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PART 1 - PROJECT INFORMATION

A YUCAIPA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT

Yucaipa Valley Water District (YVWD) is a special district that provides water supply, treatment,
and distribution; recycled water supply and distribution services; and wastewater collection and
treatment within its service area. Formed in 1971, YVWD acquired many of the private water
companies serving the Yucaipa Valley. YVWD serves customers in the Cities of Yucaipa and
Calimesa, as well as some unincorporated portions of Riverside and San Bernardino Counties.
YVWD currently provides municipal water service to a population of approximately 52,000

residents within its service area.

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
1. Proposed Project

YVWD's Lift Station No. 4 Replacement Project (the Project) generally consists of
construction of a sewage lift station (New Lift Station No. 4) with a capacity of
approximately 630 gallons per minute (gpm), and demolition and removal of an existing
sewage lift station (Existing Lift Station No. 4), having a capacity of 550 gpm.

Construction of the Project is expected to include the following.

New Lift Station No. 4

e  Site preparation and grading;

e Installation of a prefabricated aboveground duplex sewage pump station;

e  Construction of a cast-in-place concrete wet well;

e  Construction of a cast-in-place concrete emergency storage tank;

e  Construction of approximately 90 linear feet of 12-inch diameter sewer main, 90

linear feet of 15-inch diameter sewer main, and approximately 100 linear feet of 18-

inch diameter sewer main;
e  Construction of approximately 160 linear feet of 8-inch diameter force main;

e Installation of electrical and gas utility services and associated equipment and
appurtenances;

e Installation of a 150 kilowatt (kW) natural gas standby generator;
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e |Installation of 8-foot tall site perimeter tubular steel fencing, including one 20-foot
wide access gate, and one 4-foot wide man gate;
e  Construction of three 60-inch diameter sewer manholes on site, and construction of

one 60-inch diameter sewer manhole within Calimesa Boulevard;
e  Placement of 6-inch thick Class 2 base on site finished surface;
e  Painting of aboveground facilities; and

e  Lift station startup and testing.

Existing Lift Station No. 4

e  Demolition and removal of all above ground facilities and those located within the
upper 6 feet below ground surface associated with Existing Lift Station No. 4, with
the exception of the existing electrical and site light and pole that will be preserved in
place; and

e  Abandonment in place of remaining facilities associated with Existing Lift Station

No. 4 that are located greater than 6 feet below ground surface.

The Project includes constructing and placing the New Lift Station No. 4 into operation to
collect raw sewage flows from residential and business developments within the lift station
service area and pumping the raw sewage into YVWD's Waste Water Treatment Plant

headworks.

Purpose

YVWD's Existing Lift Station No. 4 was constructed in 1986 and is reaching the end
of its useful service life. The current capacity of the existing lift station is also
inadequate for future planned residential developments in the lift station service
area. The purpose of the Project is to replace the existing lift station with a new
larger-capacity lift station that will meet YVWD's future development expansions and

eliminate the maintenance issues associated with an aging lift station.
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ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Location

The Project site is situated east of Interstate 10, south of Sandalwood Drive, and northwest
of Redwood Lane, in the City of Calimesa, part of Riverside County, California. The Project
is located on YVWD-owned property consisting of Assessor's Parcel Number 413-210-039
and a portion of Assessor's Parcel Number 413-210-054, as well as within the Calimesa
Boulevard public street right-of-way, all within the City of Calimesa, Riverside County,

California. Refer also to Figures 1 through 3 herein.

Climate

Climate in YVWD's service area is characterized by low humidity, high summer
temperatures, and mild dry winters. Summer high temperatures are often 90 or more
degrees Fahrenheit (°F). Fall, winter, and spring high temperatures are typically in the 60s
and 70s. The area normally receives an average annual rainfall of approximately 14 inches,

most of which occurs during December through March.

Land Use

The northern area of the Project site contains the District's Existing Lift Station No. 4,
while the southern area of the Project Site is currently undeveloped. The Project site is
bounded by Calimesa Boulevard and State Route 10 to the west and open space uses to the
north, south, and east. A majority of the Project site is on land that was formerly used as a

golf course.

COMPLIANCE WITH CEQA

This document has been prepared in compliance with the provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act, codified in California Public Resources Code, Division 13, Section
21000 et seq (CEQA), the State CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations, Title 14,
Section 15000 et seq). Pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines, this Initial Study has

been prepared to determine whether the Project may have a significant effect on the environment.
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This Initial Study for YVWD's Lift Station No. 4 Replacement Project has been prepared by
Krieger & Stewart, Incorporated under contract with YVWD to comply with the provisions of
CEQA.

LEAD AGENCY

YVWD is lead agency for the Project, as it is the public agency with the primary responsibility for
preparing CEQA documents and for carrying out and approving the Project. Since YVWD is
responsible for the Project, it must comply with the requirements of CEQA and the CEQA

Guidelines issued by the State of California.

YVWD routinely constructs new facilities, maintains them, and replaces them as necessary to
maintain adequate, reliable, and safe service to its customers. The Project is a continuation of the

authority that YVVWD has exercised in the past.

PUBLIC INFORMATION DOCUMENT

This isa public information document prepared in compliance with the provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act, codified in California Public Resources Code, Division 13, Section
21000 et seq (CEQA) and the California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section 15000 et seq (State
CEQA Guidelines). Pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines, this Initial Study for the
Lift Station No. 4 Replacement Project has been prepared by Krieger & Stewart, Incorporated under

contract with YVWD to comply with the provisions of CEQA.

The purposes of this Initial Study are to provide YVWD with information to use as a basis for
identifying the potential environmental impacts of the Project, for determining the appropriate
CEQA document to prepare for the Project, to facilitate environmental assessment of the Project,
and to provide documentation of the factual basis for the finding in the Project's CEQA document.
Additionally, this document identifies mitigation intended to avoid or reduce any adverse

environmental impacts of the Project.

KRIEGER & STEWART
Engineering Consultants
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PART 2 - ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS AND CHECKLIST
A PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Title:

Lift Station No. 4 Replacement Project

2. Lead Agency Name and Address:

Yucaipa Valley Water District
12770 Second Street
Yucaipa, CA 92399

3. Contact Person and Phone Number:

Matthew Porras, Director of Engineering
Yucaipa Valley Water District
(909) 790-3300

4, Project Location:
Refer to Part 1.C(1) on Page 3 herein. Refer also to Figures 1 through 3 herein.
5. Project Sponsor's Name and Address:

Yucaipa Valley Water District
12770 Second Street
Yucaipa, CA 92399

6. General Plan Designation:
Commercial Neighborhood (CN)
7. Zoning:
Commercial Neighborhood (CN)
8. Description of Project:
Refer to Part 1.B, beginning on Page 1 herein.
9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:
Refer to Part 1.C(2) and Part 1.C(3), beginning on Page 3 herein.

10. Other public agencies whose approval may be required (e.g., permits, financing
approval, or participation agreement):

» City of Calimesa (encroachment permit)
» South Coast Air Quality Management District (standby generator permit)
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11.

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with
the project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
21080.3.1? If so, is there a plan for consultation that includes, for example, the
determination of significance of impacts to tribal cultural resources, procedures
regarding confidentiality, etc.?

On September 6, 2023, YVWD sent formal notification letters to the following Native
American tribes, which had previously requested such naotification from YVWD:

e Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel Nation (formerly San Manuel Band of Mission
Indians)

e Morongo Band of Mission Indians

On September 12, 2023, in response to YVWD's notification letter, Yuhaaviatam of San
Manuel Nation (the tribe) requested additional information and documents pertaining to
the Project. After YVWD provided the requested documents and information, the tribe, on
September 14, 2023, requested that certain mitigation measures for cultural resources and
tribal cultural resources be included in the Project. The tribe did not request to consult with
YVWD on the Project.

YVWD did not receive a response from Morongo Band of Mission Indians. YVWD did
not receive a request for consultation on the Project from any tribe.
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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.

U Aesthetics

O Air Quality

U Cultural Resources
U Geology/Soils

() Hazards & Hazardous Materials

U Land Use/Planning

U Noise

U Public Services

) Transportation

U Utilities/Service Systems

U Mandatory Findings of Significance

KRIEGER & STEWART

Engineering Consultants

U Agriculture/Forestry Resources
U Biological Resources

U Energy

U Greenhouse Gas Emissions

U Hydrology/Water Quality

U Mineral Resources

U Population/Housing

U Recreation

U Tribal Cultural Resources

O wildfire

None
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D. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

1. 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 is significant. If there are one or
more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an

Environmental Impact Report (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).

5. 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 Analyses Used. ldentify and state where they are available for review.

Ao .
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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.

8. 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.

9. 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
significant.

Py .
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E. ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Issue I. Aesthetics

Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the Project:

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? Q Q Q

The Project and its associated features and appurtenances will be located on YVWD's existing properties,
as described in Part 1.C of this Initial Study. The Project consists of belowground facilities (e.g. sewer
main, force main, valves, etc.) and structures not exceeding 15 feet in height (e.g. sewage pump station,
standby generator, fencing, light poles). The Project site is not located within a designated scenic vista,
and the proposed facilities will not obstruct public views of a scenic vista. For these reasons, the Project

would not have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
. . . . Significant Mitigation Significant
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a state scenic highway? Q Q Q

There are no "Officially Designated State Scenic Highways" within close proximity to the Project Site.
Interstate 10, which is located just west of the Project Site, is not listed as an "Eligible State Scenic
Highway" in the vicinity of the Project. The nearest Officially Designated State Scenic Highway is State
Route 38, which was designated in 1968 and is located approximately 6 miles northerly of the Project
Site. The Project consists of low-lying and belowground facilities and would not substantially damage
any scenic resources, including but not limited to trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within

a state scenic highway. Refer also to Issue I(a) above.
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Issue I.  Aesthetics (continued)

c) Innon-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the Less Than
existing visual character or quality of public views _ Significant
of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are Potentially ——  with Less Than
. gs: . Significant Mitigation Significant
those that are experienced from a publicly Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
accessible vantage point.) If the project is in an
urbanized area, would the project conflict with d d Q

applicable zoning and other regulations governing
scenic quality?

The Project Site is surrounded by roadways and open space. The northern area of the Project site
includes the Existing Lift Station No. 4, and the remainder of the Project site is currently undeveloped.
existing water system facilities, while the northern area of the site is undeveloped. The Project is located
on and adjacent to the site of the Existing Lift Station No. 4 and would not substantially degrade the
existing visual character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings. Further, the Project

would not conflict with the zoning designation of the Project site.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
. . Significant Mitigation Significant
d) Would the project create a new source of substantial Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
light or glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area? Q Q Q

The Project site includes an existing light atop a pole that will remain in place, as well as two additional
poles with security lights. Said lights are directed downward and contained within the Project site. For
these reasons, the Project will not create a new source of substantial light or glare which would

adversely affect daytime or nighttime views in the area.
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Issue Il. Agriculture and Forest Resources

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead
agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997)
prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on
agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including 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.

a) Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Less Than
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance . Significant
Potentially with Less Than
(Farmland), as shown on the ma_lps prepared L Significant Mitigation Significant
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Program of the California Resources Agency, to
non-agricultural use? Q Q Q
Based on maps available from the State of California Department of Conservation, Division of Land
Resources  Protection, Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program, online at
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF, the Project site is located within an area of land
categorized as "Urban and Built-Up Land", which is defined below.
Urban and Built-Up Land is occupied by structures with a building density of at least 1 unit to 1.5
acres, or approximately 6 structures to a 10-acre parcel. Common examples include residential,
industrial, commercial, institutional facilities, cemeteries, airports, golf courses, sanitary landfills,
sewage treatment, and water control systems.
There is no land categorized as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (collectively, Farmland) located on or adjacent to the Project site. For these reasons,
construction and operation of the Project would not convert Farmland to non-agricultural use.
Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract? Q Q

The Project site is zoned Commercial Neighborhood by the City of Calimesa. The Project site is not
zoned for agricultural use, and there are no Williamson Act contracts in effect on any of the parcels
included in the Project Site. For these reasons, the Project will not conflict with existing zoning for

agricultural use or with a Williamson Act Contract.
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Issue I1.  Agriculture and Forest Resources (continued)

¢) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, Less Than
or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Sotentiall S'gn'ft'ﬁa”t Less Th
Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)), olertia’y w ess _han

Significant Mitigation Significant

timberland (aS deﬁned by PUbIlC Resources COde |mpact |nc0rporated |mpact No |mpact

Section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland

Production (as defined by Government Code a Q Q
Section 51104(g))?

The Project site consists of YVWD-owned properties in the City of Calimesa with a zoning designation
of Commercial Neighborhood. There are no lands zoned for forest land or timberland located on or
adjacent to the Project site. For these reasons, construction and operation of the Project would not

conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land, timberland, or timberland zoned
Timberland Production.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
d) Would the project result in the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use? Q Q Q

The Project site does not contain nor adjoin any forest land. Therefore, construction and operation of

the Project will not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. Refer
also to Issue 11(c) above.

Less Than
e) Would the project involve other changes in the . Significant
. . . . . Potentially with Less Than
existing environment which, due to their locationor  gjgnificant  Mitigation  Significant
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to
non-forest use? Q Q Q

The Project does not involve changes in the existing environment that could result in conversion of
Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use, as these resources are
not located on or adjacent to the Project site. Refer also to Issues I1(a) through 11(d), above.
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Issue I11.  Air Quality

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management district
or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
a) Would the project conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable air quality plan? Q Q Q

The Project is located within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB), which encompasses all of Orange
County, and the non-desert portions of Los Angeles, San Bernardino, and Riverside Counties. Air
quality conditions within the SCAB are under the jurisdiction of the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD).

A project is considered to conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan if
it would result in population or employment growth that would exceed the estimates for such growth

that are set forth in the applicable air quality plan.

The Project will be operated as part of YYWD's existing wastewater collection and treatment system,
and the Project does not have the potential to result in population or employment growth in the area
beyond temporary employment for construction of Project facilities. For these reasons, the Project

would not conflict with or obstruct any applicable air quality plan.

Potential impacts related to greenhouse gases are described in Issue VII1 herein.

Less Than
b) Would the project result in a cumulatively potentially S'gwift'ﬁa”t Less Than
considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for  gjgnificant ~ Mitigation  Significant
which the project region is non-attainment under an Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
threshold? Q Q Q

As described in Issue I11(a) above, the Project is located within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB). Air
quality conditions in the SCAB are under the jurisdiction of the South Coast Air Quality Management
District (SCAQMD).

State and federal designations based on the California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) and
the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for the project area are listed below.
"Attainment" is the category given to an area that has had no CAAQS or NAAQS violations in the past

X
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3 years. "Non-Attainment" is the category given to an area that has had one or more such violations in

the past 3 years. An area is considered "Unclassified" when there is insufficient data.

Under the CAAQS, the Project area is classified as Non-Attainment for ozone (Os), for particulate
matter measuring 2.5 microns or less in diameter (PMzs), and for particulate matter measuring greater
than 2.5 microns and up to 10 microns in diameter (PM1o). The Project area is classified as Attainment
for carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NOz), sulfur dioxide (SOz), sulfates (SOa), and lead. The
Project area is unclassified for hydrogen sulfide (H2S) and visibility reducing particles. Additional
information about each of these pollutants and the CAAQS is available at the California Air Resources

Board website at www.arb.ca.gov/resources/california-ambient-air-quality-standards.

Under the NAAQS, the Project area is classified as Non-Attainment for Ozone (Os) and PMzs, and as
Unclassified/Attainment for PMi, CO, NO2, SO2, and lead. Additional information about these
pollutants and the NAAQS is available on the United States Environmental Protection Agency's website

at www.epa.gov/criteria-air-pollutants.

Project construction air pollutant emissions were estimated using the California Emissions Estimator
Model (CalEEMod, 2022.1). A copy of the CalEEMod report for the Project is included in Appendix D
herein. Peak day air pollutant emissions estimated to be generated during construction are set forth in
Table 1 below.

Table 1

Estimated Peak Day Construction Equipment Exhaust Emissions for Construction of
Lift Station No. 4 Replacement Project

Pollutants (pounds/day™®)
VOC NOx CcOo SO« PM1o PM2s
Project Construction Emissions 249 17.6 22.3 0.05 1.09 0.07
SCAQMD Significance Thresholds® 75 100 550 150 150 55

(1) Peak day
(2) Mass Daily Thresholds for Construction (SCAQMD, March 2023)

Construction activities will result in a temporary increase in quantities of air pollutants in the Project
area, including airborne dust, resulting from operation of construction vehicles and equipment. Dust
will be mitigated to the extent possible using dust palliatives (such as water) and best management
practices (BMPs) specified in the construction contract documents for the Project. Air pollutant
emissions resulting from Project construction are well below the significance thresholds established by
SCAQMD and will be short-term.
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Ongoing operation of the Project will generate small quantities of air pollutant emissions resulting from
occasional (infrequent) operation of the natural gas-powered standby generator and daily YVWD
vehicle trips to the Project site for routine operation and maintenance; however, said daily vehicle trips
are already taking place as part of operation and maintenance of the Existing Lift Station No. 4.
Therefore, Project operation would not result in an increase in vehicle trips or air pollutant emissions

over existing conditions.

For the reasons described above, air pollutant emissions generated by construction and operation of
the Project will be less than significant and will not result in an increase in Oz, PMuo, or PMzs, for which
the Project area is designated Non-Attainment under the CAAQS and/or the NAAQS.

Issue 111.  Air Quality (continued)

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
¢) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations? Q Q Q

Sensitive receptors nearest the Project site are residences on surrounding properties, with the nearest
residence located approximately 450 feet northwesterly of the Project site. Quantities of air pollutant
emissions, including dust, will temporarily increase during Project construction; however, as described
in Issue 111(b) herein, said increases will be less than significant and short-term. Ongoing operation
of the Project will not result in an increase in air pollutant emissions over current conditions. For these
reasons, construction and operation of the Project will not expose sensitive receptors to substantial

pollutant concentrations.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
. . L Significant Mitigation Significant
d) Would the project result in other emissions (such as Impact  Incorporated Impact No Impact
those leading to odors) adversely affecting a
substantial number of people? Q Q Q

Project construction will not result in emissions other than those described above, and the Project will
not result in odors adversely affecting a substantial number of people. Because the Project includes an
air phase odor control system, any odors resulting from Project operation are not expected to extend
beyond the boundaries of the Project site. For these reasons, the Project will not result in other

emissions, such as those leading to odors, adversely affecting a substantial number of people.
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Issue 1V. Biological Resources

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, Less Than
either directly or through habitat modifications, on potentially S'gwift'ﬁa”t Less Than
any species |dent|f_|ed_as a candldatg, sensitive, or Significant  Mitigation Significant
special status species in local or regional plans, Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Q Q d

Wildlife Service?

Certain species of plants and animals have low populations, limited distributions, or both. Such species
are vulnerable to further declines in population and distribution and may be subject to extirpation as
the human population grows and the habitats these species occupy are converted to urban or other uses.
State and federal laws, particularly the Federal Endangered Species Act (FESA) and the California
Endangered Species Act (CESA) provide the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) and
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) with mechanisms for conserving and protecting
native plant and animal species. Many plants and animals have been formally listed as "Threatened"
or "Endangered" under FESA, CESA, or both, while many others have been designated as candidates
for such listing. Additionally, others have been designated as "Species of Special Concern™ by CDFW,
as "Species of Concern" by USFWS, or are on lists of rare, threatened or endangered plants developed
by the California Native Plant Society (CNPS). Collectively, all of these listed and designated species

are referred to as "special status species".

The Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA), codified in 50 CFR Section 10.13, makes it unlawful
to "take™ (i.e. harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect) migratory birds
or their nests, eggs, feathers, or any part thereof. With few exceptions, all native bird species are

protected by the MBTA. Birds protected under the MBTA are also referred to as "special status species".

LSA Associates, Inc. (LSA) performed a biological resources assessment of the Project Site, the methods,

findings, and recommendations of which are set forth in the report titled, Biological Resources

Assessment, Yucaipa Valley Water District Lift Station No. 4 Replacement Project, Calimesa, Riverside

County, California, dated August 2023 (Biological Report). A copy of the Biological Report is included

in Appendix B herein. The following summary is based on the Biological Report.
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Special status species that may occur on the Project site include burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia

hypugaea) and nesting birds protected under the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act, which are described
in additional detail below.

» Burrowing Owl

Burrowing owl is designated as a California Species of Special Concern and has a low probability
of occurring at the Project Site. Potential burrowing owl habitat on the Project site is considered
marginal due to the presence of dense ruderal vegetation and non-native grassland, as well as the
small size of the Project site. To avoid or reduce potential impacts on burrowing owl, Mitigation
Measure BIO-1 is included in the Project. Mitigation Measure BIO-1 is summarized below and is

set forth in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program included in Appendix A herein.

» Nesting Birds

The Project site provides suitable habitat for nesting birds protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty
Act, the California Fish and Game Code, or both. In order to avoid or reduce potential impacts to
nesting birds, Mitigation Measure BIO-2 is included in the Project. Mitigation Measure BIO-2 is
summarized below and is set forth in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program included
in Appendix A herein.

With incorporation of Mitigation Measures BIO-1 and BIO-2, the Project will not have a substantial
adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species identified as a

candidate, sensitive, or special status species.

Mitigation Measure BI1O-1: Burrowing Owl

The Project site contains potential habitat for burrowing owl. To determine whether burrowing
owl is present on the Project site, a focused burrowing owl survey will be conducted by a
qualified biologist in accordance with California Department of Fish and Wildlife's 2012 Staff

Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation. The focused survey includes four site visits conducted

during the breeding season, with one visit between February 15 and April 15 and three visits,
at least three weeks apart, between April 15 and July 15, with at least one of these three taking
place after June 15. If burrowing owl is detected, the preparation of a burrowing owl
mitigation plan would be required in coordination with the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife (CDFW). If no burrowing owl is detected during the focused survey, then a

preconstruction burrowing owl survey is required within 14 days prior to initial ground-

disturbing activities, including vegetation removal, on the Project site.
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Mitigation Measure BI10O-2: Nesting Birds

The Project site contains suitable habitat for nesting bird species. To avoid potential effects
to nesting birds, a preconstruction nesting bird survey will be conducted by a qualified
biologist no less than 3 days and not more than 7 days prior to any construction activities,
including vegetation removal. If no nesting birds are found during the preconstruction survey,

then construction may commence within 7 days of completion of the preconstruction survey.

If nesting birds are found during the preconstruction survey, the qualified biologist will
establish an exclusionary buffer or buffers around the nests. The buffer(s) will be clearly
marked in the field by construction personnel under guidance of the qualified biologist. No
construction activities are allowed within the buffer zone(s) until the qualified biologist

determines that the young have fledged or the nest is no longer active.

Whether or not any nesting birds were identified during the preconstruction survey, if more
than 7 days have lapsed since the preconstruction survey and construction or vegetation
removal have not yet commenced, then another preconstruction nesting bird survey will be

conducted to determine whether any nesting birds have moved into the site.

Issue 1V. Biological Resources (continued)

b) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect Less Than
on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural . Significant
.. cpe 1. . Potentially with Less Than
community identified in local or regional plans, Significant ~ Mitigation  Significant
policies, regulations or by the California Department Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service? a Q Q

Based on the Biological Report cited in Issue 1V(a), there are no riparian habitats or natural
communities of concern located on the Project site. Therefore, the Project will not have a substantial

adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community.
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Issue 1V. Biological Resources (continued)

Less Than
c) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect potentially S'gcv'ift'ﬁa”t Less Than
on state or federally protected wetlands (including, Significant  Mitigation  Significant
but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means? Q Q Q

Based on the Biological Report cited in Issue IV(a) above, there are no wetlands or stream courses
located on or adjacent to the Project Site. Therefore, construction and operation of the Project will not

have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands.

Less Than
d) Would the project interfere substantially with the potentially S'gcv'ift'ﬁam Less Than
movement of any native resident or migratory fish Significant  Mitigation  Significant
or wildlife species or with established native Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede
the use of native wildlife nursery sites? a Q Q

The Project site is located within the boundaries of the Western Riverside County Multiple Species
Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP). Based on the Biological Report cited in Issue 1V(a) herein, the
Project site is within an MSHCP special linkage area, which is composed of MSHCP criteria cells. The
project site is also within an MSHCP proposed constrained linkage. The constrained linkage would
support regional wildlife movement within the boundaries of the MSHCP from non-contiguous habitats
easterly and westerly of the project site. Calimesa Boulevard and Interstate 10, located just westerly of
the Project site, serve as major barriers to regional wildlife movement. Therefore, although the project
will result in an incremental loss of habitat for wildlife movement, the Project is not anticipated to result
in a substantial effect to regional wildlife movement and MSHCP linkages because of the Project's
relatively small footprint and because the adjacent Calimesa Boulevard and nearby Interstate 10 serve
as major barriers to regional wildlife movement. Additionally, no nursery sites occur on the Project
site. For these reasons, the Project would not interfere substantially with the movement of any native

resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites.
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Issue 1V. Biological Resources (continued)

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
. . . . Significant Mitigation Significant
e) Would the project conflict with any local policies or Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a
tree preservation policy or ordinance? Q Q Q

The Project site contains coast live oak trees that are subject to the City of Calimesa's oak tree policy.
The oak trees will be preserved in place and will not be impacted by the Project. Therefore, no trees
subject to a tree preservation policy or ordinance will be removed. The Project will not conflict with

any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources.

Less Than
Significant

. . . . . Potentially with Less Than
f) Would the project conflict with the provisions of an Significant  Mitigation  Significant

adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Impact Incorporated Impact
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan? Q Q Q

No Impact

The Project site is located within the planning boundaries of the Western Riverside County MSHCP;
however, YVYWD is not a signatory to the MSHCP and is not pursuing an MSHCP Participating Special
Entity designation for the Project. For these reasons, the Project is not subject to compliance with the

MSHCP and is instead subject to the requirements of the Federal Endangered Species Act and the
California Endangered Species Act.

Issue V. Cultural Resources

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
. . Significant Mitigation Significant
a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
change in the significance of a historical resource
pursuant to §15064.5? Q Q Q

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(3) states, in part, that "Generally, a resource shall be considered by
the lead agency to be "historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria for listing on the

California Register of Historical Resources (Pub. Res. Code 8 5024.1, Title 14 CCR, Section 4852),
including the following:

"(A) Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
California's history and cultural heritage;
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(B) Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

(C) Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or

represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values; or
(D) Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history".

Further, California Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(j) states that "a 'Historical resource'
includes, but is not limited to, any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript
which is historically or archaeologically significant, or is significant in the architectural, engineering,
scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural annals of

California."

CRM TECH performed a historical and archaeological resources survey of the Project site, the methods,

results, and recommendations of which are set forth in the report, Historical/Archaeological Resources

Survey Report Yucaipa Valley Water District Lift Station No. 4 Replacement Project, City of Calimesa,

Riverside County, California, dated August 1, 2023 (Cultural Report), a copy of which is included in

Appendix C herein.

As part of its historical and archaeological resources study of the Project site, CRM TECH conducted
a historical/archaeological resources records search, pursued historical background research,
conducted an intensive-level field survey of the Project site, and contacted the Native American Heritage

Commission to request a search of the Sacred Lands File.

Based on the Cultural Report, no historical or archaeological resources had been recorded within or
in the vicinity of the Project site, and no such resources were found during the field survey of the Project
site. Further, a search of the Native American Sacred Lands File did not identify any sites of traditional

cultural value in the vicinity.

Although no historical or archaeological resources were identified within or in the vicinity of the Project
site, mitigation will be implemented in order to avoid or reduce potential impacts on previously-
undiscovered cultural resources that may be encountered during ground-disturbing activities.
Mitigation Measure CUL-1 is summarized below and is set forth in the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program for the Project, which is included in Appendix A herein. With implementation of
Mitigation Measure CUL-1, the Project will not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance

of a historical resource pursuant to §15064.5.
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Mitigation Measure CUL-1: Cultural Resources

In the event that cultural resources are discovered during Project construction activities, all
work in the immediate vicinity of the find (within a 60-foot radius buffer area) shall cease, and
an archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior's professional qualification standards in
archaeology will be hired to assess the find. Work on the other portions of the Project outside
of the buffer area may continue during the assessment of the find. Additionally, YVWD will
contact the Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel Nation Cultural Resources Department (YSMN), as
detailed in Mitigation Measure TCR-1, regarding any pre-contact and/or historic-era finds
and will provide YSMN with the archaeologist's determination after the initial assessment of
the nature of the find, so that YSMN can provide tribal input with regard to significance and
treatment of the potential resource. If significant pre-contact and/or historic era cultural
resources, as defined by CEQA, are discovered and avoidance cannot be ensured, the
archaeologist will develop a Monitoring and Treatment Plan, the drafts of which will be
provided to YSMN for review and comment, as detailed in Mitigation Measure TCR-1. Further,
if any significant pre-contact and/or historic era cultural resource is discovered, a qualified
archaeologist will monitor the remainder of construction ground-disturbing activities and will

implement the Monitoring and Treatment Plan accordingly.

Issue V. Cultural Resources (Continued)

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
. . Significant Mitigation Significant
b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to §15064.5? Q Q Q

Refer to Issue V(a) above. As set forth in the Cultural Report, no archaeological resources have been
identified on or in the vicinity of the Project site. Mitigation Measure CUL-1 is incorporated into the
Project to ensure that Project construction will not result in a significant adverse impact on any
previously-undiscovered historical or archaeological resources discovered during Project construction.
With incorporation of Mitigation Measure CUL-1, described in Issue V(a) above, the Project would not
cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5. Potential impacts upon tribal cultural resources are described in

Issue XVIII herein.
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Issue V. Cultural Resources (Continued)

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
¢) Would the project disturb any human remains, Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
including those interred outside of dedicated
cemeteries? Q Q d

There are no known cemeteries or burial grounds located on or adjacent to the Project site. To avoid
or reduce potential impacts upon any human remains that may be inadvertently encountered during
Project construction, Mitigation Measure CUL-2 is incorporated into the Project. Mitigation Measure
CUL-2 is summarized below and is set forth in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for
the Project, which is included in Appendix A herein. Additionally, the Project will comply with the
provisions of Section 15064.5 of the State CEQA Guidelines.

Mitigation Measure CUL-2: Human Remains

In the event that any human remains, or what appear to be human remains, are uncovered or
encountered during Project construction, the construction contractor will halt or divert all
work within a 100-foot buffer of the find and will immediately notify the Riverside County
Coroner's Office via telephone. After notifying the County Coroner, the contractor will also
notify Yucaipa Valley Water District (YVWD) via telephone. Construction activities will not
resume in the area of the find until YYWD notifies the construction contractor to resume

construction activities. California Health and Safety Code §7050.5 will be enforced for the

duration of the Project.

Issue VI. Energy

Less Than
Significant
a) Would the project result in potentially significant ggﬁ?ﬁg% Mi;'ivg:gt'i on é‘lzsrigg;?t
environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
unnecessary consumption of energy resources,
during project construction or operation? Q Q Q

The primary energy resource that will be consumed during construction of the Project is fuel needed by
the construction contractor for operating construction vehicles and equipment. Operation of the Project
will require fuel for travel of one YVWD vehicle trip to the Project site daily; however, this vehicle trip
is already taking place for operation of the Existing Lift Station No. 4 facilities on the northern portion
of the Project site. Additionally, electricity will be used to operate the pumps, electrical switchgear,

controls, site lighting, and telemetry system. Natural gas will be used to power a standby generator on
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an infrequent basis. This energy use is needed for construction and operation of the lift station as part
of YVWD's wastewater system and would not result in a potentially significant environmental impact

due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources.

Issue VI. Energy (continued)
Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
. : . Significant Mitigation Significant
b) Would the project conflict with or obstruct a state or Impact  Incorporated Impact No Impact
local plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiency? Q Q Q

Construction and operation of the Project will not conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for

renewable energy or energy efficiency. Refer also to Issue VI(a) above.

Issue VII. Geology and Soils

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

a) Would the project directly or indirectly cause
potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i)

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant

Impact No Impact

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.

i)
i)

Strong seismic ground shaking?
Seismic-related ground failure, including

X O

U X

liquefaction?
iv) Landslides?

OO0 OO0
OO0 OO0
0o
X X

i)

s
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A geotechnical study of the Project site was conducted by Leighton Consulting, Inc., the
findings, conclusions, and recommendations of which are set forth in the report, Geotechnical

Exploration Yucaipa Valley Water District Wastewater Lift Station No.4 8900+ Calimesa

Boulevard, Calimesa, Riverside County, California, dated June 13, 2023 (Leighton Report).

Based on the Leighton Report, the Project Site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zone. The Project site is within an Earthquake Fault Zone associated with
the San Gorgonio Pass fault zone, as designated by the County of Riverside; however, the fault

is not active in the area of the Project site. For these reasons, construction and operation of
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i)

the Project would not directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including

the risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known earthquake fault.

Being located in seismically-active southern California, the Project site is subject to strong
seismic ground shaking. Based on the Leighton Report cited in Issue VI1(a)(i) above, there are
several active and potentially active faults in the region that could produce significant ground
shaking at the Project site. The Project does not include any structures intended for more than
occasional human occupancy (lift station building), and Project facilities will be designed and
constructed in accordance with the recommendations provided in the Leighton Report. For
these reasons, construction and operation of the Project is not expected to directly or indirectly
cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving
strong seismic ground shaking.

Based on the Leighton Report cited in Issue VII(a)(i) above, the potential for liquefaction to
occur at the Project site is low, due to the lack of shallow groundwater and the relatively dense
nature of the subsurface soil. The Project does not include facilities intended for more than
occasional human occupation, and Project facilities will be designed and constructed in
accordance with the recommendations provided in the Leighton Report. For these reasons, the
Project will not expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including

seismic-related ground failure, such as liquefaction.

Based on information available in the online map titled "CGS Information Warehouse:
Landslides", provided by the California Geological Survey, there are no landslides mapped in
the vicinity of the Project site. Further, the Project Site is relatively flat and is not known to be
subject to landslides. For these reasons, the Project will not directly or indirectly cause
potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving
landslides.
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Issue VII. Geology and Soils (Continued)

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
b) Would the project result in substantial soil erosion
or the loss of topsoil? Q Q Q

Beside the area occupied by the Existing Lift Station No. 4, the Project site has been disturbed by prior
agricultural use and recent weed abatement activities. With the exception of the areas of the site
occupied by aboveground Project facilities, disturbed ground surfaces at the Project site will be
returned to near-preconstruction conditions and overlain with a 6-inch thick layer of Class 2 base. No
erosion related to the Project is expected to occur after completion of construction and final site
stabilization. Best management practices will be implemented by the construction contractor to avoid
or reduce erosion during Project construction. For these reasons, and because the Project site is
relatively flat, the Project would not result in substantial soil erosion or substantial impacts related to

the loss of topsoil.

Less Than
; ; : Significant
C) Wpuld the project be located on a geologic unit or Potentially with Less Than
soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable Significant  Mitigation  Significant
as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse? Q Q Q

Based on the Leighton Report cited in Issue VI1(a)(i), the Project site is located within a broad canyon
consisting of fine to medium sand. Based on Leighton's subsurface investigation at the Project site,
undocumented fill soils were encountered to a depth of approximately 3 feet below ground surface (bgs)
as well as clayey sand and silty sand down to a depth of approximately 50Y% feet bgs. Further, dense
and stiff alluvial soils are expected below the New Lift Station No. 4 facilities, and Project facilities will
be constructed in accordance with the specific geotechnical design recommendations set forth in the
Leighton Report. The Project does not include facilities whose construction and operation are capable

of causing on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, liquefaction, or collapse.

For the above reasons, the Project would not expose people or critical structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death, involving unstable geologic units or soils.

Refer also to Issue VII(a) above.
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Issue VII. Geology and Soils (Continued)

Less Than
Significant
d) Would the project be located on expansive soil, as ggﬁ?ﬁﬂ:ﬁ anig;?ion SL,egsrntQ:r?t
defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform BUIldIng Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Code (1994), creating substantial direct or indirect
risks to life or property? Q Q Q

Based on the Leighton Report cited in Issue VI1(a)(i), onsite soils are anticipated to exhibit "very low"
to "low" expansion potential. The Project would not create substantial direct or indirect risks to life or

property related to expansive soil.

Less Than
e) Would the project have soils incapable of potentially S'gcv'ift'ﬁam Less Than
adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or Significant  Mitigation  Significant
alternative waste water disposal systems where Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
sewers are not available for the disposal of waste
water? Q Q Q

The Project does not include septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
. . L Significant Mitigation Significant
f) Would the prOJect dlrectly or |nd|rectly destroy a Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature? a Q Q

Federal, state, and local regulations and policies provide protection for paleontological resources.
These include, but are not limited to, the federal Paleontological Resources Preservation Act of 2009
(Public Law 111-011, Title VI, Subtitle D) and California Public Resources Code Section 30244.

CRM TECH performed a paleontological resources assessment of the Project site, the methods, results,

findings, and recommendations of which are set forth in the report, Paleontological Resources

Assessment Report Yucaipa Valley Water District Lift Station No. 4 Replacement Project, City of

Calimesa, Riverside County, California, dated August 1, 2023 (Paleontological Report), a copy of which

is included in Appendix D herein.

As part of its assessment, CRM TECH initiated a paleontological records search, conducted a literature
review, and conducted a systematic field survey of the Project site in accordance with the guidelines of

the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology.
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Based on the findings of the paleontological assessment, the Project has a high potential to impact
significant, nonrenewable paleontological resources in the native alluvial sediments present throughout
the Project area. Based on these findings, CRM TECH recommends that a paleontological resource
impact mitigation program be developed and implemented to avoid or reduce impacts on significant
nonrenewable paleontological resources. The measures set forth in Mitigation Measure PALEO-1
comprise the paleontological resource impact mitigation program and will be implemented during
Project construction. Mitigation Measure PALEO-1 is summarized below and is set forth in the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Project, a copy of which is attached to the draft
Mitigated Negative Declaration in Appendix A herein. With incorporation of PALEO-1, construction
and operation of the Project would not directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource

or geological feature.

Mitigation Measure PALEO-1: Paleontological Resources Impact Mitigation Program

Based on the findings of a paleontological assessment conducted for the Project site, the

Project has a high potential to impact significant, nonrenewable paleontological resources in

the native alluvial sediments present throughout the Project area. The following measures will

be implemented to protect any paleontological resources uncovered during ground disturbance
at the Project site:

e A qualified paleontological monitor will monitor all earth-moving operations reaching
beyond the previously-disturbed surface soils in order to ensure the timely identification
of the undisturbed, potentially-fossiliferous sediments when they are encountered.

e The paleontological monitor will be prepared to quickly salvage fossil remains upon
discovery to avoid construction delays and shall have the authority to temporarily halt or
divert construction equipment and activities to allow for removal of abundant or large
specimens.

e Collected samples of sediment will be processed to recover small fossils, and all recovered
non-microscopic specimens should be identified and curated at a repository with
permanent retrievable storage.

o A report of findings, including an itemized inventory of recovered specimens, will be
prepared upon completion of the procedures outlined above. The report will include a
discussion of the significance of the paleontological findings, if any. The report and the
inventory, when submitted to Yucaipa Valley Water District, signifies completion of the

paleontological resources impact mitigation program.
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Issue VIII. Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
. Significant Mitigation Significant
a) Would the project generate greenhouse gas Impact Incorporated Impact No
emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may
have a significant impact on the environment? Q Q

Impact

Q

=Y
T

Nl

Gases that trap heat in the Earth's atmosphere are referred to as greenhouse gases (GHGs). GHGs
that are emitted due to human activities, primarily from the combustion of fossil fuels (e.g. gasoline in
motor vehicles), are carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CHa4), and nitrous oxide (N20). The most common

GHG that results from human activities is COz, followed by CHa and N20, respectively.

To quantify and combine these three GHGs into a single figure, each gas is converted to "carbon dioxide
equivalent” (COze) units. COze is defined by the United States Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA) as, "A metric measure used to compare the emissions from various greenhouse gases based
upon their global warming potential (GWP)...The carbon dioxide equivalent for a gas is derived by
multiplying the tons of the gas by the associated GWP." The GWPs for carbon dioxide, methane, and

nitrous oxide are 1, 25, and 298, respectively.

The Project is expected to generate GHGs during construction and operation. GHGs emitted during
construction would result from operating construction vehicles and equipment and from workers'
vehicles commuting to and from the Project Site. Estimated quantities of GHGs that would be generated
during Project construction total approximately 5,395 metric tons of COze, as calculated by reports
generated using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod, Version 2022.1). A copy of the
CalEEMod output report is included in Appendix E herein.

GHGs emitted during ongoing operation and maintenance would result from occasional (infrequent)
operation of the natural gas-powered standby generator and daily vehicle trips to and from the Project
site; however, since these vehicle trips are already taking place for operation of the Existing Lift Station
No. 4 on the Project site, the Project would not result in an increase in vehicle trips for ongoing

operation and maintenance above existing conditions; therefore, there would be no impact.

SCAQMD has a significance threshold of 10,000 metric tons of COze per year; therefore, project
construction GHG emissions of 5,395 metric tons of COze is not considered significant. Further, said

construction GHG emissions are temporary and will not continue after completion of construction.

KRIEGER & STEWART
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For the reasons described above, the Project will not generate GHG emissions that would, either

directly or indirectly, have a significant impact on the environment.

Issue VIII. Greenhouse Gas Emissions (Continued)

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
. . . . Significant Mitigation Significant
b) Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emission of greenhouse gases? Q Q Q

As described in Issue VI11(a) above, construction of the Project would generate insignificant quantities
of GHGs, while operation of the Project would not result in an increase in GHG emissions over existing
conditions. For these reasons, construction and operation of the Project will not conflict with any plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions.

Issue IX. Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
. L Significant Mitigation Significant
a) Would the project create a significant hazard to the Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? Q Q Q

Small quantities of fuel, lubricants, adhesives, paint, and coatings will be used during construction of
the Project. Said use will be short-term and strictly controlled, and waste materials will be properly
disposed of. Such materials will not be allowed to enter any drainage. Further, operation of the Project
does not involve the generation, transport, use, storage, or disposal of any hazardous materials.
Therefore, construction and operation of the Project will not create a significant hazard to the public

or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials.

Less Than
b) Would the project create a significant hazard to the potentially S'gcv'ift'ﬁa”t Less Than
public or the environment through reasonably Significant  Mitigation  Significant
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving Impact  Incorporated Impact No Impact
the release of hazardous materials into the
environment? Q Q Q

The Project includes constructing and operating replacement domestic sewage lift station facilities,
along with associated controls, discharge piping, and appurtenances, for use in collecting sewage flows
and pumping it into YYWD's Wastewater Treatment Plant headworks. The New Lift Station No. 4 will

o
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replace the Existing Lift Station No. 4, which is approaching the end of its useful service life. The
Project does not have the potential to 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. Refer also to Issue 1X(a) above.

Issue IX. Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Continued)

Less Than
Significant
. . . Potentiall with Less Than
c) Would the project emit hazardous emissions or Signiﬁcan{ Mitigation  Significant
handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an
existing or proposed school? Q Q Q
There are no schools located within one-quarter mile of the Project site. The nearest school is located
approximately a half mile to the southeast of the Project site. Project construction and operation will
take place within the existing Project site and adjoining public street right-of-way and will not emit
hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school.
Less Than
; ; ioh i Significant
d) Would the prOJ_ect be located on a sﬂg wh |ph is Potentially with Less Than
included on a list of hazardous materials sites Significant  Mitigation  Significant
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment? Q Q Q

The Project site is not located on a site included on the list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. According to maps and data available to the public on
EnviroStor (the California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) database located online at

http://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public), the nearest such site is the Jorco Chemical Company site,

located at 32185 Outer Highway 10, Redlands, California 92373. Jorco Chemical Company occupied
the site from 1955 to 2003, and remedial actions have been taken to remove contaminated soil. Due to
the distance from the Project site, no impacts are expected. For these reasons, the Project will not

create a significant hazard to the public or the environment related to a hazardous materials site.
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Issue IX. Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Continued)

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan Less Than
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within . Significant
. .. . . Potentially with Less Than
two miles of a public airport or public use airport, Significant  Mitigation  Significant
would the project result in a safety hazard or Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
excessive noise for people residing or working in
the project area? Q Q Q

The airport nearest the Project site is the Redlands Municipal Airport, located approximately eight

miles northwesterly of the Project site. According to maps included in the Redlands Municipal Airport

Land Use Compatibility Plan (adopted February 18, 1997 by Redlands City Council and revised on

May 6, 2003), the Project Site does not lie within a compatibility zone or a noise contour of the Redlands
Municipal Airport. The Project would not result in a safety hazard or excessive noise related to

proximity to an airport.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
. o . Significant Mitigation Significant
f) Would the prOJeCt impair Implementatlon of or Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan? Q Q Q

Transportation corridors will remain open during Project construction; although, lane closures are
expected during construction within Calimesa Boulevard. Construction within Calimesa Boulevard will
be short-term and will not require a complete road closure. Once construction is complete, there would
be no additional vehicle trips to the Project site over existing conditions. For these reasons,
construction and operation of the Project will not impair implementation of or physically interfere with

an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
. Significant Mitigation Significant
g) Would the project expose people or structures, Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of
loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires? Q Q Q

Based on maps available on the Fire Hazard Severity Zone Viewer available on the California
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection's Fire Resource and Assessment Program website

(http://frap.fire.ca.gov), the Project Site is not located in an area designated as a moderate, high, or

very high fire hazard severity zone. There is a slight risk of fire occurring during Project construction;
however, the risk is less than significant and short-term. Additionally, construction contract documents

for the Project will require construction contractors to comply with safety standards specified in Title 8

o
;:g‘ KRIEGER & STEWART

" Engineering Consultants
& Page 34



http://frap.fire.ca.gov/

A b Lift Station No. 4 Repl t Project
P  Yucaipa Valley Water District . ITL Station No. 4 Reptacement Frojec
Q P Initial Study and Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration

of the California Code of Regulations and that any equipment or machinery that poses a risk of emitting
sparks or flame be equipped with an arrestor, thereby further limiting potential impacts. Project
facilities do not include structures intended for more than occasional human occupation. For these
reasons, construction and operation of the Project will not expose people or structures, either directly

or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires.

Issue X. Hydrology and Water Quality

Less Than
Significant
. . . Potentially with Less Than
a) Would the project V'_Olate any Wat_er quality Significant ~ Mitigation Significant
standards or waste discharge requirements or Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
otherwise substantially degrade surface or
groundwater quality? a Qa Q
The Project includes constructing and operating a replacement domestic sewage lift station, along with
associated controls and appurtenances, for use in pumping wastewater flows from the lift station's
service area to YVWD's Waste Water Treatment Plant headworks. The Project will comply with all
applicable water quality standards, waste discharge requirements, and all of the requirements of the
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana River Basin Region (Regional Board).
For these reasons, the Project will not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality.
Less Than
. . Significant
b) Would the project §ubstapt|ally decrease . ' Potentially with Less Than
groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with Significant  Mitigation  Significant
groundwater recharge such that the project may Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
impede sustainable groundwater management of the
basin? a Q Q

The Project does not have a water demand beyond that required during construction. Therefore, the

Project does not have the potential to substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge.
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Issue X. Hydrology and Water Quality (Continued)

¢) Would the project substantially alter the existing

. . . . Less Than
drainage pattern of the site or area, including Significant
through the alteration of the course of a stream or Potentially with Less Than
river, or through the addition of impervious Significant  Mitigation  Significant
surfaces, in a manner which would: Impact  Incorporated Impact No Impact
i) Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or
off-site? Qa Q Q
i) Substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result in
flooding on- or offsite? Q Q Q
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? Q Q Q
iv) Impede or redirect flood flows? Q Q Q

i)

i)

Current impervious surfaces on the Project site include the Existing Lift Station No. 4 facilities.
The site will be graded during Project construction. The paved portion of existing facilities will
be removed and replaced with Class 2 base, and the only impervious facilities on the completed
Project site will be the aboveground New Lift Station No. 4 facilities. Because the site will not
be paved and is relatively flat, stormwater will be more likely to percolate onsite rather than
flow offsite; however, this will not result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site.
Therefore, drainage flow and pattern changes will be less than significant and will not result in

substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site.

Because the Project site will not be paved, the Project is not expected to substantially increase
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in flooding on- or offsite.

Refer also to Issue X(c)(i) above.

The Project would not create or contribute any runoff water or result in stormwater runoff that
would exceed the capacity of existing or planned drainage systems or provide substantial

additional sources of polluted runoff. Refer also to Issues X(c)(i) and X(c)(ii) above.

Project facilities do not have the potential to impede or redirect flood flows. Refer also to Issues
X(c)(i) through X(c)(iii) above.
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Issue X. Hydrology and Water Quality (Continued)

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
. . Significant Mitigation Significant
d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, would the Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
project risk release of pollutants due to project
inundation? Q Q Q

Based on the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map No.
06065C0890G, effective 08/28/2008 and revised to reflect a Letter of Map Revision (LOMR) effective
August 8, 2022, the Project site is located within an area mapped as a Regulatory Floodway, associated
with the Garden Air Golf Course Wash. Although the Project site is located within a floodway, Project
facilities would not release pollutants as a result of inundation due to flooding. Based on the California
Official Tsunami Inundation Maps available on the California Department of Conservation website at

https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/tsunami/maps, there are no tsunami inundation areas mapped

within Riverside County. There are no water bodies of sufficient size located near the Project site that
would put the site at risk of a seiche. For these reasons, the Project would not risk release of pollutants

due to inundation.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
. . . Significant ~ Mitigation Significant
e) Would the project conflict with or obstruct Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
implementation of a water quality control plan or
sustainable groundwater management plan? Q Q Q

The water quality control plan applicable to the Project area is the Water Quality Control Plan for the
Santa Ana River Basin Region, adopted in 1995 and updated in 2008, 2011, 2016, and 2019. The

Project does not include features that will conflict with or obstruct water quality policies or objectives,

and will not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the water quality control plan cited above.

The Project site is located within the boundaries of the San Gorgonio Pass Groundwater Sustainability
Agency, overlying the adjudicated Beaumont Basin. The Project does not have the potential to adversely

impact groundwater in the Beaumont Basin.

For the reasons described above, the Project will not conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water

quality control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan.
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Issue XI. Land Use and Planning

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
a) Would the project physically divide an established
community? Q Q Q

The Project is located on and adjacent to the site of the Existing Lift Station No. 4, all within property

owned by YYWD. The Project does not have the potential to physically divide an established community.

Less Than
Significant
b) Would the project cause a significant environmental gfgﬁmfgz Mitivggt]ion ;anslfT,?aa:t
impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? Q Q Q

The Project is being constructed on existing YVWD-owned properties. Project construction and
operation will take place within the bounds of the existing YVYWD-owned properties and adjoining public
street right-of-way in Calimesa Boulevard. The Project will not conflict with any land use plan, policy,

or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect.

Issue XII. Mineral Resources

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
. . . Significant Mitigation Significant
a) Would the project result in the loss of availability of Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
a known mineral resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state? Q Q Q

Project facilities will be located within YVWDs existing properties, which are not known to contain any
mineral resources that would be of value to the region or to the residents of the state. The Project would
not impact the availability of any known mineral resources or mineral resource recovery sites. For
these reasons, the Project would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that
would be of value to the region and the residents of the state.

Engineering Consultants
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Issue XII. Mineral Resources (Continued)

Less Than
Significant
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally- St Mitigstion  Siioant
important mineral resource recovery site delineated Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land
use plan? Q Q Q

Based on Figure OS-6 of the County of Riverside Multipurpose Open Space Element, dated December

8, 2015, which is part of the Riverside County General Plan, the Project site is located in an area

mapped as "MRZ-3", meaning that the significance of mineral deposits is undetermined. The Project
will not result in the loss of availability of a local-important mineral resource recovery site delineated

on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan. Refer also to Issue XI1(a) above.

Issue XII1. Noise

a) Would the project result in generation of a é—_ess_fT_hant
: : : Ignifican
substantial temporary or permanent increase in Potentially with D

ambient noise levels in excess of standards Significant  Mitigation  Significant

established in the local general plan or noise Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies? Q Q Q

The Project will generate increased noise levels in the area temporarily during construction as a result
of construction vehicles and equipment operating onsite. Said construction noise will comply with the

provisions of City of Calimesa Municipal Code Chapter 8.15, Noise Abatement and Control.

Based on the City of Calimesa 2014 General Plan, roadway noise is the most prevalent noise source in

Calimesa. An incremental increase in noise resulting from operation of Project facilities is anticipated
to be generated by the pumps included in the Project and by the infrequent operation (including semi-
annual testing) of the standby generator; however, the pump building and generator enclosures are both
sound-attenuating. Therefore, considering the existing ambient noise resulting from major roadways
in the area, any noise resulting from operation of the Project facilities is not expected to be perceptible
at any existing residences or other sensitive land uses in the vicinity. Calimesa Boulevard, which
borders the Project site, is classified as a "Major Arterial”, while Interstate 10 is also nearby to the

west.

For the reasons described above, the Project will not result in generation of a substantial temporary or

permanent increase in ambient noise levels in excess of standards established for the area.
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Issue XIIl. Noise (Continued)

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
b) Would the project result in generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? Q Q Q

The Project is not expected to result in excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise during
Project construction or operation. Any groundborne vibration or groundborne noise generated during
Project construction are not expected to be perceptible at any residences, with the nearest being located
approximately 450 feet northwesterly of the Project site. Ongoing Project operation will not generate
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise. For these reasons, the Project will not result in the

generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels. Referalso to Issue XI11(a)

above.

c) Fora project located within the vicinity of a private Less Than

airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where such a . Significant
ol . Potentially with Less Than

plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a Significant  Mitigation  Significant
public airport or public use airport, would the Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
project expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels? Q Q Q

The airport nearest the Project site is the Redlands Municipal Airport, located approximately eight

miles northwesterly of the Project site. Based on maps included in the Redlands Municipal Airport Land

Use Compatibility Plan (adopted February 18, 1997 by Redlands City Council and revised on

May 6, 2003), the Project site does not lie within a compatibility zone or a noise contour of the Redlands

Municipal Airport.

For these reasons, the Project will not expose people residing or working in the Project area to excessive
noise levels related to airports.
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Issue XI1V. Population and Housing

Less Than
: ; ; Significant
a) Would Fhe project |_nduce subst{intlal gnplanned Potentially gwith Less Than
population growth in an area, either directly (for Significant  Mitigation  Significant
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
or indirectly (for example, through extension of road
or other infrastructure)? Q Q Q

The Project is intended to replace aged facilities reaching the end of their useful service life, as well as
to accommodate future planned residential developments in the lift station service area. The Project
will not require YVWD to hire additional permanent employees and would not induce unplanned growth

in the area, either directly or indirectly.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
existing people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? Q Q a

The Project is located on existing YVWD property, does not include the construction or destruction of

any housing, and does not have the potential to displace any existing people or housing.

Issue XV. 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 Less Th
significant environmental impacts, in order to Sizsrfiﬁcsgt
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, Potentially with Less Than
or other performance objectives for any of the Significant ~ Mitigation Significant
public services: Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
i)  Fire protection? Q Q Q
ii) Police protection? a Q Q
iii) Schools? Q Q Q
iv) Parks? Qa Qa a
v) Other public facilities? 4 4 4

i)  The Project does not include any features or facilities that would require additional or unusual

fire protection resources.
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ii) The Project does not include any features or facilities that would require enhanced levels of

police protection.

iii) The Project does not have the potential to increase or decrease the area's population and would
therefore not result in a greater or lesser demand for schools. The Project will not adversely

impact any school.

iv) The Project does not have the potential to increase or decrease the area's population, and
therefore will not result in a greater or lesser demand for parks. The Project will not adversely

impact any park.

v)  The Project will not adversely affect other public facilities.

Issue XVI. Recreation

Less Than

Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other

deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated? Q Q Q

recreational facilities such that substantial physical Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Construction and operation of the Project do not