-C |H-OorC-NW H-WorC-W| H-SorC-C | H-OorC-NW
16 60

LandUse Primary Diverted Pass-by
User Defined Industrial 8 40 6 90 0 00 0 00 0 00 0 0 00 0

0 0

4.4 Fleet Mix

II MDV I LHD1 I LHD2 | MHD

; 0 547192; 0 045177 ; 0 202743; 0121510; 0 016147; 0 006143; 0 019743; 0 029945; 0 002479; 0 002270; 0 005078; 0 000682; 0 000891
I I I I I i l ILandUse LDA LDT1 LDT2 HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH

User Defined Industrial
x

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N
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Date: 4/5/2017 3:50 PMCalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016 3.1 Page 13 of 21

Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy

NBo- CO?Bio-C02 C02eExhaust
PM10

Fugitive
PM2 5

Exhaust
PM2.5

PM2 5Tota TotalC02 CH4 N20ROG Pugitrv**PMlO
PM10NOx CO SQ2
Total

MT/yrtons/yrCategory

ooooo * ooooo 1 0 0000 > 0 0000 ' 0 0000 ' ooooo0 0000Etoctnaty
MibgobM

0 0000 • 0 0000 ooooo
••

0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 ' 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 oaoo0 0000 ' 0 0000 ooooo 0 0000Electricity
Unmitigated

4-
0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 ' 0 0000 0 00000 0000 < 0 0000 ooooo oooooNaturalGas

Mitigated
0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 ' 0 QOQO

Cl

0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 * 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 00000 0000 0 0000 * 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 oooooNaturalGas
Unmitigated

•«

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Unmitigated

NaturalGa ROG
s Use

NBio- C02 N2QExhaust
PM2 S

PM2.5 Tota 1 Bio- C02 Total C02 CH4 C02eS02 Fugitive
PM10

NOx CO Exhaust
PM10

PM10
Total

Fugitive
PM2.5

MT/yrLand Use kBTU/yr tons/yr

0 0000 ' 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 00000 0000o *• ooooo . ooooo • ooooo • ooooo • 0 0000 i 0 0000 « ooooo oooooUser Defined •
Industrial

I

*ItC

* • I cf#I I

0 0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.00000.0000 0.00000.0000 0 0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.00000.0000 oooooTotal
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Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South Coast County , Annual

Date: 4/5/2017 3:50 PM

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Mitigated

Roa 802 FutHl*PMIO
Exhnutf
PM10

PMIO OtoCO2 NOoC02 T0U1CO2NnUtfOKiO

•UM
NO/ CO FurjitJve fL/huint

PM7.5 PM3 5
PM2 5 rutol CH4 N20 C02*Totnl

kBTUy.LandIK* toiK/yr MT/yr

. 0.0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 •User Defined
Industrial

0 • 0.0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0.0000 0 0000 D.0Q0O < 0.0000 • 0.0000 0 0000 • 0 0000; 1
I I

Total 0.00000.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.00000.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity

Unmitigated

£l*cUiaiy
TotjHCO? CM4 NJO C02#

UM

LandDM MT/yihWVyi

*; 0 0000 ; 0 0000 ; 0 0000 • 0.0000User Defined
Industrial

0

*.
Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
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Date: 4/5/2017 3:50 PMCalEEMod Version: CalEEMod 2016.3.1 Page 15 of 21

Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity

Mitigated

EJoclrtdty TotJilC02 CH4 N20 C02o
KM

MT/yiLind UMI

OODOO • 0 0000 • 0 0000. 00000 •
4« »

UserDefined
Industrial

0
4

0.0000Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

.0 Area Detail

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

N8*o-C02 TotalCO? N20 C02dFugWvo ExtinoM PM? SToW
PM15 PM2.5

Bto-C02 cmS02 FopWvo
PM10

Enhaual
PMI0

PM10ROG NOx CO
Total

MTWtonvyi(UUJOO'V

00000 • 0S33O * 0 $326 « 1 4200e- « 0 0000 • 056900 0257 2 5300s- > 0 275$ • ? OOOCw • 9COOCn * 9 3000c • 9 5O30r • OOOOOvMitigated
003004 004005 004 004003

9 9000e- 9 9000e- • 0 0000 0 5336 0 5336 1 4200e- 0 0000 0 56909 9000e- • 9 9000e-Unmitigated 0 0257 • 2 5300e- 0 2755 2 0000e-
003004 004005 004 004003
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Phase 2B Recycled Water - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Date: 4/5/2017 3:50 PM

6.2 Area by SubCategory

Unmitigated

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PM10

PM10 Fugitive
PM2 5

Exhaust
PM25

PM2 5 Tota’ Bio-C02 NBro-C02 TotalC02 N20CH4 CO20
Total

SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr

Architectural •* 0 0000
Coating

00000 • 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000
• •
H
X

Consumer
Products - 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000

Landscaping •• 0 0257 2 5300e- ' 0 2755 » 2 OOOOe- 9 9000e- > 9 9000e- 9 9000e- • 9 9000e- 0 0000 • 0 5336 0 5336 1 4200e- > 0 0000 0 5690
003 005 004 004 004 004 003

Total 0.0257 2.5300e- 0 2755 2.0000e- 9 9000e- 9 9000e- 9.9000e- 9 SOOOe- 00000 0.5336 0.5336 1.4200e- 0.0000 0 5690
003 005 004 004 004 004 003

Mitigated

ROG NOX CO S02 Fugitive
PM10

Exhaust
PMIO

PM10 Fugitive
PM2.5

Exhaust
PM2 S

PM2.5 Total Bio-C02 NBio-C02 TotalC02 C02eCH4 N20
Total

SubCalegoiy toovyr MT/yr

Architectural •• 0 0000
Coating

0 0000 • 0 oooo 00000 • 0 0000 0.0300 • 0.0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 > 0 0000 > 0 0000
•a
If

Consumer •• 0 0000
Products

0 0000 • 0 0000 00000 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 • 0 0000

••
••

Landscaping •• 0 0257 2 5300e- 1 02755 > 2 OOOOe- 9 9000e- ' 9 9000e- 9 9Q00e- 9 9000e- 0 0000 0 5336 0 5336 > 14200e- > 0 0000 0 5690
•• 003 005 004 004 004 004 003
•I

Total 0.0257 2.5300e- 0.2755 2.0000e' 9.9000e- § 9000e- 9.9000e- 9.9000e- 0.0000 0.5336 0.5336 1.4200e- 0.0000 0.5690
003 005 004 004 004 004 003

7.0 Water Detail
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Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South CoastCounty,Annual
Date: 4/5/2017 3:50 PM

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

TotalCO? N20 C02»CH4

Category MT/yr

Mitigated 00000 0 0000 « 0 0000 • 0 0000
I

••
Unmitigated « 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000

7.2 Water by Land Use

Unmitigated

IniiOOttOul Total C02 CH4
doorUM

N20 COJo

Mflfli MTAtUtnd

0 /0 *• :> 0?00 • 000(30 • OOOOO • 00000User Defined
Industrial S: <#

i

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000Total
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Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South CoastCounty, Annual

Date: 4/5/2017 3:50 PM

7.2 Water by Land Use

Mitigated

iMoor/Out
door lb#

TrialCO? Mi'O CO?*CJ44

LandDM Mgal MT^
User Defined 0 / 0 »• 00000 * 0 0000 • 0 0000 * 0 0000
Industrial I: i

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.00000.0000

8.0 Waste Detail

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

Category/Year

Total OO? CHI NTO COT*

MTV

Mitigated •• 0 0000 • 00000 • 00000 • 00000
• •

Unmitigated - 0 0000 • 0 0000 0 0000 0 0000
•• 1 1 1

••••
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Phase 2B RecycledWater - Los Angeles-South CoastCounty, Annual
Date: 4/5/2017 3:50 PM

8.2 Waste by Land Use

Unmitigated

WMUJ
OtopoMd

TotalCQ2 CH4 CO20

UndUM MT/yrtons

0 *• 00000 OOOOO • 0 0000 • 0 0000
(• I I I

User Defined
industrial i

i.
Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mitigated

TotalC02Wane CH4 N20 C02o

LandUn# MTfyrIona

UserDefined
Industrial

0 }• 0.0000 00000 ' 00000 ' 0 0000*1 I

«

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

9.0 Operational Offroad

l IEquipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Fuel TypeLoadFactor

j
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SANTA CLARITA WATER, A DIVISION OF CASTAIC LAKE WATER AGENCY

SCAD 26521 SUMMIT CIRCLE • SANTA CLARITA, CALIFORNIA 91350-3049 • (661) 259-2737
MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. BOX 903 • SANTA CLARITA, CALIFORNIA 91380-9003

June 7, 2017

Caitlin B. Gulley
Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation Officer
Fernandeflo Tataviam Band of Mission Indians
1019 Second Street, Suite 1
San Fernando, CA 91340

Re: Formal Notification of Castaic Lake Water Agency Phase 2B Recycled Water
Project

Dear Ms. Gulley:

In response to your request dated July 1, 2015 for formal notification of projects for
which Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA) prepares a Mitigated Negative Declaration
pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1(b), this letter serves as formal
notification of the CLWA’s consideration of the CLWA Phase 2B Recycled Water Project
(Project).

Accordingly, as required by Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1(d) , this letter
provides a brief description of the Project and its location.

The Project would provide recycled water in the vicinity of the Vista Canyon
Development by using recycled water from the Vista Canyon Water Factory (Water
Factory). The project would construct a recycled water tank (approximately one million
gallons), a transmission pipeline to the tank from a pump station at the Water Factory,
distribution pipelines to serve existing CLWA irrigation customers in the Fair Oaks
Ranch community, and a backup potable water supply from the existing Santa Clarita
Water Division (SCWD) potable water tanks near Cherry Willow Drive.

The Project site is located in the City of Santa Clarita, Los Angeles County, California
and is within the CLWA service area. The proposed recycled water tank will be located
approximately one mile south of the Vista Canyon Development near the existing
SCWD Cherry Willow potable water tanks. The transmission pipeline will be routed
along Lost Canyon Road, Medley Ridge Drive, and Cherry Willow Drive. A network of
distribution pipelines will be located within public right of way within the Fair Oaks
Ranch community. See attached Figure 1 for regional location and Figure 2 for
proposed project location.

737
254



Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1 (b) and (d), the Gabrieleno
Tongva, San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians now has 30 days to inform CLWA, in
writing, of its request to consult with CLWA on the Project. Such a request must provide
the name of the Tribe’s designated lead contact person and should be directed to:

Keith Abercrombie
Retail Manager
26521 Summit Circle
Santa Clarita, CA 91350

Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions or concerns regarding the
above at (661) 259-2737 or kabercroinbie@scwater .org.

Sincerely,

Keith Abercrombie
Retail Manager

KA/tbp/elb

Attachments

cc: State of California, Native American Heritage Commission, Environmental and
Cultural Department, 1550 Harbor Boulevard, Suite 100, West Sacramento, CA 95691
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RecycledWater Program-Phase 2B
Pipeline,PumpStation and Tank initialStudy/Mitigated NegativeDeclaration

Figure1-Regional Location Map
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RecycledWater Program-Phase 2B
Pipeline,PumpStation and Tank Initial Study/MitigatedNegative Declaration

Figure 2- Proposed Project:CLWA Phase 2D Recycled Water System
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Rudy Ortega Jr.

Tribal President

i Tribal Historic & Cultural

Preservation Committee

Steve Ortega
Chairman

David Ortega

Femandeno Tataviam Band of Mission Indians

Tribal Historic & Cultural Preservation

July 1, 2015

AUG 3 2015DanMasnada,GeneralManager
Castalc LakeWater Agency
27234 Bouquet Canyon Road
Santa Clarita, California 91350

California Environmental Quality Act Public Resources Code section 21080.3, subd. (b)

Request for Formal Notification of Proposed Projects Within the Fernandeho Tataviam Band of

Mission Indians Tribe’s Geographic Area of Traditional and Cultural Affiliation

RE:

DearMr.Masnada:

As of July1, 2015, in accordance with Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1, subd. (b),Fernanderio Tataviam
Band of Mission Indians, which Is traditionally and culturally affiliated with a geographic area within or the entirety of
your agency’s geographic area of jurisdiction, requests formal notice of and information on proposed projects for which
your agency will serve as a lead agency under the California EnvironmentalQuality Act (CEQA), Public Resources
Code section 21000 et seq.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1, subd. (b), and until further notice, we hereby designate the
following person as the tribe’s lead contact person for purposes of receiving notices of proposed projects from your
agency:

CaltlinB. Gulley
TribalHistoric and Cultural PreservationOfficer
Fernanderio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians
1019 Second Street
San Fernando CA, 91340
Phone (818) 837-0794
Fax (818) 037-0796
cgulley@ tataviam-nsn.us

We request that all notices of proposed projects be sent via certifiedU.S.Mail with return receipt. Following receipt
and review of the information your agency provides, within the 30-day period proscribed by Public Resources Code
section 21080.3.1, subd. (d), the Fernanderio Tataviam Band of Mission Indiansmay request consultation, as defined
by Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1,subd. (b),pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.2 to
mitigate any project impacts a specific project may cause to tribal cultural resources.

If you have any questions or need additional Information, please contact our lead contact person listedabove.

1019 Second Street, Suite 1|San Fernando |California, 913401 (818) 837-07941Fax (818) 837*0796
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Sincerely,

Caitlln B. Gulley
Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation Officer

Attachments:

Fernandeno Tataviam Band ofMission Indians:
-HistoricalTribal-Territory^

CC: CaliforniaNative AmericanHeritageCommission

1019 Second Street, Suite11San Fernando|California, 913401 (818) 837-07941Fax (818) 837-0796
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SANTA CLARITA WATER, A DIVISION OF CASTAIC LAKE WATER AGENCY

SCWD 26521 SUMMIT CIRCLE • SANTA CLARITA , CALIFORNIA 91350-3049 (661) 259-2737
MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. BOX 903 • SANTA CLARITA, CALIFORNIA 91380-9003

May 30, 2017

Gabrieleno Tongva
San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians
P.O. Box 693
San Gabriel, CA 91778

Attention: The Honorable Anthony Morales, Chief

Re: Formal Notification of Castaic Lake Water Agency Phase 2B Recycled Water
Project

Dear Mr. Morales:

In response to your request dated December 1, 2016 for formal notification of projects
for which Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA) prepares a Mitigated Negative
Declaration pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1(b), this letter serves
as formal notification of the CLWA's consideration of the CLWA Phase 2B Recycled
Water Project (Project).

Accordingly, as required by Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1(d), this letter
provides a brief description of the Project and its location:

The Project would provide recycled water in the vicinity of the Vista Canyon
Development by using recycled water from the Vista Canyon Water Factory (Water
Factory). The project would construct a recycled water tank (approximately one million
gallons), a transmission pipeline to the tank from a pump station at the Water Factory ,
distribution pipelines to serve existing CLWA irrigation customers in the Fair Oaks
Ranch community, and a backup potable water supply from the existing Santa Clarita
Water Division (SCWD) potable water tanks near Cherry Willow Drive.

The Project site is located in the City of Santa Clarita, Los Angeles County, California
and is within the CLWA service area. The proposed recycled water tank will be located
approximately one mile south of the Vista Canyon Development near the existing
SCWD Cherry Willow potable water tanks. The transmission pipeline will be routed
along Lost Canyon Road, Medley Ridge Drive, and Cherry Willow Drive. A network of
distribution pipelines will be located within public right of way within the Fair Oaks
Ranch community. See attached Figure 1 for regional location and Figure 2 for
proposed project location.
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Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1 (b) and (d), the Gabrieleno
Tongva, San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians now has 30 days to inform CLWA, in
writing, of its request to consult with CLWA on the Project. Such a request must provide
the name of the Tribe’s designated lead contact person and should be directed to:

Keith Abercrombie
Retail Manager
26521 Summit Circle
Santa Clarita, CA 91350

Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions or concerns regarding the
above at (661) 259-2737 or kabercrombie@scwater.orQ .

Sincerely,

Keith Abercrombie
Retail Manager

KA/tbp/elb

Attachments

cc: State of California, Native American Heritage Commission, Environmental and
Cultural Department, 1550 Harbor Boulevard, Suite 100, West Sacramento, CA 95691
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RecycledWaterProgram-Phase 2B
Pipeline,PumpStationandTank Initial Study/Mitigated Negatcve Declaration

Figure1-Regional LocationMap
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RecycledWater Program-Phase2B
Pipeline,PumpStation andTank Initial Study/Mitigated NegativeDeclaration

Figure 2- Proposed Project:CLWA Phase 2D Recycled Water System
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GABRIELENO TONGVA
SAN GABRIEL BAND OF MISSION INDIANS

December 1, 2016

Santa Clarita Water Division of the Castaic Lake Water Agency
26521 Summit Circle
Santa Clarita, CA 91350

RE: California Environmental Quality Act Public Resources Code section 21080.3, subd. (b) Request for
Formal Notification of Proposed Projects Within the San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians Tribe’s
Geographic Area of Traditional and Cultural Affiliation

CC: Native American Heritage Commission

To whom it may concern:

As of the date of this letter, in accordance with Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1, subd. (b), San
Gabriel Band of Mission Indians, which is traditionally and culturally affiliated with a geographic area
within your agency’s geographic area of jurisdiction, requests formal notice of, and information on,
proposed projects for which your agency will serve as a lead agency under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code section 21000 et seq. Pursuant to Public Resources Code
section 21080.3.1, subd. (b), and until further notice, we hereby designate the following person as the tribe’s
lead contact person for purposes of receiving notices of proposed projects from your agency:

San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians
Anthony Morales, Chief
P. O. Box 693
San Gabriel, CA 91778
Fax: (626) 286-1262
Phone: (626) 483-3564
GTTribalcou ncil@aol.com

We request that all notices be sent via certified U.S. Mail with return receipt. Following receipt and review
of the information your agency provides, within the 30-day period prescribed by Public Resources Code
section 21080.3.1, subd. (d), the San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians may request consultation, as defined
by Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1, subd. (b), pursuant to Public Resources Code section
21080.3.2 to mitigate any project impacts a specific project may cause to tribal cultural resources.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact our lead contact person listed
above.

Sincerely,

Anthony Morales
San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians
Chief
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GABRIELENO TONGVA
yAzyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBASAN GABRIEL BAND

tWf h) OF MISSION INDIANS

October 15, 2016

ToWhom ItMay Concern,

I am sending this letter on behalf of theMorales family of the SanGabrielBand of Mission Indians tohelp facilitate
communication regarding the Gabrieleno cultural resources and archaeological studies. The San Gabriel Band of
Mission Indians gained recognition from the state of California in 1994 as an indigenous tribe within the Los Angeles
ba9in (California Legislature Assembly Joint Resolution No. 96, adopted in Senate August 11,1994). The Morales
family has been an active participant in the preservation of Gabrieleno tribal resources since the early 1970s. As
early as 1978, the Native American Heritage Commission identified the Morales family as important Tribal Leaders
inSouthern California for their tenacious efforts to preserveGabrieleno cultural resources. Today, theMorales family
continues to help preserve their culture through a new partnership with Scientific Resource Surveys, Inc (SRSINC).

SRSINC is recognized as the oldest Cultural Resource Management (CRM) firm In Southern California , if not
theUnitedStates. For over 43 years, SRSINC has worked side-by-side with the Gabrieleno in the Los Angeles basin
to provide support to the Southern California building industry. SRSINC was formed in 1973 (incorporated in 1977)
and currently operates as a California and Alaska Small Business,UDBE,DBE, andWoman-owned Corporation out
of Orange County, California. As an equal opportunity employer, SRSINC employs a diverse staff of specialists to
conduct archaeological, ethnographic, historic, and paleontological studies throughout Southern California. SRSinc

ismore than a CulturalResource Management firm; it is a consortium of very talented scientists, artists, and support
staff who have worked for decades in the fields of Archaeology, History, Ethnography, Genealogy, Archival

Research, Museum Displays, Graphic Arts, Paleontology, Zoology, Bioarchaeology and Forensic Sciences.
Eachperson has his/her own exceptional skills, which together, overlap and intertwine to form a cohesive team.

TheSanGabriel Band of Mission Indians have united with SRSINC to facilitate seamless interaction between
developers and the tribe, as dictated by the new CRM laws. The most recent changes to state statutes were put
into effect in 2015. Assembly Bill No. 52 (AB-52) was passed late-2014 to amend the current policy surrounding
Native American resources. The implementation of AB-52 mandates tribal consultation and emphasizes tribal
knowledge during CEOA review. Additionally, AB-52 has broadened the definition of what constitutes as a cultural
resource. Previously, a cultural resource was reserved to archaeological and historical objects and buildings. AB-52
has coineda new term, TribalCulturalResources (TCR), to bemore inclusive of culturally valued resources, whether
they be tangible objects or conceptual. The enactment of AB-52 has placed a new emphasis on collaboration with
tribal governments to help understand how indigenous populations used, and continue to use, local landscapes.

TheSanGabriel Band ofMission Indians have requested to be consulted for all developments located within the Los
AngelesBasin. As a partner and qualified expert, SRSJNC can provide the required Information to help save time and
money. By working together, we can help you navigate through your legal obligations and facilitate all of
your cultural resource management needs for the Los Angeles basin. Please feel free to contact SRSINC S
tribal liaison, Kassie Sugimoto, for additional Information or with any questions.We look forward to working with you
in the near future.
Kassie Sugimoto
Tribal Liaison
ScientificResource Surveys, Inc.
2324N. Batavia St. Ste. 109, Orange, CA 92865
Tel: 714-605-0204
Fax: 714-685-0082

Sincerely,

Anthony Morales
San Gabriel Band ofMission Indians

AdrianMorales
San Gabriel Band ofMission Indians

Nancy “Anastasia"Wiley
Scientific Resource Surveys, Inc.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA - EDMUND G, BROWN JR„ Governor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 CAPITOLMALL, ROOM 364
SACRAMENTO, CA 95614
(916) 653-6251
Fax (916) 657-5390

September 2, 1978

Mr. Fred Morales
Gabrieleno/Tongva Tribal Council

211 East Main street
San Gabriel, CA 91776

Dear Mr. Morales;

As you know, the State of California Native American Heritage Commission

was created by AB 4239 in 1976 and the Commission began its work January 1,

1977 with new authority codified in Public Resources Code Section 5097. 9.

You have been identified as an important Tribal Leader in Southern California.

The Commission looks forward to working with you and Tribal Elders as it makes

plans and services to protect California Native American burial sites and artifacts

associated with burials. The Commission is also concerned about development

activities that might threaten Native American sacred sites.

l̂ease feel free to contact me with your concerns and your suggestions that

will make the work of the Commission effective in cooperation with California

Native American Tribes.

Sincerely,

Steve Rios
Executive Secretary
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SANTA CLARITA WATER, A DIVISION OF CASTAIC LAKE WATER AGENCY

SCAD 26521 SUMMITCIRCLE • SANTA CLARITA, CALIFORNIA 91350-3049 * (661) 259-2737
MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. BOX 903 • SANTA CLARITA, CALIFORNIA 91380-9003

June 7, 2017

Michael Mirelez
Cultural Resource Coordinator
Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians
P.O. Box 1160
Thermal, CA 92274

Re: Formal Notification of Castaic Lake Water Agency Phase 2B Recycled Water
Project

Dear Mr. Mirelez:

In response to your request dated May 9, 2016 for formal notification of projects for
which Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA) prepares a Mitigated Negative Declaration
pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1(b), this letter serves as formal
notification of the CLWA’s consideration of the CLWA Phase 2B Recycled Water Project

(Project).

Accordingly, as required by Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1(d), this letter
provides a brief description of the Project and its location:

The Project would provide recycled water in the vicinity of the Vista Canyon
Development by using recycled water from the Vista Canyon Water Factory (Water
Factory). The project would construct a recycled water tank (approximately one million
gallons), a transmission pipeline to the tank from a pump station at the Water Factory,

distribution pipelines to serve existing CLWA irrigation customers in the Fair Oaks
Ranch community, and a backup potable water supply from the existing Santa Clarita
Water Division (SCWD) potable water tanks near Cherry Willow Drive.

The Project site is located in the City of Santa Clarita, Los Angeles County, California
and is within the CLWA service area. The proposed recycled water tank will be located
approximately one mile south of the Vista Canyon Development near the existing
SCWD Cherry Willow potable water tanks. The transmission pipeline will be routed
along Lost Canyon Road, Medley Ridge Drive, and Cherry Willow Drive. A network of
distribution pipelines will be located within public right of way within the Fair Oaks
Ranch community. See attached Figure 1 for regional location and Figure 2 for
proposed project location.
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Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1 (b) and (d), the Gabrieleno
Tongva, San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians now has 30 days to inform CLWA, in
writing, of its request to consult with CLWA on the Project. Such a request must provide
the name of the Tribe’s designated lead contact person and should be directed to:

Keith Abercrombie
Retail Manager
26521 Summit Circle
Santa Clarita, CA 91350

Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions or concerns regarding the
above at (661) 259-2737 or kabererombie@scwater.org.

Sincerely,

Keith Abercrombie
Retail Manager

KA/tbp/elb

4P
Attachments

cc: State of California, Native American Heritage Commission, Environmental and
Cultural Department, 1550 Harbor Boulevard, Suite 100, West Sacramento, CA 95691
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RecycledWaterProgram-Phase 2B
Pipeline,PumpStation and Tank InitialStudy/MitigatedNegativeDeclaration

Figure 1- Regional Location Map
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RecycledWater Program-Phase 2B
Pipeline,Pumpstation and Tank InitialStudy/Mitigated NegativeDeclaration

Figure 2-Proposed Project: CLWA Phase 2B Recycled Water System

5

755
272



TORRES MARTINEZ DESERT CAHU1LLA INDIANS

P.O. Box 1160
Thermal, CA 92274

(760) 397-0300- FAX (760) 397-8146

DJE (B E li @ din'
(HI MAY 12 2016 I
By

May 9,2016

To whom It may concern:

Re:California Environmental Quality Act Public Resources Code section 21080.3,subd.(b);California

Assembly Bill52,Request for Formal Notification of Proposed Projects within your jurisdiction that is

traditionally and culturally affiliated with the TorresMartinez Desert Cahuilla Indians.

The purpose of this letter is to request formalnotification of proposed projectswithin your jurisdiction
that is traditionally and culturally affiliatedwith theTorresMartinez Desert Cahuilla Indians,in
accordance with Public ResourcesCode Section 21080.3.1,subd.(b). Asof the dateof this letter,you
have been formally notified that the boundaries of your localgovernment's jurisdiction fallwithin the
area that is traditionally and culturally affiliatedwith theTorresMartinez DesertCahuilla Indians.
Additionally,TorresMartinez DesertCahuilla Indians has created specific requests and formal
procedures in accordance withCalifornia Assembly Bill 52:

Formalnoticeof and informationon proposed projects for which your agency will serve as a

lead agencyunder theCalifornia EnvironmentalQuality Act (CEQA),Public Resources Code
section 21000et seq.Pursuant toPublic ResourcesCode section 21080.3.1,subd.(b) shall be
sent to TorresMartinezDesertCahuilla Indians

Within14 days of determining that anapplication for a project is completeor of a decision by
your agency to undertake a project,a lead agencymust provide formal notification to Cultural
MonitoringCoordinator,MichaelMirelez,who is the designated contact and tribal
representative for the traditionally and culturally affiliatedTorresMartinez DesertCahuilla
Indians regardingnotifications pertaining toCalifornia AssemblyBill 52

Contact Information:
Michael Mirelez
Cultural Resource Coordinator
Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians

756
273



Address: P.O. Box 1160 Thermal, CA 92274

Office: 760-397-0300 ext:1213
Cell: 760-399-0022
Email: ;nn ot g

This notice shall consist of a formal written letter that includes:

• A description of the proposed project

• The project's location
• The lead agency contact information

• A clear and definitive statement that the tribe has 30 day to request consultation

• An Aerial Photo of the project Area

• Copies of the CHRIS Archaeological Record Search

Once the TorresMartinez Desert Cahuilla Indians has received the notification,we will
respondwithin 30 days as towhether we wish to initiate consultation as prescribed by
Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1, subd. (d), the TorresMartinez Desert Cahuilla
Indians,may request consultation, as defined by Public Resources Code section
21080.3.1, subd. (b),pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.2 to mitigate
any project impacts a specific project may cause to tribal cultural resources.

The lead agency shall begin the consultation process within 30 days of receiving the
Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians request for consultation and prior to the release of
a negative declaration,mitigated negative declaration,or environmental impact
statement.

Once a review of inadvertent discoveries has been completed by the Cultural Resource
Director,all information will then be transferred to the TorresMartinez Desert Cahuilla
Indians Tribal Council for a final decision and directive.

Sincerely,

MichaelMirelez
Cultural Resource Coordinator
TorresMartinez Desert Cahuilla Indians
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Rudy J.Ortega, Jr.
Tribal President

Tribal Historic & Cultural
Preservation Committee

Richard Ortega
Chairman

Femandeno Tataviam Band of Mission Indians

Tribal Historic & Cultural Preservation

August 1, 2017

SENT VIA EMAIL to kabercrombie@scwater.org

RE: Formal Comments for Castaic Lake Water Agency Phase 2B Recycled Water Project (Project)

Dear Mr. Abercrombie,

Thank you for the opportunity to consult and comment on the above referenced Project. I am writing to you
on behalf the Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation Department (“THCP”) of the Femandeno Tataviam
Band of Mission Indians (the “Tribe”), a sovereign Indian nation of northern Los Angeles County.

The Project property is located within the traditional and historic territory of the Tribe. It is associated with
culturally sensitive spaces heavily utilized and settled by ancestors of the Tribe near the Santa Clara River
drainage and surrounding foothills.

However, due to the facts that (1) all areas previously identified by THCP as areas of concern have been
previously and heavily developed, (2) some areas of concern have been previously monitored and given
cultural resources oversight by the Tribe for another project entitled Vista Canyon Development, whose
boundaries overlap with the above referenced Project, (3) no additional ground disturbance is to take place in
areas of native soil or areas that have not been graded to 5 to 20 ft in depth, and (4) the Project is a new
recycled water pipeline that will not be placed deeper than other existing pipelines (e.g., storm drains,
sewer), THCP finds that the project has no potential impact on its tribal cultural resources. Additionally,
THCP requests that, should any tribal cultural resources be discovered upon excavation or Project plans be
changed, the THCPO Kimia Fatehi shall be notified immediately at (818)837-0794 or kfatehi@tataviam-
nsn.us.

Consultation with the Tribe may be considered concluded. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
« • .

^lmia^atehi
Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation Officer

1019 Second Street, Suite 1|San Fernando|California, 91340|(818) 837-0794 | Fax (818) 837-0796| thcp@tataviam-nsn.us

758
275



SANTA CLARITA WATER, A DIVISION OF CASTAIC LAKE WATER AGENCY

26521 SUMMIT CIRCLE • SANTA CLARITA, CALIFORNIA 91350-3049 • (661) 259-2737
MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. BOX 903 • SANTA CLARITA, CALIFORNIA 91380-9003

August 8, 2017

Kimia Fatehi
Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation Officer
Femandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians
1019 Second Street, Suite 1
San Fernando, CA 91340

Re: Formal Comments for Castaic Lake Water Agency Phase 2B Recycled Water
Project and Conclusion of Tribal Consultation

Dear Ms. Fatehi

Thank you for your August 1, 2017 letter with formal comments for the above
referenced project concluding Consultation with the Femandefio Tataviam Band of
Mission Indians (the “Tribe”). This letter is to confirm that the Castaic Lake Water
Agency (CLWA) will include a recommended mitigation measure in the CLWA Mitigated
Negative Declaration to immediately notify the Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation
Department (as noted in your August 1, 2017 letter) should any tribal cultural resources
be discovered upon excavation, or if Project plans are changed significantly.

It is our understanding that this concludes our consultation with the Tribe pursuant to AB
52. Thank you for your interest in our project.

Sincerely,

Keith Abercrombie
Retail Manager

cc: State of California, Native American Heritage Commission, Environmental and
Cultural Department, 1550 Harbor Boulevard, Suite 100, West Sacramento, CA
95691
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Ap p e nd ix B 
Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Modeling
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Project Characteristics - Construction emissions only.

Land Use - Size of disturbance area

Construction Phase - Provided by SCV Water.

Off-road Equipment - Provided by SCV Water

Off-road Equipment - Grader is proxy to allow for soil export

Trips and VMT - Two trips for water truck, two trips for utility truck

Grading - Provided by SCV Water

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - SCAQMD Rule 403

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 0.55 Acre 0.55 23,958.00 0

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization

Climate Zone

Urban

9

Wind Speed (m/s) Precipitation Freq (Days)2.2 31

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data

1.0 Project Characteristics

Utility Company User Defined

2022Operational Year

CO2 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)

0 0CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)

0N2O Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)

SCV Water Phase 2B Tank Project

South Coast AQMD Air District, Winter

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2 Date: 10/21/2020 12:24 PMPage 1 of 15
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2.0 Emissions Summary

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value

tblConstructionPhase NumDays 2.00 20.00

tblConstructionPhase NumDays 2.00 5.00

tblGrading MaterialExported 0.00 6,000.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 0.00 1.00

tblOffRoadEquipment PhaseName Soil Export

tblTripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 0.00 4.00

tblTripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 3.00 0.00
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2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Year lb/day lb/day

2021 1.9075 46.1908 17.7216 0.1281 3.6805 0.5008 4.1812 1.1986 0.4651 1.6637 0.0000 13,708.54
62

13,708.54
62

1.2818 0.0000 13,740.59
19

Maximum 1.9075 46.1908 17.7216 0.1281 3.6805 0.5008 4.1812 1.1986 0.4651 1.6637 0.0000 13,708.54
62

13,708.54
62

1.2818 0.0000 13,740.59
19

Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Year lb/day lb/day

2021 1.9075 46.1908 17.7216 0.1281 3.1918 0.5008 3.6926 0.9597 0.4651 1.4248 0.0000 13,708.54
62

13,708.54
62

1.2818 0.0000 13,740.59
19

Maximum 1.9075 46.1908 17.7216 0.1281 3.1918 0.5008 3.6926 0.9597 0.4651 1.4248 0.0000 13,708.54
62

13,708.54
62

1.2818 0.0000 13,740.59
19

Mitigated Construction

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e

Percent 
Reduction

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 13.28 0.00 11.69 19.93 0.00 14.36 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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2.2 Overall Operational

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Area 0.0103 0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 1.3000e-
004

Energy 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mobile 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0103 0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 0.0000 1.3000e-
004

Unmitigated Operational

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Area 0.0103 0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 1.3000e-
004

Energy 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mobile 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0103 0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 0.0000 1.3000e-
004

Mitigated Operational

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2 Date: 10/21/2020 12:24 PMPage 4 of 15

SCV Water Phase 2B Tank Project - South Coast AQMD Air District, Winter

282



3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase

Phase 
Number

Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days 
Week

Num Days Phase Description

1 Berm Construction Grading 5/3/2021 5/28/2021 5 20

2 Soil Export Grading 5/3/2021 5/7/2021 5 5

OffRoad Equipment

Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor

Berm Construction Excavators 1 8.00 158 0.38

Berm Construction Rubber Tired Dozers 1 1.00 247 0.40

Berm Construction Skid Steer Loaders 1 8.00 65 0.37

Berm Construction Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 2 6.00 97 0.37

Soil Export Graders 1 0.00 187 0.41

Trips and VMT

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e

Percent 
Reduction

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0; Striped Parking Area: 0 (Architectural 
Coating sqft)

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0

Acres of Paving: 0.55

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2 Date: 10/21/2020 12:24 PMPage 5 of 15

SCV Water Phase 2B Tank Project - South Coast AQMD Air District, Winter

283



3.2 Berm Construction - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Fugitive Dust 0.7528 0.0000 0.7528 0.4138 0.0000 0.4138 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.7164 7.3721 8.5568 0.0130 0.3795 0.3795 0.3491 0.3491 1,255.159
5

1,255.159
5

0.4059 1,265.308
1

Total 0.7164 7.3721 8.5568 0.0130 0.7528 0.3795 1.1323 0.4138 0.3491 0.7629 1,255.159
5

1,255.159
5

0.4059 1,265.308
1

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction

Water Exposed Area

Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
Count

Worker Trip 
Number

Vendor Trip 
Number

Hauling Trip 
Number

Worker Trip 
Length

Vendor Trip 
Length

Hauling Trip 
Length

Worker Vehicle 
Class

Vendor 
Vehicle Class

Hauling 
Vehicle Class

Berm Construction 5 13.00 4.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00 LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT

Soil Export 1 0.00 0.00 750.00 14.70 6.90 20.00 LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
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3.2 Berm Construction - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Vendor 0.0117 0.3803 0.1013 9.9000e-
004

0.0256 7.9000e-
004

0.0264 7.3700e-
003

7.6000e-
004

8.1300e-
003

105.8201 105.8201 7.0800e-
003

105.9971

Worker 0.0600 0.0390 0.4401 1.3500e-
003

0.1453 1.0700e-
003

0.1464 0.0385 9.9000e-
004

0.0395 134.6368 134.6368 3.6100e-
003

134.7270

Total 0.0717 0.4193 0.5414 2.3400e-
003

0.1709 1.8600e-
003

0.1728 0.0459 1.7500e-
003

0.0477 240.4569 240.4569 0.0107 240.7241

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Fugitive Dust 0.3387 0.0000 0.3387 0.1862 0.0000 0.1862 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.7164 7.3721 8.5568 0.0130 0.3795 0.3795 0.3491 0.3491 0.0000 1,255.159
5

1,255.159
5

0.4059 1,265.308
1

Total 0.7164 7.3721 8.5568 0.0130 0.3387 0.3795 0.7182 0.1862 0.3491 0.5353 0.0000 1,255.159
5

1,255.159
5

0.4059 1,265.308
1

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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3.2 Berm Construction - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Vendor 0.0117 0.3803 0.1013 9.9000e-
004

0.0256 7.9000e-
004

0.0264 7.3700e-
003

7.6000e-
004

8.1300e-
003

105.8201 105.8201 7.0800e-
003

105.9971

Worker 0.0600 0.0390 0.4401 1.3500e-
003

0.1453 1.0700e-
003

0.1464 0.0385 9.9000e-
004

0.0395 134.6368 134.6368 3.6100e-
003

134.7270

Total 0.0717 0.4193 0.5414 2.3400e-
003

0.1709 1.8600e-
003

0.1728 0.0459 1.7500e-
003

0.0477 240.4569 240.4569 0.0107 240.7241

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

3.3 Soil Export - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Fugitive Dust 0.1357 0.0000 0.1357 0.0206 0.0000 0.0206 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1357 0.0000 0.1357 0.0206 0.0000 0.0206 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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3.3 Soil Export - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Hauling 1.1194 38.3995 8.6234 0.1128 2.6211 0.1194 2.7405 0.7183 0.1143 0.8326 12,212.92
98

12,212.92
98

0.8652 12,234.55
97

Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Worker 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 1.1194 38.3995 8.6234 0.1128 2.6211 0.1194 2.7405 0.7183 0.1143 0.8326 12,212.92
98

12,212.92
98

0.8652 12,234.55
97

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Fugitive Dust 0.0611 0.0000 0.0611 9.2500e-
003

0.0000 9.2500e-
003

0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0611 0.0000 0.0611 9.2500e-
003

0.0000 9.2500e-
003

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile

3.3 Soil Export - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Hauling 1.1194 38.3995 8.6234 0.1128 2.6211 0.1194 2.7405 0.7183 0.1143 0.8326 12,212.92
98

12,212.92
98

0.8652 12,234.55
97

Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Worker 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 1.1194 38.3995 8.6234 0.1128 2.6211 0.1194 2.7405 0.7183 0.1143 0.8326 12,212.92
98

12,212.92
98

0.8652 12,234.55
97

Mitigated Construction Off-Site
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Unmitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

4.2 Trip Summary Information

4.3 Trip Type Information

Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated

Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00

Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %

Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 16.60 8.40 6.90 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 0 0

5.0 Energy Detail

4.4 Fleet Mix

Land Use LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 0.549559 0.042893 0.201564 0.118533 0.015569 0.005846 0.021394 0.034255 0.002099 0.001828 0.004855 0.000709 0.000896

Historical Energy Use: N
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

NaturalGas 
Mitigated

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

NaturalGas 
Unmitigated

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

NaturalGa
s Use

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kBTU/yr lb/day lb/day

Other Non-
Asphalt Surfaces

0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Unmitigated

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

6.0 Area Detail

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated 0.0103 0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 1.3000e-
004

Unmitigated 0.0103 0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 1.3000e-
004

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

NaturalGa
s Use

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kBTU/yr lb/day lb/day

Other Non-
Asphalt Surfaces

0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mitigated
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7.0 Water Detail

6.2 Area by SubCategory

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

SubCategory lb/day lb/day

Architectural 
Coating

1.8200e-
003

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Consumer 
Products

8.4900e-
003

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Landscaping 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 1.3000e-
004

Total 0.0103 0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 1.3000e-
004

Unmitigated

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

SubCategory lb/day lb/day

Architectural 
Coating

1.8200e-
003

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Consumer 
Products

8.4900e-
003

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Landscaping 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 1.3000e-
004

Total 0.0103 0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 1.3000e-
004

Mitigated
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

7.0 Water Detail

8.0 Waste Detail

11.0 Vegetation

9.0 Operational Offroad

Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

10.0 Stationary Equipment

Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators

Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Hours/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

Boilers

Equipment Type Number Heat Input/Day Heat Input/Year Boiler Rating Fuel Type

User Defined Equipment

Equipment Type Number
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Project Characteristics - Construction emissions only.

Land Use - Size of disturbance area

Construction Phase - Provided by SCV Water.

Off-road Equipment - Provided by SCV Water

Off-road Equipment - Grader is proxy to allow for soil export

Trips and VMT - Two trips for water truck, two trips for utility truck

Grading - Provided by SCV Water

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - SCAQMD Rule 403

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 0.55 Acre 0.55 23,958.00 0

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization

Climate Zone

Urban

9

Wind Speed (m/s) Precipitation Freq (Days)2.2 31

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data

1.0 Project Characteristics

Utility Company User Defined

2022Operational Year

CO2 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)

0 0CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)

0N2O Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)

SCV Water Phase 2B Tank Project

South Coast AQMD Air District, Summer
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2.0 Emissions Summary

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value

tblConstructionPhase NumDays 2.00 20.00

tblConstructionPhase NumDays 2.00 5.00

tblGrading MaterialExported 0.00 6,000.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 0.00 1.00

tblOffRoadEquipment PhaseName Soil Export

tblTripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 0.00 4.00

tblTripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 3.00 0.00
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2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Year lb/day lb/day

2021 1.8708 45.7375 17.1700 0.1304 3.6805 0.4990 4.1794 1.1986 0.4634 1.6619 0.0000 13,951.19
08

13,951.19
08

1.2465 0.0000 13,982.35
43

Maximum 1.8708 45.7375 17.1700 0.1304 3.6805 0.4990 4.1794 1.1986 0.4634 1.6619 0.0000 13,951.19
08

13,951.19
08

1.2465 0.0000 13,982.35
43

Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Year lb/day lb/day

2021 1.8708 45.7375 17.1700 0.1304 3.1918 0.4990 3.6908 0.9597 0.4634 1.4230 0.0000 13,951.19
08

13,951.19
08

1.2465 0.0000 13,982.35
43

Maximum 1.8708 45.7375 17.1700 0.1304 3.1918 0.4990 3.6908 0.9597 0.4634 1.4230 0.0000 13,951.19
08

13,951.19
08

1.2465 0.0000 13,982.35
43

Mitigated Construction

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e

Percent 
Reduction

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 13.28 0.00 11.69 19.93 0.00 14.37 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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2.2 Overall Operational

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Area 0.0103 0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 1.3000e-
004

Energy 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mobile 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0103 0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 0.0000 1.3000e-
004

Unmitigated Operational

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Area 0.0103 0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 1.3000e-
004

Energy 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mobile 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0103 0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 0.0000 1.3000e-
004

Mitigated Operational
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3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase

Phase 
Number

Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days 
Week

Num Days Phase Description

1 Berm Construction Grading 5/3/2021 5/28/2021 5 20

2 Soil Export Grading 5/3/2021 5/7/2021 5 5

OffRoad Equipment

Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor

Berm Construction Excavators 1 8.00 158 0.38

Berm Construction Rubber Tired Dozers 1 1.00 247 0.40

Berm Construction Skid Steer Loaders 1 8.00 65 0.37

Berm Construction Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 2 6.00 97 0.37

Soil Export Graders 1 0.00 187 0.41

Trips and VMT

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e

Percent 
Reduction

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0; Striped Parking Area: 0 (Architectural 
Coating sqft)

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0

Acres of Paving: 0.55
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3.2 Berm Construction - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Fugitive Dust 0.7528 0.0000 0.7528 0.4138 0.0000 0.4138 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.7164 7.3721 8.5568 0.0130 0.3795 0.3795 0.3491 0.3491 1,255.159
5

1,255.159
5

0.4059 1,265.308
1

Total 0.7164 7.3721 8.5568 0.0130 0.7528 0.3795 1.1323 0.4138 0.3491 0.7629 1,255.159
5

1,255.159
5

0.4059 1,265.308
1

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction

Water Exposed Area

Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
Count

Worker Trip 
Number

Vendor Trip 
Number

Hauling Trip 
Number

Worker Trip 
Length

Vendor Trip 
Length

Hauling Trip 
Length

Worker Vehicle 
Class

Vendor 
Vehicle Class

Hauling 
Vehicle Class

Berm Construction 5 13.00 4.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00 LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT

Soil Export 1 0.00 0.00 750.00 14.70 6.90 20.00 LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
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3.2 Berm Construction - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Vendor 0.0111 0.3815 0.0905 1.0200e-
003

0.0256 7.7000e-
004

0.0264 7.3700e-
003

7.3000e-
004

8.1000e-
003

108.9754 108.9754 6.5900e-
003

109.1402

Worker 0.0549 0.0356 0.4897 1.4400e-
003

0.1453 1.0700e-
003

0.1464 0.0385 9.9000e-
004

0.0395 143.9624 143.9624 3.8700e-
003

144.0592

Total 0.0660 0.4171 0.5803 2.4600e-
003

0.1709 1.8400e-
003

0.1728 0.0459 1.7200e-
003

0.0476 252.9378 252.9378 0.0105 253.1994

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Fugitive Dust 0.3387 0.0000 0.3387 0.1862 0.0000 0.1862 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.7164 7.3721 8.5568 0.0130 0.3795 0.3795 0.3491 0.3491 0.0000 1,255.159
5

1,255.159
5

0.4059 1,265.308
1

Total 0.7164 7.3721 8.5568 0.0130 0.3387 0.3795 0.7182 0.1862 0.3491 0.5353 0.0000 1,255.159
5

1,255.159
5

0.4059 1,265.308
1

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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3.2 Berm Construction - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Vendor 0.0111 0.3815 0.0905 1.0200e-
003

0.0256 7.7000e-
004

0.0264 7.3700e-
003

7.3000e-
004

8.1000e-
003

108.9754 108.9754 6.5900e-
003

109.1402

Worker 0.0549 0.0356 0.4897 1.4400e-
003

0.1453 1.0700e-
003

0.1464 0.0385 9.9000e-
004

0.0395 143.9624 143.9624 3.8700e-
003

144.0592

Total 0.0660 0.4171 0.5803 2.4600e-
003

0.1709 1.8400e-
003

0.1728 0.0459 1.7200e-
003

0.0476 252.9378 252.9378 0.0105 253.1994

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

3.3 Soil Export - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Fugitive Dust 0.1357 0.0000 0.1357 0.0206 0.0000 0.0206 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1357 0.0000 0.1357 0.0206 0.0000 0.0206 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2 Date: 10/21/2020 12:29 PMPage 8 of 15

SCV Water Phase 2B Tank Project - South Coast AQMD Air District, Summer

301



3.3 Soil Export - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Hauling 1.0884 37.9483 8.0329 0.1150 2.6211 0.1176 2.7387 0.7183 0.1125 0.8308 12,443.09
35

12,443.09
35

0.8301 12,463.84
68

Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Worker 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 1.0884 37.9483 8.0329 0.1150 2.6211 0.1176 2.7387 0.7183 0.1125 0.8308 12,443.09
35

12,443.09
35

0.8301 12,463.84
68

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Fugitive Dust 0.0611 0.0000 0.0611 9.2500e-
003

0.0000 9.2500e-
003

0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0611 0.0000 0.0611 9.2500e-
003

0.0000 9.2500e-
003

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile

3.3 Soil Export - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Hauling 1.0884 37.9483 8.0329 0.1150 2.6211 0.1176 2.7387 0.7183 0.1125 0.8308 12,443.09
35

12,443.09
35

0.8301 12,463.84
68

Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Worker 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 1.0884 37.9483 8.0329 0.1150 2.6211 0.1176 2.7387 0.7183 0.1125 0.8308 12,443.09
35

12,443.09
35

0.8301 12,463.84
68

Mitigated Construction Off-Site
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Unmitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

4.2 Trip Summary Information

4.3 Trip Type Information

Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated

Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00

Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %

Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 16.60 8.40 6.90 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 0 0

5.0 Energy Detail

4.4 Fleet Mix

Land Use LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 0.549559 0.042893 0.201564 0.118533 0.015569 0.005846 0.021394 0.034255 0.002099 0.001828 0.004855 0.000709 0.000896

Historical Energy Use: N
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

NaturalGas 
Mitigated

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

NaturalGas 
Unmitigated

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

NaturalGa
s Use

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kBTU/yr lb/day lb/day

Other Non-
Asphalt Surfaces

0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Unmitigated

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

6.0 Area Detail

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated 0.0103 0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 1.3000e-
004

Unmitigated 0.0103 0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 1.3000e-
004

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

NaturalGa
s Use

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kBTU/yr lb/day lb/day

Other Non-
Asphalt Surfaces

0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mitigated
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7.0 Water Detail

6.2 Area by SubCategory

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

SubCategory lb/day lb/day

Architectural 
Coating

1.8200e-
003

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Consumer 
Products

8.4900e-
003

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Landscaping 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 1.3000e-
004

Total 0.0103 0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 1.3000e-
004

Unmitigated

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

SubCategory lb/day lb/day

Architectural 
Coating

1.8200e-
003

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Consumer 
Products

8.4900e-
003

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Landscaping 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 1.3000e-
004

Total 0.0103 0.0000 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

0.0000 1.3000e-
004

Mitigated
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

7.0 Water Detail

8.0 Waste Detail

11.0 Vegetation

9.0 Operational Offroad

Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

10.0 Stationary Equipment

Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators

Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Hours/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

Boilers

Equipment Type Number Heat Input/Day Heat Input/Year Boiler Rating Fuel Type

User Defined Equipment

Equipment Type Number
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Project Characteristics - Construction emissions only.

Land Use - Size of disturbance area

Construction Phase - Provided by SCV Water.

Off-road Equipment - Provided by SCV Water

Off-road Equipment - Grader is proxy to allow for soil export

Trips and VMT - Two trips for water truck, two trips for utility truck

Grading - Provided by SCV Water

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - SCAQMD Rule 403

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 0.55 Acre 0.55 23,958.00 0

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization

Climate Zone

Urban

9

Wind Speed (m/s) Precipitation Freq (Days)2.2 31

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data

1.0 Project Characteristics

Utility Company User Defined

2022Operational Year

CO2 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)

0 0CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)

0N2O Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)

SCV Water Phase 2B Tank Project

South Coast AQMD Air District, Annual
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2.0 Emissions Summary

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value

tblConstructionPhase NumDays 2.00 20.00

tblConstructionPhase NumDays 2.00 5.00

tblGrading MaterialExported 0.00 6,000.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 0.00 1.00

tblOffRoadEquipment PhaseName Soil Export

tblTripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 0.00 4.00

tblTripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 3.00 0.00
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2.1 Overall Construction

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Year tons/yr MT/yr

2021 0.0106 0.1757 0.1118 4.4000e-
004

0.0160 4.1100e-
003

0.0201 6.4100e-
003

3.7900e-
003

0.0102 0.0000 41.6068 41.6068 5.6900e-
003

0.0000 41.7492

Maximum 0.0106 0.1757 0.1118 4.4000e-
004

0.0160 4.1100e-
003

0.0201 6.4100e-
003

3.7900e-
003

0.0102 0.0000 41.6068 41.6068 5.6900e-
003

0.0000 41.7492

Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Year tons/yr MT/yr

2021 0.0106 0.1757 0.1118 4.4000e-
004

0.0117 4.1100e-
003

0.0158 4.1100e-
003

3.7900e-
003

7.9000e-
003

0.0000 41.6068 41.6068 5.6900e-
003

0.0000 41.7491

Maximum 0.0106 0.1757 0.1118 4.4000e-
004

0.0117 4.1100e-
003

0.0158 4.1100e-
003

3.7900e-
003

7.9000e-
003

0.0000 41.6068 41.6068 5.6900e-
003

0.0000 41.7491

Mitigated Construction

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e

Percent 
Reduction

0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 27.02 0.00 21.49 35.88 0.00 22.55 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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2.2 Overall Operational

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Area 1.8800e-
003

0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

Energy 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mobile 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 1.8800e-
003

0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

Unmitigated Operational

Quarter Start Date End Date Maximum Unmitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter) Maximum Mitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter)

1 5-3-2021 8-2-2021 0.1493 0.1493

Highest 0.1493 0.1493
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2.2 Overall Operational

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Area 1.8800e-
003

0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

Energy 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mobile 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 1.8800e-
003

0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

Mitigated Operational

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase

Phase 
Number

Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days 
Week

Num Days Phase Description

1 Berm Construction Grading 5/3/2021 5/28/2021 5 20

2 Soil Export Grading 5/3/2021 5/7/2021 5 5

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e

Percent 
Reduction

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 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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3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction

Water Exposed Area

OffRoad Equipment

Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor

Berm Construction Excavators 1 8.00 158 0.38

Berm Construction Rubber Tired Dozers 1 1.00 247 0.40

Berm Construction Skid Steer Loaders 1 8.00 65 0.37

Berm Construction Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 2 6.00 97 0.37

Soil Export Graders 1 0.00 187 0.41

Trips and VMT

Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
Count

Worker Trip 
Number

Vendor Trip 
Number

Hauling Trip 
Number

Worker Trip 
Length

Vendor Trip 
Length

Hauling Trip 
Length

Worker Vehicle 
Class

Vendor 
Vehicle Class

Hauling 
Vehicle Class

Berm Construction 5 13.00 4.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00 LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT

Soil Export 1 0.00 0.00 750.00 14.70 6.90 20.00 LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0; Striped Parking Area: 0 (Architectural 
Coating sqft)

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0

Acres of Paving: 0.55
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3.2 Berm Construction - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Fugitive Dust 7.5300e-
003

0.0000 7.5300e-
003

4.1400e-
003

0.0000 4.1400e-
003

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 7.1600e-
003

0.0737 0.0856 1.3000e-
004

3.7900e-
003

3.7900e-
003

3.4900e-
003

3.4900e-
003

0.0000 11.3866 11.3866 3.6800e-
003

0.0000 11.4787

Total 7.1600e-
003

0.0737 0.0856 1.3000e-
004

7.5300e-
003

3.7900e-
003

0.0113 4.1400e-
003

3.4900e-
003

7.6300e-
003

0.0000 11.3866 11.3866 3.6800e-
003

0.0000 11.4787

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Vendor 1.1000e-
004

3.8700e-
003

9.6000e-
004

1.0000e-
005

2.5000e-
004

1.0000e-
005

2.6000e-
004

7.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

8.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.9766 0.9766 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.9781

Worker 5.4000e-
004

4.0000e-
004

4.5300e-
003

1.0000e-
005

1.4300e-
003

1.0000e-
005

1.4400e-
003

3.8000e-
004

1.0000e-
005

3.9000e-
004

0.0000 1.2424 1.2424 3.0000e-
005

0.0000 1.2432

Total 6.5000e-
004

4.2700e-
003

5.4900e-
003

2.0000e-
005

1.6800e-
003

2.0000e-
005

1.7000e-
003

4.5000e-
004

2.0000e-
005

4.7000e-
004

0.0000 2.2190 2.2190 9.0000e-
005

0.0000 2.2213

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
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3.2 Berm Construction - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Fugitive Dust 3.3900e-
003

0.0000 3.3900e-
003

1.8600e-
003

0.0000 1.8600e-
003

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 7.1600e-
003

0.0737 0.0856 1.3000e-
004

3.7900e-
003

3.7900e-
003

3.4900e-
003

3.4900e-
003

0.0000 11.3866 11.3866 3.6800e-
003

0.0000 11.4787

Total 7.1600e-
003

0.0737 0.0856 1.3000e-
004

3.3900e-
003

3.7900e-
003

7.1800e-
003

1.8600e-
003

3.4900e-
003

5.3500e-
003

0.0000 11.3866 11.3866 3.6800e-
003

0.0000 11.4787

Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Vendor 1.1000e-
004

3.8700e-
003

9.6000e-
004

1.0000e-
005

2.5000e-
004

1.0000e-
005

2.6000e-
004

7.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

8.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.9766 0.9766 6.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.9781

Worker 5.4000e-
004

4.0000e-
004

4.5300e-
003

1.0000e-
005

1.4300e-
003

1.0000e-
005

1.4400e-
003

3.8000e-
004

1.0000e-
005

3.9000e-
004

0.0000 1.2424 1.2424 3.0000e-
005

0.0000 1.2432

Total 6.5000e-
004

4.2700e-
003

5.4900e-
003

2.0000e-
005

1.6800e-
003

2.0000e-
005

1.7000e-
003

4.5000e-
004

2.0000e-
005

4.7000e-
004

0.0000 2.2190 2.2190 9.0000e-
005

0.0000 2.2213

Mitigated Construction Off-Site
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3.3 Soil Export - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Fugitive Dust 3.4000e-
004

0.0000 3.4000e-
004

5.0000e-
005

0.0000 5.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 3.4000e-
004

0.0000 3.4000e-
004

5.0000e-
005

0.0000 5.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Hauling 2.7500e-
003

0.0977 0.0207 2.9000e-
004

6.4500e-
003

3.0000e-
004

6.7400e-
003

1.7700e-
003

2.8000e-
004

2.0500e-
003

0.0000 28.0012 28.0012 1.9200e-
003

0.0000 28.0492

Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Worker 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 2.7500e-
003

0.0977 0.0207 2.9000e-
004

6.4500e-
003

3.0000e-
004

6.7400e-
003

1.7700e-
003

2.8000e-
004

2.0500e-
003

0.0000 28.0012 28.0012 1.9200e-
003

0.0000 28.0492

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
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4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile

3.3 Soil Export - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Fugitive Dust 1.5000e-
004

0.0000 1.5000e-
004

2.0000e-
005

0.0000 2.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.5000e-
004

0.0000 1.5000e-
004

2.0000e-
005

0.0000 2.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Hauling 2.7500e-
003

0.0977 0.0207 2.9000e-
004

6.4500e-
003

3.0000e-
004

6.7400e-
003

1.7700e-
003

2.8000e-
004

2.0500e-
003

0.0000 28.0012 28.0012 1.9200e-
003

0.0000 28.0492

Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Worker 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 2.7500e-
003

0.0977 0.0207 2.9000e-
004

6.4500e-
003

3.0000e-
004

6.7400e-
003

1.7700e-
003

2.8000e-
004

2.0500e-
003

0.0000 28.0012 28.0012 1.9200e-
003

0.0000 28.0492

Mitigated Construction Off-Site
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Unmitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile

4.2 Trip Summary Information

4.3 Trip Type Information

Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated

Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00

Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %

Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 16.60 8.40 6.90 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 0 0

4.4 Fleet Mix

Land Use LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 0.549559 0.042893 0.201564 0.118533 0.015569 0.005846 0.021394 0.034255 0.002099 0.001828 0.004855 0.000709 0.000896
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5.0 Energy Detail

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Electricity 
Mitigated

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Electricity 
Unmitigated

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

NaturalGas 
Mitigated

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

NaturalGas 
Unmitigated

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy

Historical Energy Use: N

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2 Date: 10/21/2020 12:30 PMPage 12 of 20

SCV Water Phase 2B Tank Project - South Coast AQMD Air District, Annual

320



5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

NaturalGa
s Use

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr

Other Non-
Asphalt Surfaces

0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Unmitigated

NaturalGa
s Use

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr

Other Non-
Asphalt Surfaces

0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mitigated
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

6.0 Area Detail

5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity

Electricity 
Use

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr

Other Non-
Asphalt Surfaces

0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Unmitigated

Electricity 
Use

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr

Other Non-
Asphalt Surfaces

0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mitigated
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated 1.8800e-
003

0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

Unmitigated 1.8800e-
003

0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

6.2 Area by SubCategory

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr

Architectural 
Coating

3.3000e-
004

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Consumer 
Products

1.5500e-
003

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Landscaping 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

Total 1.8800e-
003

0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

Unmitigated
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7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

7.0 Water Detail

6.2 Area by SubCategory

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr

Architectural 
Coating

3.3000e-
004

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Consumer 
Products

1.5500e-
003

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Landscaping 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

Total 1.8800e-
003

0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

Mitigated
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Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category MT/yr

Mitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Unmitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

7.2 Water by Land Use

Indoor/Out
door Use

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use Mgal MT/yr

Other Non-
Asphalt Surfaces

0 / 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Unmitigated
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

7.2 Water by Land Use

Indoor/Out
door Use

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use Mgal MT/yr

Other Non-
Asphalt Surfaces

0 / 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mitigated

8.0 Waste Detail

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

MT/yr

 Mitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

 Unmitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Category/Year
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8.2 Waste by Land Use

Waste 
Disposed

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use tons MT/yr

Other Non-
Asphalt Surfaces

0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Unmitigated

Waste 
Disposed

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use tons MT/yr

Other Non-
Asphalt Surfaces

0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mitigated

9.0 Operational Offroad

Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
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11.0 Vegetation

10.0 Stationary Equipment

Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators

Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Hours/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

Boilers

Equipment Type Number Heat Input/Day Heat Input/Year Boiler Rating Fuel Type

User Defined Equipment

Equipment Type Number
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Ap p e nd ix C  
Cultural Resources Assessment
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 Rincon Consultants, Inc. 
 1 8 0  N o r t h  A s h w o o d  A v en u e  
 Ven tu ra ,  Ca l i fo rn ia  93003 
  
 8 0 5  6 4 4  4 4 5 5  O F F I C E  A N D  F A X  
  
 i n f o @ r i n c o n c o n s u l t a n t s . c o m 
 w w w . r i n c o n c o n s u l t a n t s . c o m  
 

E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S c i e n t i s t s  P l a n n e r s  E n g i n e e r s  

November 9, 2020 
Project No: 20-10278 

Mr. Rick sasilopulos, Water Resources Planner 
Santa Clarita salley Water Agency 
26521 Summit Circle 
Santa Clarita, California 91350 
sia email: rvasilopulos@scvwa.org  

Subject:  Cultural Resources Assessment for the Phase 2B Recycled Water Tank Project,  
Santa Clarita, Los Angeles County California  

Dear Mr. sasilopulos: 

The Santa Clarita salley Water Agency (SCs Water) retained Rincon Consultants, Inc. (Rincon) to conduct 
a cultural resources assessment for the proposed Phase 2B Recycled Water Tank Project (Modified 
Project), in Santa Clarita, Los Angeles County, California. Rincon understands that an Initial Study-
Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS-MND) was adopted by SCs Water for the Phase 2B Recycled Water 
System Project in 2017 (Original Project). The Modified Project site lies approximately 60 meters (200 
feet) east of the Original Project site. This letter report documents the results of a cultural resources 
records search and pedestrian field survey for the Modified Project. The Modified Project is subject to 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). SCs Water is the lead agency under CEQA.  

Project Background 
The Original Project included a transmission pipeline from the sista Canyon pump station, a one-million-
gallon recycled water tank located approximately 1.25 miles southeast of the sista Canyon development 
near the existing Cherry Willow potable water tanks, distribution pipelines to serve major customers, 
and a backup potable water supply line from the existing Cherry Willow potable water tanks to the new 
recycled water tank in the event of an interruption in recycled water flow.  

Greenwood and Associates conducted an archaeological inventory for the Original Project in 2017. The 
Greenwood and Associates cultural resources assessment included a records search of the California 
Historical Resources Information System’s (CHRIS) South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) 
located at California State University, Fullerton, archival research, and a pedestrian field survey of the 
Original Project site. The records search included a 0.5-mile search radius that encompassed the 
Modified Project site. The records search identified eight previously conducted cultural resources 
studies and four previously recorded cultural resources within the 0.5-mile radius of the Original Project 
site (Foster 2017). Greenwood and Associates do not indicate if the studies and/or resources are within 
the Original Project site; however, the fact that no resources were recorded or observed during the 
pedestrian survey suggests that none of the previously recorded resources were within the Original 
Project site. Greenwood and Associates did identify a known historical resource, CA-LAN-4356H, the 
remnants of the 1860 Mitchell Ranch, approximately 1,600 meters (5,250 feet) east of the Original 
Project site.  
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In 2020, the Original Project tank site was deemed unsuitable due to landslide and slope stability issues 
that would require costly engineered buttress fill and/or drilled cast-in-place concrete piles/shear pins. 
SCs Water, therefore, relocated the proposed recycled water tank site to an alternate existing graded 
pad site approximately 60 meters (200 feet) southeast of the Original Project tank site. 

Project Site 
The Modified Project site consists of an approximately 0.55-acre graded pad atop a northwest trending 
ridgeline, approximately 30 meters (100 feet) northwest of the existing Cherry Willow potable tanks. 
The Modified Project site is north of Cherry Willow Drive in Santa Clarita, Los Angeles County, California. 
The Modified Project site lies within the United States Geological Survey (USGS) Mountain Canyon 
quadrangle, Township 4 North, Range 15 West, and Section 26, 27, 34, and 35 (Figure 1 and Figure 2, 
Attachment A). The Modified Project site has been previously disturbed by development and extensive 
grading and terracing for the Cherry Willow potable tank site.  

Project Description 
The Modified Project involves the construction and operation of two 500,000-gallon recycled water 
tanks on the newly proposed graded pad site located approximately 60 meters (200 feet) southeast of 
the Original Project tank site. The Modified Project would be used to store recycled water generated by 
the nearby sista Canyon Water factory and would supply irrigation water to customers in the sista 
Canyon and Fair Oaks communities. The Modified Project would consist of two aboveground, welded 
steel tanks approximately 55 feet in diameter and 34 feet high. The 0.55-acre graded pad site is situated 
on a northwest trending ridgeline, approximately 30 meters (100 feet) northwest of the existing Cherry 
Willow potable tanks, and 11 feet lower in elevation. Removal of the top 20 feet of soil (maximum 
excavation depth) and recompaction would be required in part of the existing pad, to support the 
proposed recycled water tanks. Grading would be required to construct perimeter slopes and a 
vehicular entrance from the existing access road. The visual berm will be extended along the north side 
of the proposed recycled water tanks to provide screening. Approximately 6,000 cubic yards of soil are 
anticipated to be exported from the site. 

To accommodate the newly proposed tank site, the recycled water transmission pipeline (currently 
under construction) would need to be extended by approximately 105 linear meters (350 linear feet) 
within the paved roadway from the original tank site to the new tank site. All other project components 
associated with the Original Project would be unchanged.  

Cultural Resources Records Search  
Rincon received records search results from the CHRIS SCCIC at California State University, Fullerton on 
October 15, 2020. The purpose of the records search was to identify previously conducted cultural 
resources studies and previously recorded cultural resources within the Modified Project site and a 0.5-
mile radius extending from the Modified Project site. The records search included a review of the 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), the 
Office of Historic Preservation Historic Properties Directory, the California Inventory of Historic 
Resources, and the Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility list.  
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The SCCIC records search identified seven previously conducted cultural resources studies performed 
within the 0.5-mile radius of the Modified Project site (Table 1 and Attachment B); one of the studies, 
LA-00467, evaluated portions of the current Modified Project site. LA-00467 is described below. The 
Greenwood and Associates archaeological inventory conducted for the Original Project, discussed 
above, was not identified by the SCCIC and is, therefore, most likely not in the SCCIC files. 

The SCCIC search identified one previously recorded cultural resource within the 0.5-mile radius 
extending from the Modified Project site; no cultural resources are within the Modified Project site 
itself. Resource P-19-101228 was recorded as an isolated rhyolite core tool with a high domed scraper 
plane by Michael McIntyre in 1978. Due to the location and alteration of the landscape, McIntyre 
interpreted the deposition as due to current human occupation and tractor use in the area. The survey 
team collected the resource.  

Table 1 Previous Cultural Resource Studies within 0.5-mile of the Modified project Site 

Report 
Number Author Year Title 

Relationship 
to Modified 
Project Site 

LA-00467 McIntyre, M. J. and 
R. S Greenwood 

1979 Cultural Resource Survey of a Proposed Class I Landfill Near 
Sand Canyon, Upper Santa Clara River Valley, Los Angeles 
County, California 

Within 

LA-01369 Rector, C. H. 1984 Cultural Resources Inventory for the 1984 and Part of 1985 
California Metropolitan Project Area Public Lands Sale 
Program 

Outside 

LA-01515 Bissell, R. M. 1986 Cultural Resources Assessment of the Mitchell Properties, 
Santa Clarita Valley Area, Los Angeles County, California 

Outside 

LA-02193 Romani, J. F. 1990 Archaeological Assessment for the Proposed Santa Fe Specific 
Plan Southeast and Adjacent to the City of Santa Clarita Los 
Angeles County, California 

Outside 

LA-02442 Norwood, R. H. 1991 Cultural Resource Survey for Tentative Tract No. 50449 12.1 
Acres in Canyon Country Los Angeles County California 

Outside 

LA-03690 Wlodarski, R. J. 1997 Cultural Resources Evaluation City of Santa Clarita Circulation 
Element EIR 

Outside 

LA-04058 Wlodarski, R. J. 1998 Cultural Resources Evaluation: Golden Valley Ranch EIR City of 
Santa Clarita, Los Angeles County, California 

Outside 

*- Foster, J. M. 2017 Archeological Inventory – Santa Clarita Water Phase 28 
Project – Pipeline, Pump Station and Tank, City of Santa Clarita  

Outside 

Source: SCCIC 2020 
*Report not on file at the SCCIC; report provided by SCs Water 
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LA-00467 
Michael McIntyre and Roberta S. Greenwood prepared LA-00467, Cultural Resource Survey of a 
Proposed Class I Landfill Near Sand Canyon, Upper Santa Clara River Valley, Los Angeles County, 
California, in 1979. The study evaluated 307 acres for the development of a Class I Landfill for Liquid 
Wastes near Sand Canyon. The study included a historical review of the project site and surrounding 
areas, a review of state landmarks, a review of archaeological surveys in the general area, and a surface 
reconnaissance survey. The study efforts identified one prehistoric isolate (resource P-19-101228), 
outside the Modified Project site. The study included the entirety of the current Modified Project site; 
no cultural resources were identified within the Modified Project site during the study. 

Aerial Imagery and Historical Topographic Maps Review 
Rincon completed a review of historical topographic maps and aerial imagery to ascertain the 
development history of the Modified Project site. Historical topographic maps from 1900 to 1955 depict 
the Modified Project site as undeveloped land (NETR Online 2020). Aerial imagery from 1947 to 1954 
confirm the historical topographic mapping. From 1959 to 1978, aerial imagery depicts the Modified 
Project site planted with trees and a possible orchard, and a road to the south-east appearing in imagery 
from 1974 to 1978 (NETR Online 2020). Historical topographic maps confirm that from 1961 to 1988 the 
Modified Project site was lined with trees (NETR Online 2020). Imagery from 2002 to 2005 shows further 
development of the area and imagery from 2009 depicts the Cherry Willow potable tank site as 
developed and the Modified Project site in its current condition (NETR Online 2020).  

Assembly Bill 52 
As part of the Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) consultation conducted for the Original Project, SCs Water 
(formerly Castaic Lake Water Agency [CLWA]), sent AB 52 consultation letters to three Native American 
tribes who are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the Project area; the Fernandeño Tataviam 
Band of Mission Indians, the Gabrieleno Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians, and the Torres 
Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians. The Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians requested 
consultation for the Original Project. A meeting was held between SCs Water and Kimia Fatehi, Tribal 
Historical and Cultural Preservation Officer of the Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians. 
Consultation was concluded with the agreement to incorporate a mitigation measure stating that the 
Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians would be notified in the event of inadvertent 
archaeological resource finds during the Original Project (Tebo Environmental 2017). 

As a result of modifications to the Original Project, SCs Water sent AB 52 notification to the Fernandeño 
Tataviam Band of Mission Indians on October 27, 2020 to inform them of the modifications. On 
November 4, 2020, Jairo Avila, Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation Officer of the FTBMI, responded 
to the SCs Water outreach effort and stated that the FTBMI has no further questions or concerns 
regarding the Modified Project site. Additionally, Mr. Avila requested that Mitigation Measure CUL-1 
from the 2017 IS-MND be included for the Modified Project. Attachment C contains the full 
correspondence.  

Similar to the Original Project, no tribal cultural resources have been identified within the Modified 
Project site, located approximately 200 feet southeast of the Original Project site.  
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Pedestrian Field Survey 
Rincon Archaeologist Alyssa Newcomb, MS, Registered Professional Archaeologist (RPA), conducted a 
pedestrian field survey of the Modified Project site on October 20, 2020. Ms. Newcomb walked a series 
of pedestrian transects spaced no more than 15 meters apart where accessible and also conducted a 
visual reconnaissance of the graded slopes within the Modified Project site and a 100-foot buffer 
surrounding the site. Exposed ground surfaces were inspected for prehistoric cultural materials (e.g., 
flaked stone tools, tool-making debris, stone milling tools, ecofacts [marine shell and bone]), soil 
discoloration that might indicate the presence of a prehistoric midden deposit, historic-period debris 
(e.g., metal, glass, ceramics), and features that indicate the presence of former historic-period 
structures or buildings (e.g., standing exterior walls, foundations). Rodent burrows allowed visual 
inspection of subsurface soils. The Modified Project site has been extensively terraced with areas that 
have been heavily used and recently graded. Ground visibility ranged from poor (less than 15 percent) 
on vegetated, graded slopes to excellent (100 percent) in recently graded and flat areas. The Modified 
Project site has been heavily disturbed by previous construction grading and terracing that created a 
flat, graded pad and a 15- to 20-foot high berm around the Cherry Willow potable tank site. These 
extensive previous construction disturbances likely removed the upper soil layers that might have 
contained cultural resources. sisible soils within the Modified Project site consisted of light brown to tan 
colored sandy and silty loam with imported gravel likely due to recent modification and site use. Figure 3 
through Figure 6 in Attachment A depict site conditions during the pedestrian field survey. 

Findings and Recommendations 
The background research did not identify any cultural resources within the Modified Project site and no 
cultural resources were identified during the October 20, 2020 pedestrian field survey. The Modified 
Project site has been heavily disturbed, as evidenced by the site’s prior land use history including 
planting and removal of trees and a possible orchard, and extensive grading and terracing during the 
construction/installation of the Cherry Willow potable tanks. Given the negative results of the 
background research, the negative results of previous studies in the vicinity, the negative results of the 
current pedestrian survey of the Modified Project site, and the extent to which the Modified Project site 
has been disturbed, Rincon recommends a finding of less than significant impact to historical and 
archaeological resources for the purposes of CEQA and does not recommend any additional cultural 
resources work at this time. The following best management practices are recommended in the unlikely 
case of unanticipated discoveries during ground-disturbing activities.  

Unanticipated Discovery of Archaeological Resources 
In the unlikely event archaeological resources are unexpectedly encountered during ground-disturbing 
activities, work in the immediate area should be halted and an archaeologist meeting the Secretary of 
the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for archaeology (National Park Service 1983) should 
be contacted immediately to evaluate the find. If the find is prehistoric, then a Native American 
representative should also be contacted to participate in the evaluation of the find. If necessary, the 
evaluation may require preparation of a treatment plan and archaeological testing for California Register 
of Historical Resources (CRHR) eligibility. If the discovery proves to be eligible for the CRHR and cannot 
be avoided by the modified project, additional work, such as data recovery excavation, may be 
warranted to mitigate any significant impacts to historical resources. 
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Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains 
In the unlikely event of an unexpected discovery of human remains, all ground-disturbing activities in 
the vicinity of the discovery will be immediately suspended and redirected elsewhere. All steps required 
to comply with State of California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 and Public Resources Code 
Section 5097.98 will be implemented including contacting the Los Angeles County Department of 
Medical Examiner-Coroner. If the human remains are determined to be prehistoric, the coroner will 
notify the NAHC, which will determine and notify a most likely descendant (MLD). The MLD shall 
complete an inspection of the site and provide recommendations for treatment to the landowner within 
48 hours of being granted access.  

Please do not hesitate to contact Rincon with any questions regarding this cultural resources 
assessment. 

Sincerely,  
Rincon Consultants, Inc. 

 
Courtney Montgomery, MA Ken sictorino, MA, RPA  
Archaeologist Senior Principal Investigator 

Christopher A. Duran, MA, RPA  
Principal/Senior Archaeologist 

Attachments 
Attachment A Figures 

Attachment B SCCIC Records Search Results 

Attachment C AB 52 Correspondence 
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Figure 1 Project Location Map 
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Figure 2 Project Boundary Map  
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Figure 3 Overview of Modified Project Site atop Slope, Facing East 
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Figure 4 Overview of Modified Project Site Down Slope, Facing North 
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Figure 5 Overview of Modified Project Site, Facing Northeast 
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Figure 6 Overview of Pipeline Extension Area, Facing North 
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PURMHFW SWUHHW $GGUHss: BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB 

CRXQWy RU CRXQWLHs: BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB 

7RZQshLS/5DQgH/U70s: BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB 

USGS 7.5’ 4XDG(s): BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB 

P5,25,7Y 5(SP21S( ($GGLWLRQDO )HH): yHs      / QR 

727$/ )(( 127 72 (XC((D: BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB 
(,I EODQN, WhH ,QIRUPDWLRQ CHQWHU ZLOO FRQWDFW yRX LI WhH IHH Ls HxSHFWHG WR HxFHHG 1,000.00) 

SSHFLDO ,QsWUXFWLRQs: 

nIRU atiRn CHntHU UsH OnOy 

DDWH RI C 5,S DDWD PURYLGHG IRU WhLs 5HTXHsW: BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB 

CRQILGHQWLDO DDWD ,QFOXGHG LQ 5HsSRQsH: yHs      / QR 

1RWHs: BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB 

BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB 
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Courtney Montgomery September 25, 2020

Rincon Consultants, Inc.

180 N. Ashwood Avenue 

Ventura CA 93003

805-644-4455 805-644-4455 cmontgomery@rinconconsultants.com

ap@rinconconsultants.com 805-644-4455

20-10278 Phase 2B Recycled Water Tank

34.401150, -119.435317

Los Angeles

T 4N, R 15W, S 26, 27, 36, 35
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DOLIRU LD L RULFDO 5H R UFH , IRUPD LR 6 HP

5,6 D D 5HT H )RUP

2 of 3 

12-16-2019 sersion

0DUN W H UHTXH W IRUP D QHHGHG $WWDF D ) RI RXU SURMHFW DUHD ZLW W H UDGLX LI DSSOLFDEOH PDSSHG RQ D
WRSR UDS LF TXDGUDQ OH WR FDOH UDWLR QHLW HU HQODU HG QRU UHGXFHG DQG LQFOXGH D

DSHILOH RI RXU SURMHFW DUHD LI DYDLODEOH DSHILOH DUH W H FXUUHQW 5, WDQGDUG IRU XEPLWWLQ GL LWDO
SDWLDO GDWD IRU RXU SURMHFW DUHD RU UDGLX HFN L H DSSURSULD H , IRUPD LR H HU IRU F UUH

D DLODELOL RI GL L DO GD D SURG F

• RFXPHQW ZLOO EH SURYLGHG LQ ) IRUPDW DSHU FRSLH ZLOO RQO EH SURYLGHG LI ) DUH QRW DYDLODEOH
DW W H WLPH RI W H UHTXH W RU XQGHU SHFLDOO DUUDQ HG FLUFXP WDQFH

• /RFDWLRQ LQIRUPDWLRQ ZLOO EH SURYLGHG D D GL LWDO PDS SURGXFW X WRP 0DS RU , GDWD XQOH W H
DUHD D QRW HW EHHQ GL LWL HG ,Q XF FLUFXP WDQFH W H , PD SURYLGH DQG GUDZQ PDS

)RU SURGXFW IHH HH W H 5, , )HH WUXFWXUH RQ W H 2 ZHE LWH

DS )RUPD RLFH

HOHFW 2QH X WRP , 0DS  , DWD  X WRP , 0DS D G , DWD  1R 0DS 

HOHF LR EHOR OHI PDUNHG LOO EH FR LGHUHG D R
:LW LQ SURMHFW DUHD :LW LQ ______ UDGLX

H QR H QR
H QR H QR
H QR H QR
H QR H QR

:LW LQ SURMHFW DUHD :LW LQ ______ radius

2. /RFD LR , IRUPD LR
5 (2/2 , / 5H R UFH /RFD LR

121 5 (2/2 , / 5H R UFH /RFD LR
Report /RFD LR
2 HU 5HSRU /RFD LR 2

3. D DED H , IRUPD LR
FRQWDFW W H , RU 5, RRUGLQDWRU IRU product examples)

ARCHAEOLOGICAL Resource Database

H QR H QR
H QR H QR

/L W
HWDLO

( FHO SSUHDG HHW H QR H QR
121 5 (2/2 , / 5H R UFH D DED H

/L W H QR H QR
HWDLO H QR H QR

( FHO SUHDG HHW H QR H QR
5HSRU D DED H

/L W H QR H QR
HWDLO H QR H QR

( FHO SUHDG HHW H QR H QR
,QFOXGH 2W HU 5HSRUW H QR H QR

RF PH 3 ) SDSHU FRS RQO XSRQ UHTXH W :LW LQ SURMHFW DUHD :LW LQ BBBBBB radius

$5 $(2/2 , $/ 5H RXUFH 5HFRUG H QR H QR
121 $5 $(2/2 , $/ 5H RXUFH 5HFRUG H QR H QR
5HSRUW H QR H QR
2W HU 5HSRUW H QR H QR

0.5

0.5

mi.

mi.

0.5 mi.
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DOLIRU LD L RULFDO 5H R UFH , IRUPD LR 6 HP

5,6 D D 5HT H )RUP

(OL LELOL /L L D G RF PH D LR
:LWhLQ SURMHFW DUHD :LWhLQ BBBBBB radius

2 3 LO ( LUR PH 5H R UFH LUHF RU
(RQOy DYDLODEOH Ds (xFHO sSUHDGshHHW, GLgLWDO GDWDEDsH URZs)
DLUHFWRUy OLsWLQg RQOy yHs      / QR yHs      / QR 
$ssRFLDWHG GRFXPHQWDWLRQ yHs      / QR yHs      / QR 

2 3 UF DHROR LFDO 5H R UFH LUHF RU
(RQOy DYDLODEOH Ds (xFHO sSUHDGshHHW, GLgLWDO GDWDEDsH URZs)
DLUHFWRUy OLsWLQg RQOy yHs      / QR yHs      / QR 
$ssRFLDWHG GRFXPHQWDWLRQ yHs      / QR yHs      / QR 

CaOiIRUnia n HntRUy RI HistRUic RHsRuUcHs 
DLUHFWRUy OLsWLQg RQOy yHs      / QR yHs      / QR 
$ssRFLDWHG GRFXPHQWDWLRQ yHs      / QR yHs      / QR 

GGL LR DO , IRUPD LR

7hH IROORZLQg sRXUFHs RI LQIRUPDWLRQ PDy EH DYDLODEOH WhURXgh WhH ,QIRUPDWLRQ CHQWHU. RZHYHU, sHYHUDO RI
WhHsH sRXUFHs DUH QRZ DYDLODEOH RQ WhH 2 P ZHEsLWH DQG FDQ EH DFFHssHG GLUHFWOy. 7hH 2IILFH RI LsWRULF
PUHsHUYDWLRQ PDNHs QR gXDUDQWHHs DERXW WhH DYDLODELOLWy, FRPSOHWHQHss, RU DFFXUDFy RI WhH LQIRUPDWLRQ SURYLGHG
WhURXgh WhHsH sRXUFHs. ,QGLFDWH EHORZ LI WhH ,QIRUPDWLRQ CHQWHU shRXOG UHYLHZ DQG SURYLGH GRFXPHQWDWLRQ (LI
DYDLODEOH) RI DQy RI WhH IROORZLQg sRXUFHs Ds SDUW RI WhLs UHTXHsW.

DO UD ULG H 6 U H yHs  / QR 
( R UDS LF , IRUPD LR yHs      / QR 

L RULFDO /L HUD UH yHs      / QR 
L RULFDO DS yHs      / QR 

/RFDO , H RULH yHs      / QR 
/2 D G RU 5D F R 3OD DS yHs      / QR 

6 LS UHFN , H RU yHs      / QR 
6RLO 6 U H DS yHs      / QR 

,Q RUGHU WR UHFHLYH DUFhDHRORgLFDO LQIRUPDWLRQ, UHTXHsWRU PXsW PHHW TXDOLILFDWLRQs Ds sSHFLILHG LQ SHFWLRQ ,,, RI 
WhH FXUUHQW YHUsLRQ RI WhH CDOLIRUQLD LsWRULFDO 5HsRXUFHs ,QIRUPDWLRQ SysWHP ,QIRUPDWLRQ CHQWHU 5XOHs RI 
2SHUDWLRQ 0DQXDO DQG EH LGHQWLILHG Ds DQ $XWhRULzHG UsHU RU CRQGLWLRQDO UsHU XQGHU DQ DFWLYH C 5,S $FFHss 
DQG UsH $gUHHPHQW. 

2WhHU  5HSRUWs G,S ODyHU FRQsLsWs RI UHSRUW sWXGy DUHDs IRU ZhLFh WhH UHSRUW FRQWHQW Ls DOPRsW HQWLUHOy QRQ-
ILHOGZRUN UHODWHG (H.g., ORFDO/UHgLRQDO hLsWRUy, RU RYHUYLHZ) DQG/RU IRU ZhLFh WhH SUHsHQWDWLRQ RI WhH sWXGy DUHD 
ERXQGDUy PDy RU PDy QRW DGG YDOXH WR D UHFRUG sHDUFh. 

,QFOXGHs, EXW Ls QRW OLPLWHG WR, LQIRUPDWLRQ UHgDUGLQg 1DWLRQDO 5HgLsWHU RI LsWRULF PODFHs, DOLIRUQLD 5HgLsWHU RI 
LsWRULFDO 5HsRXUFHs, CDOLIRUQLD SWDWH LsWRULFDO /DQGPDUNs, CDOLIRUQLD SWDWH PRLQWs RI LsWRULFDO ,QWHUHsW, DQG 

hLsWRULF EXLOGLQg sXUYHys. PUHYLRXsOy NQRZQ Ds WhH 5, WhHQ Ds PD, QRZ LW Ls NQRZQ Ds WhH BXLOW (QYLURQPHQW 
5HsRXUFHs DLUHFWRUy (B(5D). (OHFWURQLF IHHs ZLOO DSSOy DW 25  SHU HxFHO OLQH up to 999, 10¢ following. This
documentation is the source of the official status codes for evaluated resources and compiled by the Office of
Historic Preservation.

$ssRFLDWHG GRFXPHQWDWLRQ ZLOO YDUy Ey UHsRXUFH. CRQWDFW WhH ,C IRU IXUWhHU GHWDLOs. 

s

0.5 mi.
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Records Search Map

±
0 2,0001,000 FeetHalf-Mile Buffer

Area of Potential Effects
0 500250 Meters

1:24,000

Imagery provided by National Geographic Society, Esri and its licensors © 2020. Mnt. Canyon

Quadrangle. T04N R15W S26,27,34,35. The topographic representation depicted in this map
may not portray all of the features currently found in the vicinity today and/or features depicted

in this map may have changed since the original topographic map was assembled.

Cultural Resources Study

Rincon Consultants, Inc.
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South Central Coastal Information Center 

California State University, Fullerton 

Department of Anthropology MH-426 
800 North State College Boulevard 

Fullerton, CA 92834-6846 

657.278.5395 / FAX 657.278.5542 

sccic@fullerton.edu 

California H istorical Resources Information System 
Orange, Los Angeles, and Ventura Counties 

_____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
10/15/2020       Records Search File No.: 21731.7833 

                                           

Courtney Montgomery       

Rincon Consultants, Inc. 

180 N. Ashwood Avenue  

Ventura CA 93003   

 

Re: Records Search Results for the 20-10278 Phase 2B Recycled Water Tank Project   

  

The South Central Coastal Information Center  received your records search request for the project area 

referenced above, located on the Mint Canyon, CA USGS 7.5’ quadrangle).  Due to the COVID-19 

emergency, we have temporarily implemented new records search protocols.  With the exception of 

some reports that have not yet been scanned, we are operationally digital for Los Angeles, Orange, and 

Ventura Counties.  See attached document for your reference on what data is available in this format.  

The following reflects the results of the records search for the project area and a ½-mile radius: 

 

As indicated on the data request form, the locations of resources and reports are provided in the 

following format:   ☐ custom GIS maps   ☒ shape files   ☐ hand drawn maps 

 

Resources within project area: 0 None 

Resources within ½-mile radius: 1 SEE ATTACHED LIST 

Reports within project area: 1 LA-00467 

Reports within ½-mile radius: 6 SEE ATTACHED LIST 

 

Resource Database Printout (list):  ☒ enclosed   ☐ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 

Resource Database Printout (details):   ☐ enclosed   ☒ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 

Resource Digital Database (spreadsheet):   ☐ enclosed   ☒ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 

Report Database Printout (list):   ☒ enclosed   ☐ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 

Report Database Printout (details):   ☐ enclosed   ☒ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 

Report Digital Database (spreadsheet):   ☐ enclosed   ☒ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 

Resource Record Copies:   ☒ enclosed   ☐ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 

Report Copies:     ☒ enclosed   ☐ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 

OHP Built Environment Resources Directory (BERD) 2019:      ☒ available online; please go to 

https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=30338 

Archaeo Determinations of Eligibility 2012:  ☐ enclosed   ☐ not requested   ☒ nothing listed 

Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monuments  ☐ enclosed   ☒ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 
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Historical Maps:     ☐ enclosed   ☒ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 

Ethnographic Information:    ☒ not available at SCCIC 

Historical Literature:     ☒ not available at SCCIC 

GLO and/or Rancho Plat Maps:    ☒ not available at SCCIC 

Caltrans Bridge Survey:    ☒ not available at SCCIC; please go to 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/structur/strmaint/historic.htm 

Shipwreck Inventory:     ☒ not available at SCCIC; please go to 

http://shipwrecks.slc.ca.gov/ShipwrecksDatabase/Shipwrecks_Database.asp 

Soil Survey Maps: (see below)   ☒ not available at SCCIC; please go to 

http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/WebSoilSurvey.aspx 

 

Please forward a copy of any resulting reports from this project to the office as soon as possible.  Due to 

the sensitive nature of archaeological site location data, we ask that you do not include resource 

location maps and resource location descriptions in your report if the report is for public distribution. If 

you have any questions regarding the results presented herein, please contact the office at the phone 

number listed above. 

 

The provision of CHRIS Data via this records search response does not in any way constitute public 

disclosure of records otherwise exempt from disclosure under the California Public Records Act or any 

other law, including, but not limited to, records related to archeological site information maintained by 

or on behalf of, or in the possession of, the State of California, Department of Parks and Recreation, 

State Historic Preservation Officer, Office of Historic Preservation, or the State Historical Resources 

Commission. 

 

Due to processing delays and other factors, not all of the historical resource reports and resource 

records that have been submitted to the Office of Historic Preservation are available via this records 

search. Additional information may be available through the federal, state, and local agencies that 

produced or paid for historical resource management work in the search area. Additionally, Native 

American tribes have historical resource information not in the CHRIS Inventory, and you should contact 

the California Native American Heritage Commission for information on local/regional tribal contacts. 

 

Should you require any additional information for the above referenced project, reference the record 

search number listed above when making inquiries.  Requests made after initial invoicing will result in 

the preparation of a separate invoice.  

 

Thank you for using the California Historical Resources Information System,   

 

 

 

 

 

 

Michelle Galaz   

Assistant Coordinator  
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Enclosures:   

(X) Emergency Protocols for LA, Orange, and Ventura County BULK Processing Standards – 2 pages 

(X)  GIS Shapefiles – 8 shapes  

(X)  Resource Database Printout (list) – 1 page 

(X)  Report Database Printout (list) – 1 page 

(X)  Resource Record Copies – (all) – 3 pages  

(X)  Report Copies – (within project area) – 30 pages 

(X)  Invoice # 21731.7833 
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Report List

Report No. Year Title AffiliationAuthor(s) ResourcesOther IDs

LA-00467 1979 Cultural Resource Survey of a Near Sand 
Canyon, Upper Santa Clara River Valley, Los 
Angeles County, California.

Greenwood and AssociatesMcIntrye, Michael J. and 
Greenwood, Roberta S.

19-101228

LA-01369 1984 Cultural Resources Inventory for the 1984 
and Part of 1985 California Metropolitan 
Project Area Public Lands Sale Program

Bureau of Land 
Management

Rector, Carol H. 19-001145

LA-01515 1986 Cultural Resources Assessment of the 
Mitchell Properties, Santa Clarita Valley Area, 
Los Angeles County, California

RMW Paleo Associates, Inc.Bissell, Ronald M. 19-002651, 19-002652, 19-002653Paleo - 

LA-02193 1990 Archaeological Assessment for the Proposed 
Santa Fe Specific Plan Southeast and 
Adjacent to the City of Santa Clarita Los 
Angeles County, California

Greenwood and AssociatesRomani, John F. 19-001877

LA-02442 1991 Cultural Resource Survey for Tentative Tract 
No. 50449 12.1 Acres in Canyon Country Los 
Angeles County California

RT FactfindersNorwood, Richard H.

LA-03690 1997 Cultural Resources Evaluation City of Santa 
Clarita Circulation Element Eir

Historical, Environmental, 
Archaeological, Research, 
Team

Wlodarski, Robert J. 19-000065, 19-000951

LA-04058 1998 Cultural Resources Evaluation: Golden Valley 
Ranch Eir City of Santa Clarita, Los Angeles 
County, California

Historical, Environmental, 
Archaeological, Research, 
Team

Wlodarski, Robert J. 19-002651, 19-002652, 19-002653

Page 1 of 1 SCCIC 10/7/2020 1:00:43 PM
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From: Jairo Avila <jairo.avila@tataviam-nsn.us>  
Sent: Wednesday, November 4, 2020 11:46 AM 
To: Rick Vasilopulos <rvasilopulos@scvwa.org> 
Cc: Kimia Fatehi <kfatehi@tataviam-nsn.us> 
Subject: Re: SCV Water Phase 2B Supplemental MND Cultural Resources Update 
 

CAUTION - EXTERNAL SENDER 
  

  
Hello Rick, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the change in Project location and review environmental 
documents. The Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation Department is aware of the two cultural resources 
within 1/2 mile of the project. However, we have no further questions nor concerns regarding the newly 
proposed tank location. As this Project proceeds, we do request that the previously agreed measure be 
included under the Tribal Cultural Resources section/consultation of the Supplemental MND (see measure 
below).  
 
Mitigation Measure from 2017 IS-MNDCUL-1: 
In the event that any historical, archeological or tribal cultural resources are discovered during excavation 
activities, work shall be stopped immediately and temporarily diverted from the vicinity of the discovery until a 
qualified archeologist and a member of the Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians are notified and can 
identify and evaluate the importance of the find, conduct an appropriate assessment, and implement measures 
to mitigate impacts on significant resources. 
 
Should you have any questions, please let me know. I appreciate your time and the opportunity to comment 
on this Project. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
Jairo F. Avila, M.A., RPA.  
Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation Officer 
Cultural Resources Management Division 
Tribal Historic and Cultural Preservation Department 
 
Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians 
1019 Second Street, Suite 1 
San Fernando, California 91340 
Office: (818) 837-0794 
Website: http://www.tataviam-nsn.us 
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From: Rick Vasilopulos <rvasilopulos@scvwa.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 4, 2020 7:37 AM 
To: Jairo Avila <jairo.avila@tataviam-nsn.us> 
Cc: Kimia Fatehi <kfatehi@tataviam-nsn.us> 
Subject: SCV Water Phase 2B Supplemental MND Cultural Resources Update  
  
[CAUTION] EXTERNAL Email. Exercise caution.  
Good Morning Jairo, 
  
Just checking that you received all of the information you needed to make your decision whether you would like to see 
additional mitigation measures for our Phase 2B Project due to the change in site location? 
  
Please let me know that you received the documents I sent over last week and that they were what you were looking 
for. 
  
Thanks. 
  
Rick Vasilopulos 
Water Resources Planner 
Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency 
26501 Summit Circle 
Santa Clarita, CA 91350 
Office: (661) 705-7912 
rvasilopulos@scvwa.org 
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HP: 0 to 100 0.0588 0.0529

Construction Equipment #

Hours per 

Day Horsepower

Load 

Factor Construction Phase

Fuel Used 

(gallons)

Excavators 1 8 158 0.38 Berm Construction               507.78 

Rubber Tired Dozers 1 1 247 0.4 Berm Construction               104.45 

Skid Steer Loaders 1 8 65 0.37 Berm Construction               226.12 

Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 2 6 97 0.37 Berm Construction               506.17 

Total Fuel Used            1,344.53 

(Gallons)

Berm Construction

Total Days

MPG [2] Trips

Fuel Used 

(gallons)

24.4 13 156.64

Total               156.64 

MPG [2] Trips

Fuel Used 

(gallons)

7.5 750 2000.00

Total            2,000.00 

7.5 4 73.60

Total                  73.60 

156.64              

3,418.13          

CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT

Construction Phase Days of Operation

20

Sources: 

[1] United States Environmental Protection Agency. 2018. Exhaust and Crankcase Emission Factors for Nonroad Compression-Ignition 

Engines in MOVES2014b . July 2018. Available at: https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyPDF.cgi?Dockey=P100UXEN.pdf.

[2] United States Department of Transportation, Bureau of Transportation Statistics. 2019. National Transportation Statistics 2019 . 

Available at: https://www.bts.gov/topics/national-transportation-statistics.

Trip Class

Total Gasoline Consumption (gallons)

Total Diesel Consumption (gallons)

Trip Length (miles)

HAULING AND VENDOR TRIPS

SCV Water Phase 2B Tank Project
Last Updated: 10/21/2020

Compression-Ignition Engine Brake-Specific Fuel Consumption (BSFC) Factors [1]:

HP: Greater than 100

Values above are expressed in gallons per horsepower-hour/BSFC.

WORKER TRIPS

Constuction Phase

Berm Construction

Trip Length (miles)

20

14.7

HAULING TRIPS

VENDOR TRIPS

Berm Construction 6.9

Berm Construction 20.0

1 11/6/2020 8:42 AM357
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GEOLABS-\NESTLAKE VILLAGE 
Foundation and Soils Engineering, Geology 

a dba of 

31119 Via Colinas, Suite 502 • Westlake Village, CA 91362 

Voice: (818) 889-2562 (805) 495-2197 

R & R Services 

Corporation. 

Kennedy/Jenks Consultants 

1676 N. California Blvd., Suite 430 

Walnut Creek, California 94596 

Attention: Mr. Brandon Hale 

Fax: (818) 889-2995 (805) 379-2603 

SUBJECT: Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation, 

Proposed PH2B Recycled Water Storage Tanks, 

Lot 940, Tract 52833, Santa Clarita Area, 

County of Los Angeles, California 

Mr. Hale: 

October 30, 2020 

W.O. 8485 

In accordance with your request, our firm has undertaken a geotechnical investigation 

for proposed recycled water storage tanks at the subject property. Our purpose was to 

evaluate the engineering characteristics and distribution of subsurface materials at the planned 

tank site in order to prepare geotechnical design criteria for the project. 

This site is adjacent to existing water tanks constructed during the initial development 

of Tract 52833. A companion report is prepared under separate cover that discusses the 

geology and stability of this subject site (GWV 23 September 2020). The on-site geology and soil 

data for this site is available in the companion report. This report addresses geotechnical design 

criteria pertinent to the design of the subject tanks. 

The design guidelines of the American Water Work Association (AWWA) D100-11 have 

been referenced in preparing design criteria presented in this report. 

SITE DESCRIPTION AND PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS 

The subject site includes an approximately half-acre, triangular-shaped building pad that 

was graded atop a bedrock ridgeline between 2003 and 2006 as a part of Tract 52833. The building 

pad is underlain by Towsley Formation bedrock. The northeast and west edges of the pad consist 

of compacted fill placed as part of stability fills that descend from those sides of the pad up to 100 
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Kennedy/Jenks Consultants 2 October 3D, 2020 

W.O. 8485 

vertical feet at 2:1 (horizontal:vertical) gradients. A 2:1 gradient stability fill ascends from the south 

side of the pad approximately 30 feet to a berm that separates the building pad from the existing 

water tank pad. No groundwater was encountered during the field exploration for the companion 

report, or during grading of the water tank pads. 

Based on the Grading Exhibit provided to our office by SCVWD, grading is proposed to 

move the berm to the north edge of the subject building pad and extend the existing level of the 

pad toward the south, beneath the existing berm. Two water tanks will be located in the pad area 

south ofthe new berm location. Site access is via a new driveway off the existing access road. 

It is planned to construct two 0.5 million gallon (MG) recycled water storage steel tanks. 

Each tank will be 55 feet in diameter, with 27 feet maximum water height, and will be 

surrounded with asphalt pavement. Information provided by your office assigns the tanks to 

AWWA seismic use category 1 and ASCE 7 risk category 3. The tanks will be supported by 

continuous ringwall foundation. A plan showing the tank layout and other pertinent 

information is provided (Plate 1). 

FAULTING AND SEISMICITY 

The subject site contains no known active or potentially active faults, nor is it within a 

State-mandated Earthquake Fault Zone. Therefore, the potential for fault generated ground 

rupture is considered to be very low. However, the property is situated within the seismically 

active Southern California region and significant ground shaking is likely to occur due to 

earthquakes caused by movement along nearby faults. 

SEISMIC GROUND MOTION VALUES - (MAPPED) 

This report includes preliminary seismic ground motion values in accordance with 

AWWA Standard Dl00-11, which follows the methodology of ASCE Standard 7-16. Seismic 

ground motion values were determined using the U.S. Seismic Design Maps website 

(https://seismicmaps.org) provided by OSHPD and SEA. These seismic design maps present 

data for a maximum considered earthquake ground motion, defined by an earthquake with a 2 

percent probability of exceedance within a 50-year return period (recurrence interval of 2,475 

years). The site class at the project location is considered to be Site Class C - very dense soil and 

soft rock. Tanks are assigned to AWWA seismic use category 1, and ASCE 7-16 risk category III. 

Output from these analyses are provided in Appendix B and summarized herein. 
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Kennedy/Jenks Consultants 3 

Latitude: 34.40142 

Longitude: -118.4352 

Site Profile Type 

Short-Period MCE at 0.2s 

1.0s Period MCE 

Site Coefficient 

Site Coefficient 

Adjusted MCE Spectral Response 

Parameters 

Design Spectral 

Acceleration Parameters 

Long-Period Transition Period 

Peak Ground Acceleration 

Factor/Coefficient 

Site Class 

Ss 

Sl 

Fa 

Fv 

Sms 

Sm1 

Sos 

SOl 

TL 

PGAM 

October 30, 2020 

W.O. 8485 

Value 

C 

2.226 

0.803 

1.2 

1.4 

2.671 

1.124 

1.781 

0.749 

8.0 sec 

1.13 

AWWA 0100-11 defines the vertical design acceleration (Av) for use in design of the 

tank and anchorage to be equal to 0.14 SDS with some exceptions. Based on the mapped seismic 

ground motion value SDS of1.781, the vertical design acceleration using this methodology is 

considered to be 0.258g. 

The mean earthquake magnitude was approximated using the USGS Unified Hazard Tool 

website (https:/ /earthquake.usgs.gov/hazards/interactive/index.php). The deaggregated mean 

earthquake magnitude is estimated at M=6.93 with a mean source distance of 7.75 km. 

DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Data from our field exploration and laboratory testing in the companion report, along 

with engineering analyses are the bases for the following discussion. Design criteria, based 

upon the presently available data, are presented for your consideration. The project is feasible 

from a geotechnical stand point provided the considerations addressed herein and in the 

companion report are incorporated in the design and construction. 

Document AWWA 0100-11 discusses five foundation types for ground-supported flat

bottomed tanks, such as those planned for this project. Initial design documents and 

discussions with your office addressed tanks using Type 1 support consisting of the tank 

supported on ringwall footings. From a geotechnical perspective, this foundation type appears 

appropriate for the geotechnical and geologic site conditions. 
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GRADING-ENGINEERED FILLS 

4 October 3D, 2020 

W.O. 8485 

Rough grading is anticipated to be completed as part of this project and is discussed in 

detail in the companion soil report. Fine grading for pad drainage, establishing pavement 

subgrade, etc. will be a part of the tank construction project. 

The following recommendations pertain to, preparation for, and placement of, 

engineered fill to support the water tanks; 

1. The on-site earth materials are suitable for use as engineered fill. Any import materials 

that are to be used as structural fill should be approved by this office prior to 

placement. 

2. All vegetation, trash, debris, or other deleterious material should be stripped from the 

area to be graded and wasted from the site. 

3. Exposed surfaces should be scarified, moistened or air dried as appropriate, and 

compacted to at least 95% of the material's maximum dry density prior to placement of 

fill. 

4. Fill materials to support the water tanks should be placed in thin lifts not to exceed eight 

inches in thickness prior to compaction, watered to near the material's optimum 

moisture content, and compacted to at least 95% of the material's maximum dry density 

prior to placing the next lift. 

EXPANSIVE SOILS 

Some of the near-surface soils on the site are expansive. Mitigation options typically 

include such options as: (1) design foundations to penetrate or resist the expansive soils (deep 

foundations), (2) design for the expansive condition (methods such as Post-Tension-Institute), 

(3) removal of expansive soil, or (4) stabilization of expansive soil. Considering the type of 

construction and our experience with expansive soils in this area, design criteria have been 

presented for pre-saturation of the supporting subgrade soils. In consultation with the design 

team, mitigation option 3 is the preferred option for this project. Any future site improvements 

(flatwork, walls, landscaping, etc.) should be designed to accommodate the expansive 

characteristics of the soil. A final testing for expansion indices should be performed for each 

structural area at the conclusion of grading. 

Subgrades for footings and slab-on-grade should be pre-saturated in accordance with 

the requirements of the local governing agency prior to placing concrete. Pre-saturation of 
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expansive soils should begin no less than two days prior to the anticipated time of concrete 

placement. Use of detergent or "thin water" may facilitate moisture penetration. 

FOUNDATIONS 

A continuous ringwall footing may be used to support the proposed tank walls, while 

steel plates in the tank bottom typically distribute roof loads with, or without, columns. The 

ring wall footings should be founded a minimum of 36 inches into the bedrock or engineered fill 

(not partially in each), with the concrete placed against in-place, undisturbed, engineered fill 

material. Foundation design criteria are based, in part, upon the expansive properties of the 

materials anticipated to be present near the pad grade. 

DESIGN CRITERIA 
FOUNDATION DESIGN PARAMETER UNITS NOTES 

EI=21-S0 

Pre-Saturation depth below pad subgrade 21 in 

Allowable Bearing Capacity (net) (FS>3) 3000 psf 1 

Allowable Lateral Resistance (FS=1.5) 400 psf/ft 1,2 

Maximum Allowable Lateral Resistance 2000 psf 1,2 

Coefficient of Friction (FS=1.0) 0.35 

Minimum Embedment Below Adjacent Grade 

Ring Ftg 36 in 4 

Misc. Appurtenances 18 in 4 

Minimum Reinforcement 
2 - #4, 1 near top 

and 1 near bottom 

TANK BEDDING 

Minimum Bedding Thickness 
4 in. Oiled Sand 

On 6 in. CAB in 

NOTES 

1) May be increased by 1/3 for short duration loading such as by wind or seismic forces. 

2) Decrease by 1/3 when combined with friction. 

SETTLEMENT 

The planned foundations will bear on in-place compacted engineered fill soils. The 

anticipated maximum total static settlement is on the order % inch at the center of the tank. 

The differential settlement between the center of the tank and the side of the tank may be 

assumed to be on the order of Yz inch. 
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CORROSION POTENTIAL 
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For structural elements, a site is considered to be corrosive if one or more of the 

following conditions exist for the representative soil samples taken at the site: Chloride 

concentration is 500 ppm or greater, sulfate concentration is 2000 ppm or greater, or the pH is 

5.5 or less (Caltrans, 2015; GMED, 2013). For structural elements, the minimum resistivity of 

soil and/or water indicates the relative quantity of soluble salts present in the soil or water. In 

general, a minimum resistivity value for soil and/or water less than 1000 ohm-cm indicates the 

presence of high quantities of soluble salts and a higher propensity for corrosion. 

At the completion of the original rough grading corrosion testing was performed 

(GWV, 30 June 2006). Those resistivity results indicate resistivity of saturated samples to be in 

the range of 580 to 790 ohm-cm. Soluble sulfate test results yielded concentrations of 0.01 to 

0.45 percent by mass. This level of soluble sulfate ranges from the SO to the 52 exposure class 

per Table 19.3.1.1 of ACI 318-14. Chlorides were 20 to 50 ppm or less. The pH was determined 

to range from 7.6 to 8.2. 

Based on these results, the on-site soil does meet some of the corrosion criteria. The on

site soils are considered corrosive to structural elements based on the aforementioned 

definition. Corrosion potential of the soils will be re-evaluated when the tank pad elevation has 

been established. 

Temporary Excavations 

The materials encountered in the geotechnical investigation are considered to be type 

"C" soils using the OSHA classification system. Cal/OSHA requires the contractor be responsible 

for providing a "competent personl/ to evaluate soil conditions. During construction the soil 

conditions and classification should be confirmed by the "competent personl/. The excavations 

should also be observed by the geotechnical consultant. Supplemental geotechnical 

recommendations may be warranted if soil or groundwater conditions vary from those 

encountered anticipated in this report. 

Excavation for utility trenches will require temporary excavations. Excavation temporary 

works are typically the responsibility of the contractor to design, install, maintain, and monitor. 

Temporary excavations may be considered stable if cut vertical, providing they are restricted to 
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a maximum of 5 feet in height, are provided with permanent support as soon as possible, and 

are protected from erosion and saturation. Portions of temporary excavations in excess of 5 

feet high should be laid down to 1.5:1 unless specific alternative treatments, such as shoring or 

shielding, are evaluated and found acceptable. Spatial restrictions, if present along the 

alignment may limit the viability of sloping. 

Utility Trench Bedding and Backfill 

Utility trench bedding and backfill should comply with the SCVWA trench detail standard 

drawing 101. This trench detail requires six inches of sand bedding below the pipe. The sand 

should extend to 12 inches minimum over the top of pipe. The sand should be compacted prior 

to placing soil backfill. The native material is appropriate for use as trench backfill. The material 

should be free of deleterious material and rocks greater than 6 inches in any dimensions within 

the depth zone between the bedding up to one foot below the pavement subgrade. Rocks 

greater than 2Yz inches should not be permitted in the upper one foot of the pavement 

subgrade. Backfill should not be compacted by means of jetting. Backfill should be placed in lifts 

not exceeding three feet in thickness and compacted by mechanical means in accordance with 

SSPWC 306-12.3. Backfill for utility trench excavations should be moisture conditioned to at 

least the optimum moisture and compacted to at least 90% relative compaction in unpaved 

areas and 95% relative compaction in paved areas. Where installed in sloping areas, the backfill 

should be properly keyed and benched. Compaction should be tested at least every 100 linear 

feet. Standard drawing 101 calls for any pipe with less than three feet of cover to be backfilled 

with one sack slurry per SSPWC Greenbook Standards (latest edition) from invert to subgrade. 

PAVEMENT SECTION DESIGN 

Final pavement structural sections will be evaluated when the pavement subgrade 

elevation has been achieved. For preliminary purposes, the following pavement structural 

sections are provided. Concrete section design utilizes a modulus of subgrade reaction of 150 

pci and concrete with a minimum compressive strength of 2500 psi. The following tables 

present the pavement section recommendations. 
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AC PAVEMENT RECOMMENDATION 

October 30, 2020 

W.O. 8485 

Thickness of Asphalt Thickness of Crushed 

Concrete (inches) Aggregate Base 

(inches) 

Access 

Pavement at 3.0 6.0 

Tank4 

CONCRETE PAVEMENT RECOMMENDATION 

Assumed Traffic Category (per ACI 330R) Thickness of Thickness of Crushed 

Concrete (inches) Aggregate Base (inches) 

Entrance and Exterior Lanes - Category C 6.75 4.0 

The upper 12 inches of the subgrade soil should be compacted to at least 90% relative 

compaction. Base materials should be compacted to at least 95% relative compaction. 

R-value tests should be performed at the completion of grading and final pavement 

section designs should be developed at that time. 

DRAINAGE 

Positive drainage should be established to carry pad waters away from the tank 

foundations, and to prevent uncontrolled or sheet flow over manufactured slopes. We 

recommend as steep a gradient as practical be established around the structures. Fine-grade 

fills placed to create pad drainage should be compacted in order to retard infiltration of surface 

water. 

SERVICES DURING CONSTRUCTION 

Grading, foundation, retaining wall or other plans should be forwarded to our office for 

review as they are developed. We may offer additional discussion and/or design criteria as 

warranted. 

Placement of all fill and backfill should be monitored by representatives of this office. 

This includes our observation of prepared bottoms prior to filling. 

Backfill for utility should be tested per the requirements in SCVWA Standard Drawing 

101. Daily compaction reports must be provided to Agency's inspector or representative. 

Foundation excavations should be observed by representatives ofthis office to see ifthe 

recommended penetration of proper supporting strata has been achieved. Such observations 
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should be made prior to placing concrete, steel or forms. This office should be notified at least 

24 hours prior to placing concrete. 

CLOSURE 

This geotechnical report has been prepared in accordance with generally accepted 

engineering practices at this time and location. No other warranties, either express or implied, 

are made as to the professional advice provided under the terms of our agreement and 

included in this report. 

Thank you for this opportunity to be of service. Please do not hesitate to call if you have 

any questions regarding this report. 

Respectfully submitted, 

GEOLABS-WESTLAKE VILLAGE 

R.C.E.35444 

LKS:af 

F ' 

Enclosures: .References·~ ... : ....................................... Rl 

Site Map ................................ .' ............... Plate 1 
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Seismicity .............................................. Appendix A 
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Proposed Water Tanks, Lot 94-95, Tract 52833
Latitude, Longitude: 34.4014, -118.4.35

Date 8/28/2020, 10:44:20 AM

Design Code Reference Document ASCE7-16

Risk Category III

Site Class C - Very Dense Soil and Soft Rock

Type Value Description
SS 2.226 MCER ground motion. (for 0.2 second period)

S1 0.803 MCER ground motion. (for 1.0s period)

SMS 2.671 Site-modified spectral acceleration value

SM1 1.124 Site-modified spectral acceleration value

SDS 1.781 Numeric seismic design value at 0.2 second SA

SD1 0.749 Numeric seismic design value at 1.0 second SA

Type Value Description
SDC E Seismic design category

Fa 1.2 Site amplification factor at 0.2 second

Fv 1.4 Site amplification factor at 1.0 second

PGA 0.942 MCEG peak ground acceleration

FPGA 1.2 Site amplification factor at PGA

PGAM 1.13 Site modified peak ground acceleration

TL 8 Long-period transition period in seconds

SsRT 2.226 Probabilistic risk-targeted ground motion. (0.2 second)

SsUH 2.456 Factored uniform-hazard (2% probability of exceedance in 50 years) spectral acceleration

SsD 2.492 Factored deterministic acceleration value. (0.2 second)

S1RT 0.803 Probabilistic risk-targeted ground motion. (1.0 second)

S1UH 0.894 Factored uniform-hazard (2% probability of exceedance in 50 years) spectral acceleration.

S1D 0.869 Factored deterministic acceleration value. (1.0 second)

PGAd 1.023 Factored deterministic acceleration value. (Peak Ground Acceleration)

CRS 0.906 Mapped value of the risk coefficient at short periods

CR1 0.898 Mapped value of the risk coefficient at a period of 1 s
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Uni�ed Hazard Tool

 Input

U.S. Geological Survey - Earthquake Hazards Program

Please do not use this tool to obtain ground motion parameter values for the design code reference documents covered by the U.S. Seismic
Design Maps web tools (e.g., the International Building Code and the ASCE 7 or 41 Standard). The values returned by the two applications
are not identical.



Edition

Dynamic: Conterminous U.S. 2014 (update) (v4.2.0)

Latitude
Decimal degrees

34.4014

Longitude
Decimal degrees, negative values for western longitudes

-118.435

Site Class

537 m/s (Site class C)

Spectral Period

Peak Ground Acceleration

Time Horizon
Return period in years

2475
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 Hazard Curve

View Raw Data

Hazard Curves
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 Deaggregation

Component

Total
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Summary statistics for, Deaggregation: Total

Deaggregation targets

Return period: 2475 yrs
Exceedance rate: 0.0004040404 yr⁻¹
PGA ground motion: 1.0719359 g

Recovered targets

Return period: 2891.8786 yrs
Exceedance rate: 0.00034579598 yr⁻¹

Totals

Binned: 100 %
Residual: 0 %
Trace: 0.04 %

Mean (over all sources)

m: 6.93
r: 7.75 km
ε₀: 1.45 σ

Mode (largest m-r bin)

m: 7.51
r: 7.78 km
ε₀: 1.16 σ
Contribution: 14.53 %

Mode (largest m-r-ε₀ bin)

m: 6.46
r: 5.58 km
ε₀: 1.3 σ
Contribution: 10.27 %

Discretization

r: min = 0.0, max = 1000.0, Δ = 20.0 km
m: min = 4.4, max = 9.4, Δ = 0.2
ε: min = -3.0, max = 3.0, Δ = 0.5 σ

Epsilon keys

ε0: [-∞ .. -2.5)
ε1: [-2.5 .. -2.0)
ε2: [-2.0 .. -1.5)
ε3: [-1.5 .. -1.0)
ε4: [-1.0 .. -0.5)
ε5: [-0.5 .. 0.0)
ε6: [0.0 .. 0.5)
ε7: [0.5 .. 1.0)
ε8: [1.0 .. 1.5)
ε9: [1.5 .. 2.0)
ε10: [2.0 .. 2.5)
ε11: [2.5 .. +∞]
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Deaggregation Contributors

Source Set   Source Type r m ε0 lon lat az %

UC33brAvg_FM32 System 50.36
Santa Susana alt 2 [1] 6.47 6.85 1.23 118.438°W 34.336°N 182.24 24.34
Santa Susana alt 2 [2] 7.35 6.95 1.41 118.477°W 34.336°N 207.56 7.72
Sierra Madre (San Fernando) [2] 8.09 7.62 0.98 118.421°W 34.312°N 172.62 5.03
San Gabriel [2] 2.52 7.37 0.96 118.442°W 34.384°N 197.60 3.65
San Gabriel [1] 2.81 7.13 1.00 118.432°W 34.380°N 173.42 2.52
Mission Hills 2011 [0] 11.37 7.14 1.66 118.455°W 34.287°N 188.10 1.73
San Andreas (Mojave S) [2] 27.35 8.08 2.55 118.314°W 34.626°N 23.85 1.33
Northridge Hills [0] 9.55 7.49 1.08 118.503°W 34.269°N 203.05 1.30
Northridge [3] 12.14 7.42 1.88 118.460°W 34.325°N 194.93 1.30

UC33brAvg_FM31 System 31.79
Sierra Madre (San Fernando) [2] 8.09 7.53 1.03 118.421°W 34.312°N 172.62 9.13
Santa Susana alt 1 [0] 8.72 7.32 1.47 118.494°W 34.334°N 215.80 7.00
San Gabriel [2] 2.52 7.49 0.95 118.442°W 34.384°N 197.60 4.45
Mission Hills 2011 [0] 11.37 6.46 1.88 118.455°W 34.287°N 188.10 2.78
San Gabriel [1] 2.81 6.47 1.24 118.432°W 34.380°N 173.42 1.89
Northridge [3] 12.14 7.38 1.87 118.460°W 34.325°N 194.93 1.59
San Andreas (Mojave S) [2] 27.35 8.08 2.55 118.314°W 34.626°N 23.85 1.33
Northridge Hills [0] 9.55 7.40 1.09 118.503°W 34.269°N 203.05 1.20

UC33brAvg_FM31 (opt) Grid 8.99
PointSourceFinite: -118.435, 34.433 6.07 5.77 1.93 118.435°W 34.433°N 0.00 2.25
PointSourceFinite: -118.435, 34.433 6.07 5.77 1.93 118.435°W 34.433°N 0.00 2.25
PointSourceFinite: -118.435, 34.451 7.00 5.89 2.05 118.435°W 34.451°N 0.00 1.72
PointSourceFinite: -118.435, 34.451 7.00 5.89 2.05 118.435°W 34.451°N 0.00 1.72

UC33brAvg_FM32 (opt) Grid 8.86
PointSourceFinite: -118.435, 34.433 6.10 5.74 1.95 118.435°W 34.433°N 0.00 2.48
PointSourceFinite: -118.435, 34.433 6.10 5.74 1.95 118.435°W 34.433°N 0.00 2.48
PointSourceFinite: -118.435, 34.451 7.01 5.88 2.06 118.435°W 34.451°N 0.00 1.45
PointSourceFinite: -118.435, 34.451 7.01 5.88 2.06 118.435°W 34.451°N 0.00 1.45

377



Ap p e nd ix F 
Slope Stability Report
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