
















































































































































View of disturbed areas on the site.

View of disturbed areas adjacent to the  
agricultural fields on the site.

View of a portion of Simpson Road.
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Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
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accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Western Riverside Area, California
Survey Area Data: Version 15, Sep 6, 2022

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Mar 14, 2022—Mar 
17, 2022

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
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shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Map Unit Legend

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

Dt Domino fine sandy loam, 
saline-alkali

21.8 29.8%

Dv Domino silt loam, saline-alkali 5.5 7.6%

EoB Exeter sandy loam, slightly 
saline-alkali, 0 to 5 perce nt 
slopes

17.3 23.7%

GyA Greenfield sandy loam, 0 to 2 
percent slopes

6.6 9.1%

HcA Hanford coarse sandy loam, 0 
to 2 percent slopes

0.6 0.8%

HcC Hanford coarse sandy loam, 2 
to 8 percent slopes

0.5 0.7%

PaA Pachappa fine sandy loam, 0 
to 2 percent slopes

1.5 2.1%

Tr2 Traver loamy fine sand, saline-
alkali, eroded

4.0 5.4%

Ts Traver fine sandy loam, saline-
alkali

15.2 20.9%

Totals for Area of Interest 73.0 100.0%
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Natural Resources
Conservation Service

Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey

10/5/2022
Page 3 of 3

USDA = 



APPENDIX E 



fgarcia
Image

fgarcia
Ellipse

fgarcia
Callout
(E) SMH No. 26 PER P-12 OF W.O. 90-407

fgarcia
Rectangle

fgarcia
Typewritten Text
San Diego Canal

fgarcia
Cloud

fgarcia
Callout
Project Site

fgarcia
PolyLine

fgarcia
Typewritten Text
Simpson Road

fgarcia
Typewritten Text
California Avenue

fgarcia
Engineer
PROPOSEDSEWER

fgarcia
Line

fgarcia
Line

fgarcia
Callout
142.5" MWD Pipeline
PER W.O. 94-290

fgarcia
Callout
SW Hemet Line B
Per DWG 4-732

fgarcia
Line

fgarcia
Callout
33" SS PER W.O. 90-407

fgarcia
Arrow

fgarcia
Arrow

fgarcia
Text Box
OVERVIEW



KRIEGER 
-=0'0TEWART INCORPORATED 

ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS 
3602 Universily Av , Riverside, C'I 92501 • 714-684-6900 

121 

40' 

APPROVED 

C.E. Nll DATE 

DATE 

.... r:: . .-- ..... -. . r;~---.r 
:· .... ::::··:.~:.·.·_r--· -'::: 

- --~-· 

. ··.:.a .. :· .. :J~·LLEJ.:::.-l~--:-~k-.: 
125 126 

M.W.D. SAN DIEGO AQUEDUCT 

CAMP DRESSER & McKEE INC. 

430 North Vineyard Avenue, Suite 310 
Ontano, California 91764 CDM 

en..,;,onmental engin61Jrs, scientists-, 
planm.,,s, & management consultants 

I. D. 17 

EMWD INSPECTOR t:IILICI<' ZJANIEL S.A. 31 SPEC.5Z7-5 

REVISIONS REFERENCES SCALE H:1"= • . "-=4' DATE EASTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT 
NO. DATE INITIAL DESCRIPTION APP'VD RIVERSIDE COUNTY, CALlFORNlA 

td~=tt~~t~~~~=~i~~~~~~~t~~~~~~~~~~~~2~h3E~£~~~~~~=====================~~~~~====::i;i:::::=~J!L;~1-------==::.::..::=:.:..:.:..=.:..:....:..:... ___ _ ..., 1 !·8-% RBF AS t'ON.ST'O. c.o. 47000 S-/0-35 C.R.)'- i SOUTHWEST HEMET /WINCHEST 
INTERCEPTOR SEWER 

DESIGNED .1' 6/91 
DRAWN RS EL9 
TRACED 

CHECKED WL 10/91 
APPROVALS SUBMITTED STA. 

. 
119-t20.00 TO STA. 12:9+20.00 

". 'i.~ 
DESIGN CONSTRUCTION OPERATIONS RECOMMENDED APPROVED 

P~ 12 

w.o. 90~487 

SHT. JJ_ OF 52 

S0-IG4<o2 

fgarcia
Highlight

fgarcia
Rectangle

fgarcia
Highlight

fgarcia
Highlight

fgarcia
Highlight

fgarcia
Highlight

fgarcia
Highlight

fgarcia
Highlight

fgarcia
Callout
SS POC
DEPTH = 25.2 '

fgarcia
Typewritten Text
(1486.20) RIM

fgarcia
Callout
75" Water
San Diego Pipeline

fgarcia
Dimension
50'

fgarcia
Text Box
STA 121+15.08
MH NO 26
(1486.2) RIM
(1461.00) INV____
(1460.49) INV-IN
(1460.30) INV-OUT

fgarcia
Dimension
40'

fgarcia
Callout
33" HDPE SS

fgarcia
Callout
72" Water
San Diego Pipeline

fgarcia
Callout
72" Water
San Diego Pipeline

fgarcia
Callout
75" Water
San Diego Pipeline

fgarcia
Line

fgarcia
Engineer
PROPOSED (N) 8" SS ALONG SIMPSON RD 



... : l!:i 
tij' 

l v-, 

···t:: 
, ... :""'-"-.:c··········· 

" j. 

542+00 544+00 545+00 546+00 547+00 548+00 549+00 550+00 551+00 552+00 

X !491.5 

¼ 
~-

' -..J 

(.) 

h. 

+·····c··· .. '."( l . 

~ 

F 

553+00 

+ 
LOCA170NS OF EXIS17NG U17LITIES SHOWN HEREON ARE APPROXIMATE 
ONLY. CONTRACTOR SHALL PERFORM TH£ U11L/TY LOCATION WORK TO (\\JI L~o 40 11u VERIFY THE EXACT HORIZONTAL AND VERTICAL ALIGNMENTS AT LEAST J 

3000 FEET AHEAD OF PIP£ LAYING OP£RA170N. r, w 

z 
0 
(/) 

0c 
w 

> 

0 
w 

f-· z 
a' 
Q 

,------------------------~E=M:ccW.c='Oc_clAl."-'.i"'P.-'iE<=C=Ti.-=Zl.c.c¼'c__c.cR,c..1/C.=~'-"'flA.CCW,CC~-'-3''-----------------,----------,------------------~------------------,----------,----,------------------~l~rl=~c.=·=d,={,,=5-·P-,-

1 

______ 1~ 
'?~oFESSia;I( REvisioNs APPRovrn BY: 

1 I oAr~ EASTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT 10

- H ::i: 
J-:0s_M ___ W..;:1(1 ~ ENGINEERS, INC. ,"0 z.;;.~7 ;;; I 5 CfJNSTO. {',J. 5,:,";;"'~:~;o.q14c.R).___ _;·;0 ; ;ATE ~d~ EASTERN MUNICIP,4L WATER DISTRICT [6~~~~~ED s~~'~.; ~'-~:~- . -~--;\ _____ __:R:::IV:.::E:::R:::S:::ID.:::E__:C:::O:.::U:::N:::TY:::·_:::CA.::L:::IF_::O:::R::.:N:::IA__: ______ .[;:~·:::---·_--;:~:-:-_-;;:29;;;0~---f-----

lt) c.-, <f\ :::;;. CIVIL_ t:NG1NE:.ERS, iJU,¾NERS i\Nf) CONSTRUCTiON CONSULfANT'.': 1· 12., 'C,/. 71? REACH 3 p HASE 2 8 No. 47984 • ~ . 12G9 w PO!IONA ROAD. SU;T( 10~· ii CORONA. CA. 91720 e 909 / 734--2130 DATE TRACED le O 56>2.. 6,0 0) 

~ C"-p.'.2/31/95 ~ I PREPARED UNDER THE SUPERVISION OF: I +----+---+---------·-·---·-· 1---------------·-----....;?.!,~~~~~~:.:-J.'L./!-~'f!:.~-'=8::c-;:;Z-l::..JJ$~ CHECKED S.M.V/. & K.W.C. ' ' C,00 •• RD 31060 31064 ° 
~ U\ ' ~ ..... REFERENCES ~PRO CT MANAGER DATE SUBMITTED • J2csi ' r--. 

* """ o~';,,o~</r* I Jd".::c=-----.=--~==:..-~DATE·a 3 "3.s'f--1 _:-~----jf---·"··-+-_ ---~ __ ···=--· ·_· ---+-----1 APPROVALS :.~~~:~:~~~ON: ;;__ ,.,,,,,~,__i;~__j- SCACE AS NOTED s;;:iNTR:~:1::~~1:: N ,_.SH~T.· _17_0_F _2_0 --I!! 

L _______ ..:::;~:;;;::::,_ _______ J:s~T!E~vE[.JM~.3w~1Lil~IE=:R[.lcJ.E:.:4~7~9~8~4=J.Ex~P~-=:12[-:3r1~-~9~5c: .... ====i: .... L.:.::I:._L.:..:.:.::.::.::=:..-........ = ........ -==L .... .:.::.:::J .... _________ ,L ____________________ L ______ ]s~w~R=. ~O::JPE~R~ATi,oiN~sL::==.t:::::.:.,1. ____________ J., _ _:.:::::.::::.::......:..~:::.:.::::::~::::::.:.~.:..::-.::::::.:.!..:_~S~DL:;;.1L7~5~2~9L,_JL'.G 

fgarcia
Line

fgarcia
Typewritten Text
1464.00

fgarcia
Rectangle

fgarcia
Rectangle

fgarcia
Rectangle

fgarcia
Highlight

fgarcia
Highlight

fgarcia
Highlight

fgarcia
Rectangle

fgarcia
Line

fgarcia
Engineer
PROPOSED SEWER 6' N/O SIMPSON RD CL

fgarcia
Rectangle

fgarcia
Line

fgarcia
Callout
AS-BUILTS FOR 12'DIA MWD PIPELINE AND SAN DIEGO CANAL NEEDED

fgarcia
Line

fgarcia
Rectangle



APPENDIX F 



Hernandez Environmental Services 
17037 Lakeshore Drive 
Lake Elsinore, CA 92530 

909.772.9009 

Memorandum

Date: November 29, 2022 

To: Jeremy Krout EPD Solutions, Inc. 

From:  Elizabeth Gonzalez, Senior Biologist 

Subject: Focused Burrowing Owl Survey Report for Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 465-140-
042 and -043 located in Riverside County, California.  

This memorandum provides the methods and results of a Western Riverside County Multiple 
Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP) burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia) (BUOW) survey 
for Assessor’s Parcel Numbers (APNs) 465-140-042 and -043 located within unincorporated 
Riverside County.  The proposed project includes the construction of two warehouse buildings 
with office buildings.   

Project Location 

The approximate 74.88-acre project site is located on the southeast corner of Simpson Road and 
El Fuego Road in the City of Hemet, County of Riverside, California.  Specifically, the project 
site is located within Township 5 South, Range 2 West in Section 25 of the Winchester United 
States Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5’ topographic quadrangle. The center point latitude and 
longitude for the project site are 33°42’18.9609” North and 117°02’18.9205” West. Refer to 
Figures 1 and 2. 

The study area included APNs 465-140-042 and -043 and a 150-meter (500-foot) buffer around 
the site, where accessible (Figure 4).   

Project Contact Information 

Owner/Applicant: EPD Solutions, Inc. 
2355 Main Street, Suite 100 
Irvine, CA 92614 

Principal Investigator: Elizabeth Gonzalez 
Hernandez Environmental Services 
17037 Lakeshore Drive 
Lake Elsinore, CA 92530 

Hernandez 

Environmental 

Services 
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Field Survey Methods 

HES implemented the three steps as described in the Burrowing Owl Survey Instructions for the 
Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan Area.  The habitat 
assessment conducted on July 8, 2022 found that the project site does provide suitable 
burrows/nesting opportunities for BUOW.   In accordance with the Burrowing Owl Survey 
Instructions for the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan Area, 
focused burrow and focused BUOW surveys (Part A and Part B, respectively) were conducted on 
four separate days during the breeding season:  July 8, July 15, July 22, and July 29, 2022.  Survey 
times, weather, and sunrise/sunset information is described in Table 1 below. 

Table 1. Survey Information 

Survey Date Survey Start Time Sunrise Weather 

1 July 8, 2022 0650 hours 0543 hours 

82-88 degrees 
Fahrenheit, clear, winds 
0-3 miles per hour from 

the south 

2 July 15, 2022 0645 hours 0549 hours 

70-72 degrees 
Fahrenheit, 10% cloud 
cover, winds 0-6 miles 

per hour from the north 

3 July 22, 2022 0630 hours 0554 hours 

67-68 degrees 
Fahrenheit, clear, winds 
0-2 miles per hour from 

the south

4 July 29, 2022 O700 hours 0558 hours 

68-70 degrees 
Fahrenheit, cloudy, 
winds 0-3 miles per 
hour from the west. 

Surveys were conducted from one hour before sunrise to two hours after sunrise or two hours 
before sunset to one hour after sunset and during weather that was conducive to observing 
owls outside their burrows and detecting BUOW sign.  The surveys were not conducted 
during rain, high winds (> 20 miles per hour), dense fog, or temperatures above 90 degrees 
Fahrenheit.  Surveys involved walking through potentially suitable habitat within the survey area. 
The pedestrian survey transects were spaced approximately 30 to 50 feet apart to allow 100 
percent visual coverage of the ground surface. Special attention was paid to those habitat areas 
that appeared to provide suitable habitat for BUOW.  Where permission to access the buffer 
areas could not be obtained, the biologist visually inspects adjacent habitats with binoculars.  

All encountered burrows or structure entrances were checked for the presence of BUOW, molted 
feathers, cast pellets, prey remains, eggshell fragments, tracks, or excrement.  Natural or man-
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made structures and debris piles that could support BUOW were also surveyed.  The locations of 
all suitable BUOW habitat, potential burrows, BUOW sign, and any BUOW observed was recorded 
and mapped with a handheld Global Positioning System (GPS) unit. 

All wildlife species encountered visually or audibly during the field survey were identified and 
recorded in field notes.  Binoculars were used to aid in the identification of observed 
wildlife.  Photographs were taken to document existing conditions within the survey area.   

Results 

The project site is comprised of agricultural, disturbed, and developed areas.  The site is disturbed, 
and continually disturbed for agricultural purposes. The dominant species on site are Russian 
thistle (Salsola tragus), shortpod mustard (Hirschfeldia incana). Soils at the project site are 
classified as Domino fine sandy loam (Dt), saline-alkali; Domino silt loam (Dv), saline-alkali; Exeter 
sandy loam (EoB), slightly saline-alkaline, 0 to 5 percent slopes; Greenfield sandy loam (GyA), 0 to 
2 percent slopes; Hanford coarse sandy loam (HcA), 0 to 2 percent slopes; Hanford coarse sandy 
loam (HcC), 2 to 8 percent slopes; Pachappa fine sandy loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes; Traver loamy 
fine sand (Tr2), saline alkali, eroded; and Traver fine sandy loam (Ts), saline alkali. The project site 
is flat with elevation ranges from 1,557 feet above mean sea-level (AMSL) to 1,594 AMSL.   

The habitat assessment conducted on July 8, 2022 found that the project site does provide 
suitable burrows/nesting opportunities for BUOW.  Focused surveys found no BUOW or sign of 
BUOW present on the project site; however, evidence of ground squirrels and ground squirrel 
activities were observed and approximately three suitable burrows were identified and recorded 
within the 500-foot buffer area surrounding the site (Figure 5).  A pair of BUOW were observed 
near and within two burrows located south of the project site within the 500-foot buffer during 
all four of the focused surveys.  

Based on the results of the focused surveys, no BUOW are present within the project site; 
however, a pair of BUOW are present within the surrounding 500-foot buffer.   

Recommendations 

It is recommended that the following measures be implemented to ensure that potential impacts 
to BUOW are less than significant: 

• Focused BUOW surveys conducted on the project site found that burrowing owls are not
currently present on the project site.  However, due to the fact that BUOW were
observed within the 500-foot buffer area surrounding the site, a 30-day preconstruction
survey is required prior to the commencement of project activities (e.g. vegetation
clearing, clearing and grubbing, tree removal, site watering) to ensure that no owls have
colonized the site in the days or weeks preceding project activities.
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• If BUOW are found to have colonized the project site prior to the initiation of
construction, the project proponent will immediately inform RCA and the Wildlife
Agencies and will need to prepare a Burrowing Owl Protection and Relocation Plan for
approval by RCA and the Wildlife Agencies prior to initiating ground disturbance.

• If ground-disturbing activities occur but the site is left undisturbed for more than 30 days,
a pre-construction survey will again be necessary to ensure burrowing owl has not
colonized the site since it was last disturbed. If burrow owl is found, the same
coordination described above will be necessary.

Certification 

I hereby certify that the statements furnished above and in the attached exhibits present data 
and information required for this biological evaluation, and that the facts, statements, and 
information presented are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

Date:  November 29, 2022 

Elizabeth Gonzalez 
Senior Biologist 

Enclosures: 

Figure 1: Project Location Map 
Figure 2: Project Vicinity Map 
Figure 3: Project Plans 
Figure 4: Survey Area Map 
Figure 5: Results Map 
Appendix A: Site Photographs 



Eucalyptus Avenue

Edison Avenue

E
u

cl
id

 A
v
e
n

u
e

Legend

Property Boundary

N

Pa
lm

 A
ve

nu
e

Kendall Drive

Cajon Blvd

Location Map

City of Hemet, Riverside County, California

EPD Simpson Rd 
APNs 465-140-042 and -043

250m 750m 1250m 1750 m 

t Environmental 

Services 











View of two burrowing owls found within the 
500-foot buffer south ofthe project site.

View of active burrow found within the 500-
foot buffer.

View of ruderal habitat within 500-foot buffer 
south of the project site.
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