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Initial Study

1. Project Title

Rio Vista Water Treatment Plant (RVWTP) Sewer Line Project

2. Lead Agency/Project Sponsor Name and Address

Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency
27234 Bouquet Canyon Road
Santa Clarita, California 91350

3. Contact Person and Contact Information

Amy Anderson, Project Manager
Phone: (661%476-0041
Email:engineeringtem@scvwa.org

4. Project Location

The project site is located on Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 2849-003-901 within Santa Clarita,
California.Theproject includes two nostontiguous linear pipeline segmentme 1,900foot
segmentwould follow an existing dirhccessoad east of the existing pipelinend one350-foot
segmentlocated within internal roadways at the RVWBeeFigurel for a map of the regional
project location andrigure2 for a map of the project site location in a local context.

5. General Plan Designation and Zoning

The City of Santa Clarita’s General Plan land use designation and zoning for the project site is Open
Space (0OS).

Initial Study 2 Mitigated Negative Declaration 1
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Figure 2 Project Location
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6. Project Description

Background

The Rio Vista Water Treatment Plant (RVWTP) Sewer Line is a critical dantacClarita Valley
Water Agency’s (SCV Water) infrastructure, installed in the 1970s with a septic system and a leach
field that were constructed and later expanded to accommodate additional flow é&pansion of

the RVWTPThe RVWTP sewer system is no longer connected to the leach field, and now ties into
an &inch sewer line in the City of Santa Clarita’s Central Park. In March and June of 2022,

inspections revealed pipelinéssues such as deposits, encrustation, root intrusion, and infiltration.
SCV Water intends to addretbgese issuesia pipeline replacement to ensure reliability and

longevity ofthe sewersystem.

Proposed Project

TheRVWTP Sewer Line Projéwatrein referred to as “proposed project” or “project”) would replace
anexisting eightinch sewer line that connects the RVWTP to the local sewer systestated
previously, the RVWTP’s sewer system is no longer connected to the leach field, and now ties into

an eightinch sewer line approximately GrRile northwest of the RVWTRFhis segment runs
generally northwest between the RVWTP and an existing connection point to the local sewer
pipelinesystem. The proposed pipelineowid follow an existinginpaved acces®adway between
the RVWTP and the existing connection point to the local sewer pipeline system to avoid steep
hillsides and impacts related to erosidfigure2 shows the pipeline alignmenthis new alignment
would be located east of the existing alignment and is approximately 1,900 linear feet in length.

The project also includes upsizing approximately 350 linear feet of an existing sewaredijpen
six inches to eight inchas diameter. This pipéne is located within internal roadways at the
RVWTP.

Implementation of the project will include excavation to install the new pipeline segment and
replace the existing pipeline segment. The project would also pave the existing dirt access road to a
width of 16 feet. The paved road would extend from a pavedesvay within the RVWTP adjacent

to the solar field, along the existing dirt access road to an existing paved parking area at the south
side of Central Park.

The project would require vegetation removal, tree trimming, and tree removal along the pipeline
segment, with an anticipated total of four trees to be removed.

Construction

The proposed pipeline would be installed following an existing unpaved access roadway between
the RVWTP and the existing connection point to the local sewer pipeline system to avoid steep
hillsides and impacts related to erosion. The proposed pipelineduaguire excavation to a width

of up to 7 feet and a depth of up to 12 feet. Temporary ground disturbance during construction
would be to a width of approximately 25 feet for paving of the roafhile it is not anticipated that
construction activities wold encounter groundwater, if dewatering becomes necessary during
construction, such water would be discharged into the City’s storm drain system following approval

of a discharge permit, or into the existing sewer system
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Construction of the proposed project would ochgtweenJanuary 2025 andovember2025.
Construction activities would tygally occur betweef@:00 A.M.and4:00 PMMondaythrough Friday.
No nighttime construction is proposed. Occasional weekend work may be required.

Construction personnel vehicles would be parkéthin the RVTWP and identified staging assa
needed. Staging is anticipatéa occur within an unpaved dirt lot at the RVTWP adjacent to the
southern extent of the proposed sewer line

Construction of the project would have a ground disturbance of approximatehg than one acre.
Therefore the project would be subject to the requirements of the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) Construction General Réomithich a Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) must be prepared, including best management practices to implement
erosion control measures

Approximately 2,356 cubic yards of soil would be excavated from the site, with approximately 604
cubic yards exported via haul trucks and the remainder used as fill materials. This would require a
total of approximately 38 haul truck trips expoBxported material would be hauled to Chaquita
Canyon Landfill via Bouquet Canyon Road and Newhall RanchAppaoimately 489 cubic yards

of soil would be imported from offite sources for pipe bedding, requiring a total of approximately
31 haul truck trips.

Standard Construction Practices

SCV Water maintains standard contractor specifications that would be applied to the proposed
project. These include:

= Trench Backfill and Compaction/Soils Test/Geotechnical Repdrte Developer or Contractor
shall engage the services of a geotechnical engineering firm or individual licensed in the State of
California to monitor soil conditions during earthwork, trenching, bedding, backfill and
compaction operations

= Public Safety and Traffic ContrdRequires traffic control plans to be submitted to agencies with
jurisdiction, as well as aseeded measures such as signs, lights, flares, barricades, traffic plates,
etc.

» Hazardous Waste and Unknown Physical Conditidhiazardous waste is discovered,
Contractor shall cease work in the impacted area. If material that may be hazardous waste is
discovered, the Developer shall insure that the appropriate government agencies are contacted
prior to any further work being p&wrmed and that a solution is implemented.

= Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) Requireme®V Water requires
contractors to abide by the conditions of the Regional Water Quality Control Board, General
Construction Activity Storm Water Permit, and the project Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP).

Operation and Maintenance

As previously discussed, the proposed project would replace the ex&ghginch sewer line that
connects the RVWTP to the local sewer sysémghupsizing approximately 350 linear feet of an
existing sewer pipe from six inches to eight inches diameter.

The project would not involve any new operation and maintenance activities. No new employees
would be required.
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7. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting

The project site is surrounded Ipyiblic facilitiesincluding the RVTWP ai@kntral Park.

8. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required

SCV Water is the lead agency for this project. The project would also require the following
approvals:

= Regional Water Quality Control BoaxtNPDES Construction Stormwater General Permit
= City of Santa ClaritaVegetation Removal Permit

= City of Santa ClaritaApproval of dewatering discharge into City storm drain system (if
dewatering is required during construction)
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Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

This project would potentially affect the environmental factors checked below, involving at least
one impact that is “Potentially Significant” or “Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated
indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

O  Aesthetics O  Agriculture and O  Air Quality
Foresty Resources
[ | Biological Resources B Cultural Resources O Energy
[ | Geologyand Soils O Greenhouse Gas O HazardsandHazardous
Emissions Materials
O Hydrologyand Water O Land UseandPlanning O  Mineral Resources
Quality
O Noise O Populationand O Public Services
Housing
O Recreation O  Transportation B Tribal Cultural Resources
O Utilitiesand Service O  Wildfire B Mandatory Findings
Systems of Significance

Determination

Based on this initial evaluation:

O  Ifind that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environme
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

m | find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environn
there will not be asignificant effect in this case because revisions to the project have be
made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARA’
be prepared.

O Ifind that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

O | find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “less than
significant with mitigation incorporated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect
(1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant ticabla legal
standards, and (2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier a
as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is require
must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

Initial Study 2 Mitigated Negative Declaration 7
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Aesthetics

Environmental Checklist

1 Aesthetics

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Except as provided in Public Resources Cot
Section 21099, would the project:
a. Have asubstantial adverse effect on a

scenic vista? O O [ | O
b. Substantially damage scenic resources,

including but not limited to, trees, rock

outcroppings, and historic buildings

within a state scenic highway? a a a |
c. Innon-urbanized areas,ubstantially

degrade the existing visual character or

quality of public views of the site and its

surroundings? (Public views are those

that are experienced froma publicly

accessible vantage point). If the project

in an urbanized area, would the project

conflict with applicable zoning and other

regulations governing scenic quality? O O O [ |
d. Create a new source of substantial light

glare that would adversely affect daytimu

or nighttime views in the area? O O O [ |

a. Would the projechave a substantial adverse effect on a scenic ista

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

“scenic resources” can include “natural open spaces, topographic formations, and landscapes that
contribute to a high level of visual quality.” The General Plan describes scenic resources in the Santa

Clarita Valley as mountains and canyons, woodlands, water bodies, and Vasquez Rocks County Park.
The City’s General Plan does not specifically define scenic vistas; therefore, there are no designated
scenic vistas in the vicinity of the project site.

The Conservation and Open Space Element of the City’s General Plan specifically identifies several

large mountain and canyon regions that are of aesthetic importance to the Santa Clarita Valley,
including Placerita Canyon, Whitney Canyon, Elsmere Cangogu& Canyon, San Francisquito
Canyon, Sand Canyon, Pico Canyon, and Towsley Canyon (City of Santa Clarita 2011a). The project
site is located in Bouquet Canydrowever, the project wouldnot adversely affect this scenic

resource aslte project consistsf pipeline that would be installed underground, and the project

Initial Study 2 Mitigated Negative Declaration 9
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site would be restored to prproject conditions after the completion of construction activities.
Paving of the existing dirt access road would not substantially alter views of the project site.

Although the project site itself contains undeveloped natural land, it is in a suburban dettatgd
adjacent to Central Paind is surrounded by residentiahd industrial development. Photographs
representative of the project site and surrounding area are shown beldvigure3, Figure4, and
Figure5. The proposed project would not have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista.
Impacts would be less than significant.

Figure 3 View of Staging Area within RVWTP Facing Northwest

igure 4 View of Unpaed Road alon Propsed Alignment from e Norh, acing
Soufhwsi

10
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Aesthetics

Figure 5 View of Central Park from Proposed Alignment from the South, Facing
Northwest

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b. Would the projectubstantially damage scenic resources, including but not limited to, trees,
rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

The project site is not located near a designated state scenic highway, as identified by the California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans). The closest designated state scenic highway is State Route
2, located approximately 20 miles to the southeakth® project site (Caltrans 2018). Due to the

existing topography the project site is not visible from State Route 2. Therefore, the project would

not substantially damage scenic resources within a state scenic highway. No impact would occur.

NO IMPACT

c. Would the projectin norurbanized areassubstantially degrade the existing visual character
or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are
experienced fromna publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized area,
would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic
quality?

Pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21071, an incorporated city with a population of at
least 100,000 people meets the criteria for an urbanized area. Santa Clarita has a population of
approximately230,659peopleand isconsidered an urbanized area under the California

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA, California Department of Finandg. 20t project would

include the replacement of an underground sewer line. Pursuant to California Government Code
53091, the building and zoning ordinancesafounty or city do not apply to the location or

construction of facilities for the production, storage, or transmission of water, wastewater, or

electrical energy by a local agency. During operationsthweer pipelinevould bebelow ground

and the project site would return to its existing visual chara@dowing completion of

Initial Study 2 Mitigated Negative Declaration 11
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construction Paving of the existing dirt access road would not substantially alter the visual
character of the project site, as existing topography and vegetation largely obstructs views of the
existing dirt roadTherefore, the poposed projectvould not substantially degrade visual character,
and does not conflict with any applicable local land use and zoning policies or other regulations
governing scenic quality. No impact would occur.

NO IMPACT
d. Would the projectreate a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect
daytime or nighttime views in the area?

Construction would occur during daytime hours and would not require the use of lighting.
Therefore, constructiomelated impacts to light and glare would not occur.

No permanent lighting or sources of glare be installed as part of the project Therefore, operational
related impacts to light and glare would not occur.

NO IMPACT

12



Environmental Checklist
Agriculture and Forestry Resources

2 Agriculture and Forest ry Resources

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmlai
or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to nagricultural use? O O O |

b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultur.
use or a Williamson Act contract? O O O |

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

O
|
|
|

d. Result in the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to neforest
use? O O O [ |

e. Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location
or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland to noragricultural use or
conversion of forest land to neforest
use? O O O [ |

a. Would the project conveRrime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, teagoicultural use?

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

c. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined
in Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)); timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code
Section 4526); or timberland zoned Timberland Productiongfsed by Government Code
Section 51104(Qg))?

d. Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land tmrest use?

Initial Study 2 Mitigated Negative Declaration 13
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e. Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their
location ornature, could result in conversion of Farmland to-agricultural use or conversion
of forest land to notforest use?

According to the California Department of Conservation (DOC) Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program (2022a), the project site and surrounding areas are not designated as Prime Farmland,
Farmland of Statewide Importance, Unique Farmland, or Farmland af loportance. The project

site is not under the Williamson Act or zoned for agricultural use (DOC 2022b). Therefore, the
project would not convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland) to noragricultural use angvould not conflict with zoning foagricultural use or a

Williamson Act contract. There is no adjacent land to the project site that is zoned or designated for
agriculture. Due to the absence of agricultural land on or near the project site, the project would not
involve changes to the esting environment that convéFarmland to noragricultural use. No

impact to agricultural resources would occur.

The project site and its surroundings do not contain forest land. Neither the project site nor
surrounding properties are zoned for forest land, timberland, or timberland production. Therefore,
the project would not involve changes to the existing envirenirthat could result in the loss of
forest land or the conversion of forest land to rforest use. No impact to forestry resources would
occur.

NO IMPACT

14
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Air Quality
3 Air Quality
Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:
a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation

of the applicable air quality plan? O O O [ ]
b. Result in a&umulatively considerable net

increase of any criteria pollutant for

which the project region is nen

attainment under an applicable federal

or state ambient air quality standard? O O [ | |
c. Expose sensitive receptors to substanti

pollutant concentrations? O O [ | |
d. Result in other emissions (such as thos

leading to odors) adversely affecting a

substantial number of people? O O [ | |

Overview of Air Pollution

The federal and State Clean Air Acts (CAA) mandate the controddnction of certain air

pollutants. Under these laws, the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) and the
California Air Resources Board (CARB) have established the National Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS) and the California Ambient @uality Standards (CAAQS) for “criteria pollutants” and

other pollutants. Some pollutants are emitted directly from a source (e.g., vehicle tailpipe, an
exhaust stack of a factory, etc.) into the atmosphere, including carbon monoxide, volatile organic
compounds (VOC)/reactive organic gases (R@@pgen oxides (NQ), particulate matter with
diameters of ten microns or less (kPyland 2.5 microns or less (W), sulfur dioxide, and lead.

Other pollutants are created indirectly through chemiactions in the atmosphere, such as

ozone, which is created by atmospheric chemical and photochemical reactions primarily between
VOC and N Secondary pollutants include oxidants, ozone, and sulfate and nitrate particulates
(smog). Air pollutants can be generated by the natural environment, such as when high winds
suspend fine dust particles.

Air pollutant emissions are generated primarily by stationary and mobile sources. Stationary sources
can be divided into two major subcategories:

»= Point sources occur at a specific location and are often identified by an exhaust vent or stack.
Examples include boilers or combustion equipment that produce electricity or generate heat.

1 CARB defines VOC and ROG similarly as, “any compound of carbon excluding carbon monoxidecarbon dioxide, carbonic acid, metallic

carbides or carbonates, and ammonium carbonate,” with the exception that VOC are compounds that participate in atmospheric
photochemicateactions. For the purposes of this analysis, ROG and VOC are considered comparable in terms of mass emissions, and the
term VOC is used in thisM\D.
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= Area sources are widely distributed and include such sources as residential and commercial
water heaters, painting operations, lawn mowers, agricultural fields, landfills, and some
consumer products.

Mobile sources refer to emissions from motor vehicles, including tailpipe and evaporative
emissions, and can also be divided into two major subcategories:

= Onroad sources that may be legally operated on roadways and highways.
= Off-road sources include aircraft, ships, trains, and-gaipelled construction equipment.

Air Quality Standards and Altainment

The project site is located in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB), which is under the jurisdiction of the
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). As the local air quality management
agency, SCAQMD is required to monitor air pollutant levethgure that the NAAQS and CAAQS

are met and, if they are not met, to develop strategies to meet the standards. Depending on

whether the standards are met or exceeded, the SCAB is classified as being in “attainment” or
“nonattainment,” respectively. In areas designated as nonattainment for one or more air pollutants,

a cumulative air quality impact exists for those air pollutaAisthe local air quality management
agency, SCAQMD must monitor air pollutant levels to ensure that the NAAQS and CAAQS are met. If
they are not met, the SCAQMD must develop strategies for their region to meet the standards. The
strategies to achieve attaiment status are included as part of the Air Quality Management Plan
(AQMP). The SCAB is currently designated nonattainmertidoszone NAAQS and CAAQS, the

PMio CAAQS, and the BMNAAQS and CAAQS. The Los Angeles County portion of the SCAB is also
designated nonattainment for lead (CARB 2822 he proposed project is in Los Angeles County,
which is within the SCAB and under the jurisdiction of the SCAQMD. This nonattainment status
results from several factors, the primary ones being the naturally diverse meteorological conditions
that limitsthe dispersion and diffusion of pollutants, the limited capacity of the local airahed t
eliminate air pollutants, and the number, type, and density of emissamnces within the SCAB.
Theattainment status for Los Angeles County portion of SCAB is includedbliel.

Table 1 Attainment Status of Criteria Pollutants in Los Angeles County of SCAB

Pollutant State Designation Federal Designation
Ozone Nonattainment Nonattainment

PMo Nonattainment Attainment

PM:s Nonattainment Nonattainment

Cco Attainment Attainment

NG Attainment Attainment

SQ Attainment Attainment

Lead Attainment Nonattainment

Sources: CARB 2022a
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Air Quality Management Plan

To meet the NAAQS and CAAQS, the SCAQMD has adopted a series of AQMPs that serve as a
regional blueprint to develop and implement an emission reduction strategy that will bring the area
into attainment with the standards in a timely manner. The most significant air quality challenge in
the Air Basin is to reduce N@missions to meet the 2037 ozone standard deadline for the non
Coachella Valley portion of the SCAB, agN&Yys a critical role in the creation of ozone. The 2022
AQMP includes strategies to ensure the SCAQMD does its part to further the district’s ability to

meet the 2015 fedeal 0zone standards (SCAQMD 2022). The 2022 AQMP builds on the measures
already in place from the previous AQMPs and includes a variety of additional strategies such as
regulation, accelerated deployment of available cleaner technology, best managemetitgsace
benefits from existing programs, incentives, and other Clean Air Act measures to meehtlue 8
ozone standard.

The SCAQMD'’s strategy to meet the NAAQS and CAAQS distributes the responsibility for emission
reductions across federal, State, and local levels and industries. The majority of these emissions are
from heavyduty trucks, ships, and other State and federadigulated mobile source emissions that

the majority of which are beyond SCAQMD’s control. The SCAQMD has limited control over truck

emissions with rules such as Rule 1196. In addition to federal action, the 2022 AQMP relies on
substantial future developent of advanced technologies to meet the standards, including the
transition to zere and lowemission technologies. The AQMP also incorporates the transportation
strategy and transportation control measures from Southern California Association of Govisnme
(SCAG)’s 2020-2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (Connect
SoCal) (SCAG 2020).

Air Emission Thresholds

The SCAQMD approved tBEQA Air Quality Handboiok1993. Since then, the SCAQMD has
provided supplemental guidance on its website to address changes to the methodology and nature
of CEQA. Some of these changes include recommended thresholds for emissions associated with
both construction and operationf the project are used to evaluate a project’s potential regional

and localized air quality impacts (SCAQMD 20Pable2 presentsthe significance thresholds for
regional construction and operationatlated critria air pollutant and precursor emissions being

used for the purposes of this analysis.

Table 2 SCAQMD Regional Significance Thresholds

75 pounds per day of VOC 55 pounds per day of VOC
100 pounds per day of NO 55 pounds per day of NO
550 pounds per day of CO 550 pounds per day of CO
150 pounds per day of SO 150 pounds per day of SO
150 pounds per day of Piyl 150 pounds per day of PiM
55 pounds per day of PM 55 pounds per day of PM

VOC=volatile organic compound; N& nitrogen oxides; COcarbon monoxide; SG- sulfur oxides; PM = particulate matter
measuring 10 microns in diameter or less;BMparticulate matter measuring 2.5 microns in diameter or less

Source: SCAQMD 2023
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In addition to the above regional thresholds, the SCAQMD has developed Localized Significance
Thresholds (LSTs) in response to concern regarding exposure of individuals to criteria pollutants in
local communities. LSTs have been developed for 8O, PM, and PMsand represent the

maximum emissions from a project that will not cause or contribute to an air quality exceedance of
the most stringent applicable federal or State ambient air quality standard at the nearest sensitive
receptor. LSTs take int@esideration ambient concentrations in each source receptor area (SRA),
distance to the sensitive receptor, and project size. LSTs have been developed for emissions
generated in construction areas up to five acres in size. LSTs only apply to emissioredin a
stationary location and are not applicable to mobile sources, such as cars on a roadway (SCAQMD
2009).

The project site is within SRA 13 (Santa Clarita Valley). SCAQMD provides LST lookup tables for
project sites that measure one, two, or five acr&be project disturbance area is approximately one
acre; therefore, this analysis utilizes thee-acre LSTs. LSTs are provided for receptors at distances
of 82, 164, 328, 656, and 1,640 feet from the project disturbance boundary to the sensitive
receptors The project analysis assumes construction activity would occur near sensitive receptors
as close as appraoxrately 330 feet to thenorthwest of pipeline construction work herefore, the
allowable emissions for the project analysis were determined according t828€oot threshold.

The LSTs for construction of the proposed project are showalihe3.

Table 3 SCAQMD LSTs for Construction

Allowable Emissions for a onAcre Site in SRA3
for a Receptoi328Feet Away (pounds per day)

Pollutant Construction
Gradual conversion of N@ NG 739t
CO 1,294.0
PMio 25.0

PM s 5.62

NO« = nitrogen oxides; N&G= nitrogen dioxide; CO = carbon monoxide;pMparticulate matter with a diameter no more than 10
microns; PMs = particulate matter with a diameter no more than 2.5 microns. CAAQS = California Ambient Air Quality Standarc
SCAQMD = South Coast Air Quality Management District; USEPA = Untied States Environmental Protection Agency, NAAQS
Ambient Air Qualy Standards; LST = Localized Significance Threshold

1The screening criteria for NOx were developed based on-#heut NG CAAQS of 0.18 ppm. Subsequently to publication of the
SCAQMD'’s guidance the USEPA has promulgated a 1-hour NQ NAAQS of 0.100 ppm. This is based on a 98th percentile value, whic
more stringent than the CAAQS. Because SCAQMD’s LSTs have not been updated to address this new standard, to determine if project
emissions would result in an exceedance of theolir NO NAAQS, an approximated LST was estimated to evaluate the feeleoal 1
NQ: standard. The revised LST threshold is calculated by scaling tHeSNI@y the ratio of-thour NQ standards (federal/state) (i.e.,
133 pounds/day * (0.10/0.18)#3.9 pounds/day).

2The screening criteria for Pidwere developed based on an Annual CAAQS of 15 in@uatsequently to publication of the
SCAQMD’s guidance the annual standard was reduced to 12 mg/m?3. Because SCAQMD’s LSTs have not been updated to address this
new standard, to determine if project emissions would result in an exceedance of the annuaCRKQS, an approximated LST was
estimated.The revised LST threshold is calculated by scaling the [E3T by the ratio of 2dour PM s standards (federal/state) (i.e7,
pounds/day * (12/15) 5.6 pounds/day).

Source: SCAQMD 2G08

Toxic Air Containments Thresholds

SCAQMD has developed significance thresholds for the emissions of toxic air contaminants (TACS)
based on health risksssociated with elevated exposure to such compounds. For carcinogenic
compounds, cancer risk is assessed in terms of incremental excess cancer risk. A project would
result in a potentially significant impact if it would generate an incremental excessraagicef 10

in 1 million (1 x 16) or a cancer burden of 0.5 excess cancer cases in areas exceedinipaneae
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million risk. In addition, noicarcinogenic health risks are assessed in terms of a hazard index. A
project would result in a potentially significant impact if it would result in a chronic and acute
hazard index greater than 1.0 (SCAQMD 2023).

Methodology

Air pollutant emissions generated by project construction were estimated using the California
Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), version 20220 CalEEMod uses projespecific
information, including land use, square footage for different uses, and location, to model a project’s
construction and operational emissions.

Project construction would primarily generate temporary criteria pollutants fronsioe

construction equipment operation, construction worker vehicle trips to and from the site, and off
site export of materials. Construction of the proposed project wadyared based on pipeline
constructiondetailsprovided by SCV Watewhich includes constructing 1,900 linear feet (LF3-of
inch diametemipeline and upsizing approximately 350 LF of an existing sewer pipésfiachto 8-
inch diameterpipeline. Construction of the pipeline would require excavation to a width of up to 7
feet and a depth of up to 12 feegProject construction would begin in January 2025 and end in
November 2025Based on construction information provideg SCV Water, approximately 489
cubic yards of soil would be imported on site and 604 cubic yards af@dlitl beexported off site.
The soil material would be hauled toiGhita Canyon Landfill, located approximately 8.8 miles from
the project site. The analysis assunties construction equipment would be diesgbwered, and

the project would comply with the following applicable regulatory standards: SCAQMD Rule 403 for
dust control measures and Rule 1113 for architectural coating VOC limits.

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

A project may be inconsistent with the AQMP if it would generate population, housing, or
employment growth exceeding forecasts used in the development of the AQMP. The 2022 AQMP,
the most recent AQMP adopted by the SCAQMD, incorporates local generaapdeSGAG’s

Connect SoCal socioeconomic forecast projections of regional population, housing, and employment
growth.

The proposed project involves construction of a pipeline that would not directly generate
population growth through the construction of housing. Given the sistdle nature of project
construction activities, it is likely that construction workers woutddoawn from the existing,
regional workforce and the project would not indirectly result in the relocation of people to Santa
Clarita. In addition, no new SCV Water employees would be required to operate and maintain the
project. Furthermore, the purposef the project is to convewastewater to and from the RVWTP
and the City of Santa Clarita’s Central Park sewer line and to address pipeline issues (i.e., deposits,
encrustation, root intrusion, infiltration) via rehabilitation or replacemenheproject would

primarily address these pipeline issues and would not expaedapacityfor wastewater
treatmentbeyond what is currently availabl&herefore, the project would not result in population
growth and would not have the potential to conflict with dogiruct implementation of the AQMP.
No impact would occur

NO IMPACT
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b. Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is neattainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
guality standard?

Construction

Project construction would generate temporary air pollutant emissions associated with fugitive dust
(PMy and PM ) and exhaust emissions from heavy construction equipment and construction
vehicles. In addition, construction equipment would release VOC emissions duripgviment

drying phas duringpaving of the dirt access road connecting the RVWTP to the sewer line
connection at Central Parkable4 summarizes the estimated maximum daily emissions of

pollutants during project construction. As shown therein, constructielated emissions would not
exceed SCAQMD threshaldherefore, project construction would not result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region isattamment

under an applicable federal or State ambient air quality standard. Impacts would ladess
significant.

Table 4 Estimated Maximum Daily Construction Emissions
Pollutant (bs/day)

Construction CcoO SG

Maximum Daily Emissions 48.5 54.4 120.8 <1 4.6 15
SCAQMD Regional Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55
Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No

Ibs/day = pounds per day; VOC = volaiilganic compounds NG nitrogen oxides; CO = carbon monoxide; S6ulfur dioxide;
PMyo = particulate matter 10 microns in diameter or less;.BM particulate matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter

Source: CalEEMod worksheets in Appendix A, see Table 2.3 “Construction Emissions by Year, Mitigated” emissions. Highest of Summer
and Winter emissions results are shown for all emissions. The mitigated emissions account for project sustainabilityafediures
compliance with specific regulatory standards.

Operation

The project would not require new operations and maintenance activities within the SCV Water
service area upon completion of construction activities. Therefore, no new operational emissions
would be generated, and project operation would not result in mualatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is in-attainment under an

applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard. No impact would occur.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c. Wouldthe projectexposesensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Sensitive Receptors

According to the SCAQMD, sensitive receptors include residences, schools, playgrounds, childcare
centers, longerm healthcare facilities, rehabilitation centers, convalescent centers, and retirement
homes (SCAQMIR93. Sensitive receptors near the project site include users of the outdoor sports
fields and playground at Central Park. However, because the project would not result in an increase
of operational vehicle trips, this project would not emit the levels ofn@@essary to result in a
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localized hot spot. Therefore, CO hotspots are not discussed further in this document. The project
does not include any stationary sources of air pollutant emissions and once construction is
complete, the proposed project would not require additional og@éra or maintenance activities
beyond those already occurring to operate and maintain the SCV Water system. Therefore, project
operation would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations and is not
discussed further. Localized guality impacts to sensitive receptors typically result from localized
criteria air pollutant emissions and TACs, which are discussed in the following subsections.

Localized Significance Thresholds

TheFinal LST Methodologyas developed to be used as a tool to analyze localized impacts
associated with specific proposed projects. If the calculated emissions from the proposed
construction or operational activities are below the LST emission levels found on the LST mass rate
look-up tables (Appendix C &inal LST Methodolog8CAQMD 2009) and no potentially significant
impacts are found to be associated with other environmental issues, then the proposed
construction or operation activitwould not caue asignificant impact on air quality. The project
analysis assumes construction activity would occur on the existing dirt road that connects the
RVWTP to the City of Santa Clarita’s Maintenance Center at Central Park, with construction

occurring as close &30 feet from the nearest sports field at Central Paktkging is anticipated to
occur atthe unpaved dirt lot at the RVTWP adjacent to the southern extent of the proposed sewer
line. Therefore, the allowable emission for the projetilizes the 32&oot receptor distance and

uses source receptor area (SRA) 13anta Clarita ValleJable5 summarizes the project’s

maximum localized daily construction emissions from the proposed projecshown i ableb,
localized construction emissions would not exceed the SCAQMD LST thresholds for any criteria
pollutants. Impacts would be less than significant.

Table 5 Project LST Construction Emissions
Pollutant (Ibs/day)

Year NO« CO PMo PM; 5
Maximum Construction Ogite Emissions 28.7 78.9 45 14
SCAQMD LST 73.% 1,29.0 25.0 5.68
Threshold Exceeded? No No No No

Ibs/day = pounds per day; N© nitrogen oxide; CO = carbon monoxide;:PMparticulate matter with a diametaro more than10
microns; PMs = particulate matter with a diametero more than2.5 microns; SCAQMD = South Coast Air Quality Management
District; LST = Localized Significance Threshold; CAAQS = California Ambient Air Quality Standards; USEPA = United States
Environmental Protection Agency; NAAQS = National Ambient Air Quality Btanda

Notes: Maximum ossite emissions are the highest emissions that would occur on the project site fresiteasources, such as heavy
construction equipment and architectural coatings, and excludesit#femissions from sources such as construction workhbicle
trips and haul truck trips.

LAl SCAQMD LSTs shown are for source receptor area (SRA) 13 (Santa Clarita Valley).

2The screening criteria for NOx were developed based on-heut NG CAAQS of 0.18 ppm. Subsequently to publication of the
SCAQMD’s guidance the USEPA has promulgated a 1-hour NQ NAAQS of 0.100 ppm. This is based on a 98th percentile value, whi
more stringent than the CAAQS. Because SCAQMD’s LSTs have not been updated to address this new standard, to determine if project
emissions would result in an exceedance of thHeolir NO; NAAQS, an approximated LST was estimated to evaluate the feeteoal 1
NQ: standard. The revised LST threshold is calculated by scaling*ieSN by the ratio of-fiour NQ standards (federal/state) (i.e.,
133 pounds/day * (0.10/0.18)7?3.9pounds/day).

3The screening criteria for Pi¥were developed based on an Annual CAAQS of 15 in@ubsequently to publication of the
SCAQMD’s guidance the annual standard was reduced to 12 mg/m3. Because SCAQMD’s LSTs have not been updated to address this
new standard, to determine if project emissions would result in an exceedance of the annuaCRMQS, an approximated LST wa
estimated. The revised LST threshold is calculated by scaling thd BM by the ratio of 2dour PM s standards (federal/state) (i.e.
7 pounds/day * (12/15) =6.pounds/day).

Source: CalEEMod worksheets in Appendix A, see Tables 3.1 through 3.8 “Construction Emissions Details” emissions. The highest of
Summer and Winter emissions results are shown for all emissidresmitigated emissions account for project sustainability feature
and/or compliance with specific regulatory standards.
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Toxic Air Contaminants

Toxic airontaminants (TACs) are a diverse group of air pollutants that may cause or contribute to
an increase in deaths or serious illness, or that may pose a present or potential hazard to human
health. TACs generally consist of four types: organic chemicaltsasuienzene, dioxins, toluene,

and perchloroethylene; inorganic chemicals such as chlorine and arsenic; fibers such as asbestos;
and metals such as mercury, cadmium, chromium, and nickel. The primary TAC emitted by project
implementation would be dieselgsticulate matter (DPM) generated by heasyty equipment and
dieselueled delivery and haul trucks during construction activities. DPM was identified as a TAC by
the CARB in 1998 and is primarily composed ofsRRtd PM s exhaust emissions (CARB 2023).

Generation of DPM from construction projects typically occurs in a single area for a short period of
time. Construction of the proposed project would occur in phases over approxinidteinths.

The dose to which the receptors are exposed is the primary factor used to determine health risk.
Dose is a function of the concentration of a substance or substances in the environment and the
extent of exposure that person has to the substanceséis positively correlated with time,

meaning a longer exposure ped would result in a higher exposure level for the maximally exposed
individual (MEI). The risks estimated for an MEI are higher if a fixed exposure occurs over a longer
period of time. According to the California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment,
health risk assessments, which determine the exposure of sensitive receptors to toxic emissions,
should be based on a 3@ar exposure period; however, such assasnts should be limited to the
period/duration of activities associated with thgeoject. Thus, the duration of proposed

construction activities (i.e., 11 months) is approximately 3.1 percent of the total exposure period
used for 30year health risk calculations. Currenbdels and methodologies for conducting health
risk assessments are associated with loAgem exposure periods of nine, 30, and 70 years, which
do not correlate well with the temporary and highly variable nature of construction activities,
resulting indifficulties in producing accurate estimates of health risk (BAACB&D Area Air Quality
Management Districtp023).

Maximum DPM emissions would occur durd@molition construction activitiesas this phase

would require the mosequipment. Conversely, DPM emissions would be lower during other
construction phases, such as trenching, because this phase would require less construction
equipment. While the maximum DPM emissions associated with demolition, site preparation, and
gradingwould only occur for approximatelfymonths, or64 percent of the overall construction

period, these activities represent the worsase coniion for the total construction period. This

would represent less than 1.7 percent of the total expoguedod for health risk calculatioif.o

present a conservative range for the duration of sensitive receptor exposure, the length of pipeline
installed per day was estimated depending on the phase during which pipeline construction would
be assumed to occulf pipeline installation would continuously occur over the entire construction
period,approximatelyl0 LF of pipelinewould be installegper day,equatingto construction near

sensitive receptors for approximately>3zbnstruction daystHowever, if pipeline installation would

occur only during the trenching phase, approximately 3t Fipeline would be installed per day,
equating to construction near sensitive receptors for approximategomrstruction daysin addition,

2 Qverall construction period is approximately 11 monthstalpipeline (2,250 linear feet) divided bgtal construction daysexcluding
weekendq218 days) = 10.32 linear feet per day

3 Estimated pipeline length at the RVWTP closest to residences southeast of site (350 linear feet) divided by lineatlézkparsta
construction dayduring overall construction periogl0.32 linear feet) = 33.9 construction days near sensitive receptors.
4Trenching phase is approximately 2 months. Total pipeline (2,250 linear feet) divided by trenching construction daysy excludi
weekends (44 days) = 51.14 linear feet per day.

5 Estimated pipeline length at the RVWTP closest to residences southeast of site (350 linear feet) divided by lineatlézkparsta
construction day during trenching phase (51.14 linear feet) = 6.84 construction days near sensitive receptors.
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construction will be limited to weekdays during the day and will likely occur during times when
residents are not at homd&herefore, project construction activities would not represent the type of
longterm TAC emission source exposure that typically subjects sensitive receptors to significant
health risk. Furthermore;onstruction activities would also be subject to and would comply with
California regulations limiting the idling of heavy-duty construction equipment to no more than five
minutes, which wold further reduce nearby sensitive receptors’ exposure to temporary and

variable DPM emissions. Compliance with the standard construction measures required by the
SCAQMD would also further reduce nearby sensitive receptors’ exposure to temporary and variable
DPM emissionsAs such, project construction would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial
TAC concentrations, and impacts would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d. Would the project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting
a substantial number of people?

Project construction could generate odors associated with helty equipment operation and
earth-moving activities. Such odors would be temporary in nature and limited to the duration of
construction in the vicinity of the project site. The project cator(s) would also be required to

adhere to SCAQMD Rule 402 (Nuisance), which prohibits discharge of air contaminants or any other
material from a source that would cause nuisance to any considerable number of persons or the
public, including odor. Projeoperation would involve conveyance of wastewater via an

underground pipeline and would not result in the generation of odors. Therefore, the project would
not result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a substantial
number of people, and impacts would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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4  Biological Resources

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would theproject:

a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications,
on any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in loce
or regional plans, policies, or regulations,
by the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? O [ | O a

b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, aregulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? O | O |

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

d. Interfere substantially with the movement
of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites? a | [ | O

e. Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological resource:
such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance? O [ | O O

f.  Conflict with theprovisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan? O O O [ ]
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In January 2024Rincon Consultants, Ingrepared aBiological Resourcd®chnical Memorandum
including a literature review and field reconnaissance swsvieydocument existing site conditions

and the potential presence of specithtus biological resources, including plant and wildlife

species, plant communities, jurisdictional waters and wetlands, and habitat for nesting birds. The
biological reconnaissee survey encompassdite proposed project footprinand 106foot buffer
(referred to as “study area” in this section). The following summarizes thenélings of the

assessment. The complete Biological Resources Technical memorandum is contained in Appendix
of this document.

a. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in
local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the Qaiif@epartment of Fish and
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Based on queries of biological resource databases performed for the Biological Resources Technical
Memorandum, 37 specidatatus plant species and 33 speatdtus wildlife species are known to
occur or have potential to occur withlhmiles of the project site.

Quitable chaparral (i.e., holly leaf chefirunus ilicifoliachaparral), scrub (i.e., California sagebrush
[Artemisia californichscrub), and/or grassland (i.e., wild od#s/enaspp.]and annual brome
[Bromusspp.]grasslands) habitaiccurs in the project siteo support the followingspecialstatus

plant species: clubaired mariposa lilyGalochortus clavatugar. clavatus Galifornia Rare Plant

Rank [RPR4.3), lateflowered mariposa lilyGalochortus fimbriatuRPR 1B.3), Plummer’s

mariposa lily Calochortus plummera€RPR 4.2), Peirson’s morning glory (Calystegia peirsoniCRPR
4.2), Parry’s spineflower (Chorizanthe parryiar. parryi; CRPR 1B.1), Ojai navarrehayarretia
ojaiensis CRPR 1B.1), and Piute Mountains navarrdt@avérretia setilobaCRPR 1B.1).

The project is anticipated to result in approximately 0.32 acre of temporary impact to potentially
suitable speciastatus plant species habitat as a result of pipeline installation, includgsgthan

0.01 acreof temporary impacto wild oats and annual brome grasslands, 0.29 attemporary
impactto California sagebrush scrub, and 0.03 adreemporary impacto holly leaf cherry

chaparral. The project is also expected to result in approximately 0.05 acre of permanent impact to
potentially suitablespeciaistatus plant species habitat as a result of paving the existing dirt access
road, includindess thar0.01 acreof permanent impacto wild oats and annual brome grasslands

and 0.05 acref permanent impacto California sagebrush scrub.

While no speciastatus plant species were observed during the reconnaissance field surveys
performed on March 23, 2023, and January 4, 2@B@4 surveys did not coincide with the blooming
period for the aforementioned speciesiiesespecies occur within the work areas, direct impacts
(i.e., mortality of individuals) could occur during initial vegetation removal activities associated with
the project. ThereforeMitigation Measure BI€l (speciaistatus plant surveysand Mitigation
Measure BIE (speciaktatus plant avoidance measures) aeeommended tavoid impacts to
specialstatus plant speciedf speciaktatus plant species are found within the project site and
avoidance is infeasible, impacts to spesi@tus plant species would be mitigated through
Mitigation Measure BI€3 (speciaktatus plant mitigation and monitoring plan), whialould

include a minimum mitigation ratio df:1 (number of acres/individuals restored to number of
acres/individuals impactedyVith implementation of Mitigation Masures BI€l through BIGB,
impacts to speciastatus plant species would be reduced to a {#sm-significant level.
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Suitablechaparral (i.e., holly leaf cherry chaparral), scrub (i.e., California sagebrush scrub), and
grassland (i.e., wild oats and annual brome grasslamatsiat occurs in the project site to support
coastalwnhiptail (Aspidoscelis tigris stejnege@alifornia Department dfish andVildlife [CDFW]
Species of Special ConcerB8{$ andcoast horned lizar@Phrynosoma blainviliCDFW SSChel

project includes vegetation removal and road paving within suitable habitat for these species. Direct
impacts to coastal whiptail and coast horned lizard could occur through direct strikes to individuals
if they occur within the project site during initial mdibation to the site and during vegetation

removal activities. Additionally, indirect impacts to coastal whiptail and coast horned lizard could
result from noise, vibrations, and dust, which could cause individuals to flush out of cover and
become exposetb predators or vehicle strike$herefore, implementation of Migation Measure

BI04 is recommended to ensure all construction personnel are trained in identifying sistaias
wildlife species, antitigation MeasureBIO5 is recommended to ensure adherence to general

Best Management PracticesNBg. Implementation ofMitigationMeasuresBIO6 and BIG7 would
require implementation opre-construction surveys for special status wildlife species and
construction monitoringMitigation MeasureBIG7 would minimize impacts to speciatatus

wildlife species through monitoring afitial grounddisturbing activities witin suitable special

status wildlife species habitaiVith implementation ofMitigation Measure81G4 through BIG?,
potential direct and indirect impacts to specithtus wildlife species would be reduced to a{ess
than-significant level

Migratory or other common nesting birds, while not designated as spetaals species, are
protected bySection 3503.5f the CaliforniaFsh and Game Code (G andfederalMigratory Bird
Treaty Act (NBTA and have the potential to nest withiand adjacent tahe project site

Particularly, the California sagebrush scrub, Fremont cottonwBagulus fremontjiwoodland,
holly leaf cherry chaparral, and pepper tr€&chinus mollegroves vegetation communities and the
ornamental landscaping land coveptyhave the potential to support nesting birds. Therefore,
construction of the project has the potential to directly (by destroying a nest) or indirdlatlyugh
construction noise, dust, and other human disturbances that may cause a nest to fail) impact
nesting birds protected under the CFGC and MBTA. Implementatiditightion Measure BI3
would requirea preconstruction nesting bird survey if construction occurs during the nesting bird
season (typically February 1 to August 31). If active nestislantified, buffers would be
implemented toavoidimpacts to nesting birds. Implementation Mfitigation Measure BI& would
maintaincompliance with CFGC 3503 and the MBI impacts to nesting birds would be less
than significant.

Mitigation Measure

BIO-1 Special-Status Plant Surveys

To avoid impacts to specisiatus plants, surveys for specghtus plantshallbe completed prior

to any vegetation removal, grubbing, or other construction activity within this area. The surveys
shallbe floristic in nature, seasonally timed to coincide with the blooming period of the target
specieqclub-haired mariposa lily, latéowered mariposa lily, Plummer’s mariposa lily, Peirson’s
morning glory, Parry’s spineflower, Ojai navarretia, and Piute Mountains navarretia), and be
conducted by a qualiéd biologist.

Joeciatstatus plant species identified aite shallbe mapped onto a sitepecific aerial photograph
and topographic map. Surveghouldbe conducted in accordance with the most current protocols
established by the CDFW anditéd States Fish and Wildlife ServicSRW$ A report of the survey
resultsshallbe submitted toSCV Watefor review and approval.
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BIO-2 Special-Status Plant Avoidance Measures

If speciaistatus plants are detected during speesshtus plant surveys, avoidance of the special
status plants shall occur where feasible and vegetation clearing within 50 feet of any identified rare
plant will be conducted by hand, if practicable. Any rare plant occurrence shall have bright orange
protective fencing installed at least 50 feet beydtslextent, or other distance as approved by a
gualified biologist, to protect it from harm.

If avoidance is not feasible, SCV Water shall offset the proposed loss of individual plants at a
minimum 1:1 ratio by ossite restoration (salvage, replanting, and propagatiasdescribed in
Mitigation MeasureBIO3 (Speciabtatus Plant Mitigation and Monitoring Plan) belolie scrub
and grassland habitats in ti&tudy Areavould be a suitable location for egite restoration.
Compensation for impacts to these species may also be accomplished by preservatiesitef on
populations or offsite populatiors in the vicinity of the site at a minimum of a 1:1 ratio if present.

BIO-3 Special-Status Plant Mitigation and Monitoring Plan

If speciaistatus plants are detectednd would be impacted by project constructica Speciabtatus
Plant Mitigation and Monitoring Plan that provides for the replacement of the species impacted by
the projectshallbe developed by a qualified restoration specialist.

The Speciabtatus Plant Mitigation and Monitoring Plahallspecify the following:

= A summary of impacts;

» The location of the mitigation site;

= Methods for harvesting seeds or salvaging and transplanting individuals to be impacted;

= Measures for propagating plants or transferring living plants from the salvage site to the
mitigation site;

= Site preparation procedures for the mitigation site;

= A schedule and action plan to maintain and monitor the mitigation area;

= Criteria and performance standards by which to measure the success of the mitigation,
including replacement of impacted plants at a minimum 1:1 ratio;

»= Measures to exclude unauthorized entry into the mitigation areas; and

= Contingency measures such as replanting or weeding in the event that mitigation efforts are not
successful.

The performance standards for the Spe@#itus Plant Mitigation and Monitoring Plahallbe at a
minimum the following:

= Within five years after introducing the plants to the mitigation site, the number of established,
reproductive plants should equal the number lost to project construction, and

= Restoration will be considered successful after the success criteria have been met for a period of
at least 2 years without any maintenance or remediation activities other than invasive species
control.

The Speciabtatus Plant Mitigation and Monitoring Plahallbe initiated prior to development of
the project and implemented over a fiwear periodlt can also be combined with the Restoration
Plan described under Mitigation Measure B3O
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Annualreports discussing the implementation, monitoring, and management of the Siitaitals
Plant Mitigation and Monitoring Plashallbe submitted toSCV WaterFive years after the start of
the mitigation project, a final repodhallbe submitted, whictshouldat a minimum discuss the
implementation, monitoring, and management of the Spe&tdtus Plant Mitigation and

Monitoring Plan over the fivear period, and indicate whether the Specshtus Plant Mitigation
and Monitoring Plan has been successtasdd on established performance standards. Should the
success criteria be met before Year Five,rthggation effort can be deemed complete

BIO-4 Worker Environmental Awareness Program

A qualified biologisshallconduct a preproject environmental education program for all personnel
working at the site, whickhouldbe focused on conditions and protocols necessary to avoid and
minimize potential impacts to biological resourcBsior to initiation of construction activities

(including staging and mobilization), all personnel associated with project constrstiatiattend

a Worker Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP) training, conducted by a qualified biologist, to
aid workers in reggnizing speciatatus biological resources potentially occurring in the project

area. This traininghallinclude information about thapecialstatusspecies with potential to occur

in the project area. The specifics of this progrstmallinclude identification oEpecialstatusspecies

and habitats, a description of the regulatory status and general ecological characterisiescizf
statusresources, and review of the limits of construction and measures required to avoid and
minimize impacts to biolgical resources within the work area. A fact sheet conveying this
information shallbe prepared for distribution to all contractors, their employees, and other
personnel involved with construction of the project. All employeesking at the project sitashall

sign a form provided by the trainer documenting they have attended the WEAP and understand the
information presented to them. The crew foremahallbe responsible for ensuring crew members
adhere to the guidelines and restrictions designed to auoilacts tospecialstatusspecies.

BIO-5 General Best Management Practices

General requirements whickhallbe followed by construction personnel are listed below.

= The contractor shall clearly delineate the construction limits and prohibit any construction
related traffic outside those boundaries.

* Projectrelated vehicles shall observe a-tifile-per-hour speed limit within the unpaved limits
of construction.

= All open trenches or excavations shall be fenced and/or sloped to prevent entrapment of
wildlife species.

= All foodrelated trash items such as wrappers, camatles, and food scraps generated during
proposed project construction shall be disposed of in closed containers only and removed daily
from the project site.

* No deliberate feeding of wildlife shall be allowed.
= No pets shall be allowed on the project site.
»= No firearms shall be allowed on the project site.

= |f vehicle or equipment maintenance is necessary, it shall be performed in the designated
staging areas.

= |f construction must occur at night (between dusk and dawn), all lighting shall be shielded and
directed downward to minimize the potential for glare or spillover onto adjacent properties and
to reduce impacts on local wildlife.
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= During construction, heavy equipment shall be operated in accordance with standard BMPs. Al
equipment used orsite shall be properly maintained to avoid leaks of oil, fuel, or residues.
Provisions shall be in place to remediate any accidental spills.

=  While encounters with speciakatus species are not anticipated, any worker who inadvertently
injures or kills a speciatatus species or finds one dead, injured, or entrapped shall immediately
report the incident to the construction foreman or biologdicaonitor. The construction foreman
or biological monitor should immediately notify SCV Water. SCV Water should follow up with
written notification to USFWS and/or CDFW within five working days of the incident. All
observations oftate orfederally listedspecies should be recorded on CNDDB field sheets and
sent to CDFW by SCV Water or the biological monitor.

BIO-6 Pre-activity Survey

Prior to commencement of ground or vegetation disturbing activities afpttogect site, a qualified
biologistshallconduct two surveys for special status wildlife species. The first sahadipe
conducted no more than fourteen (14) days prior to commencement of project activities and the
second surveghallbe conducted no more than three (3) days prior to the commencement of
project activities. The surveshallincorporate methods to detect the special status wildlife species
that could potentially ocur at the site. To the extent feasible, special status spetiakbe

avoided. If avoidance is not feasible, the spesteallbe captured and transferred to an appropriate
habitat and location ossite where it would not be harmed by project activities. The biolaogjisdl

hold the requisite permits for the capture and handling of the species, if applicable. Prior to
commencement of the proposed activity, the methods and results of the surveys and, if a special
status species is found, the measures toebeployed to avoid impacts to the species should be
presented in a letter reporto SCV Water

BIO-7 Qualified Biological Monitor

A qualified biological monitor familiar with speehtus species with potential to occur in the

project site shall be present during initial ground disturbance or vegetation removal actwities
suitable habitat, including California sagebrush scrub, holly leaf cherry chaparral, and wild oats and
annual brome grassland$he biological monitor shall have the authority to temporarily stop work if
one or more speciadtatus specieare observed; the monitor shall then relocate these individuals to
sutable undisturbed habitat, outside the areas directly and indirectly affected by ground
disturbance activities. The biologist shall hold the requisite incidental take permits or authorizations
for the capture and handling of the species, if applicable.

The monitor shaltecommend measures tensure compliance with adlvoidance and minimization
measuresand any conditions required ICV WateMhen the biological monitor is present on site,
they shalbe responsible for:

= Ensuring procedures for verifying compliance with environmental mitigation are followed;

= Lines of communication and reporting methods;

= Daily and weekly reporting of compliance;

= Construction crew WEAP training;

= Authority to stop work; and

= Action to be taken in the event of nesompliance.
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BIO-8 Nesting Birds

Projectrelated activities should occur outside of the bird breeding season (February 1 to August 31)
to the extent practicable. If construction must occur within the bird breeding season, then no more
than sevendays prior to initiation of ground disturbance and/or vegetation removal, a hesting bird
pre-construction survey shall bmonducted by a qualified biologist within the disturbance footprint
plus a 10&foot buffer (300feet for raptors), where feasible. If the proposed project is phased or
construction activities stop for more than one week, a subsequentprestruction nesting bird

survey will be required prior to each phase of constructioning the nesting season

Preconstruction nesting bird surveys shall be conducted during the time of day when birds are
active and shall factor in sufficient time to perform this survey adequately and completely. A report
of the nesting bird survey results, if applicable, shakbemitted toSCV Watefor review and

approval prior to ground and/or vegetation disturbance activities.

If nests are found, their locations shall be flagged. An appropriate avoidance buffer ranging in size
from 25 to 50 feet for passerines, and up to 300 feet for raptors depending upon the species and
the proposed work activity, shall be determined and deca&ed by a qualified biologist with bright
orange construction fencing or other suitable flagging. Active nests shall be monitored at a
minimum of once per week until it has been determined that the nest is no longer being used by
either the young or adut No ground disturbance shall occur within this buffer until the qualified
biologist confirms that the breeding/nesting is completed, and all the young have fledged. If project
activities must occur within the buffer, they shall be conducted at the distref the qualified
biologist. The nesting bird buffer zones may alsodx¢tendedat the discretion of the qualified

biologist based on field observations of nesting bird behalioo nesting birds are observed

during preconstruction surveys, no furer actions would be necessary.

Significance After Mitigation

Mitigation MeasureBIO1 would identifyspecialstatusplant species presengrior to construction

If identified, Mitigation MeasureBIG2 would enforce avoidance measures to prevent disturbance
or harmto specialstatusplant speciesMitigation BIG3 would implement e&SpecialStatusPlant
Mitigation and Monitoring PlariThese three measures in conjunction would avoid impacts to
specialstatus plants where feasible, and provide replacement plantiogsitigate impacts where
avoidance is not feasible tolessthan-significant level

Mitigation Measure Bl€ wouldprovide construction personnel with the necessary knowledge to
identify speciaktatus species, including identification and procedures to follow. Mitigation Measure
BIO5 wouldestablish best management practices for projeshstruction that would prevent
entrapment of wildlife, protect wildlife from constructieassociated safety hazards, and protect
wildlife from affects associated with nighttime lighting and noise.

Mitigation Measurs BIG6 and BIG7 would identify specialstatuswildlife speciegpresent prior to
and during initial ground disturbance associated with construction of the project, and require
avoidance or transfer of individuals of a protected spediéitigation Measure BI& would identify
nesting birds present prior to construction, and requi@tective buffersaround identifiedactive
nests

These measures would focus on the necessary conditions and protocols to prevent and minimize
potential impacts on speciatatus speciewith avoidance when feasible, and relocation or
restoration when avoidance is not feasiblmplementation of Mitigation MeasusBIO1 through

Initial Study 2 Mitigated Negative Declaration 31



Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency
Rio Vista Water Treatment Plant (RVWTP) Sewer Line Project

BIO8 would reduce constructiomelated impacts taspecialstatusspecies to a lesthan-significant
level.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED

b. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish andifé/Edrvice?

One sensitivgplant communiy wasdocumented within theproject site holly leaf cherry chaparral,
which is located to the south and west of the unpaved access road where sewer line replacement
and road paving are proposeHigure6 and Figure7). The project may result in approximately 0.03
acre of temporary impact to holly leaf cherry chaparral during initial vegetation removal. If the
project cannot avoid the holly leaf cherry chaparral vegetation community, direct impacts (i.e.,
vegetation remowal within this sensitive plant community) would occur. Therefore, implementation
of habitat restoration in accordance with Mitigation Measure BIS warranted if sensitive plant
communities cannot be avoided. With implementation of Mitigation Measure®lipacts to
sensitive plant communities would be reduced to a {d&m-significant level.

Mitigation Measure

BIO-9 Sensitive Plant Community Restoration

Temporary impacts to sensitive plant communities shall be avoided to the extent feASidze
avoidance is not feasible,itigation for impacts to sensitivelant communities shall be
accomplished through caite restoration at a minimum ratio of 1:1. A Restoration Plan shall be
prepared and submittetb SCV Wateprior to initiating impacts. At minimum, the Restoration Plan
shall include the following:

= A description of the purpose and goals of the restoration

= |dentification of success criteria and performance standards

= Methods of site preparation

= |[rrigation plan and schedule

= Best Management Practices (BMPS)

= Maintenance and monitoring program

= Adaptive management strategies

= Key stakeholders and responsible parties

= Funding

= Contingencies

Significance After Mitigation

Mitigation MeasureBIO9 would avoid direct impacts to sensitiptant communitiesvhere feasible
and providerestoration at a minimum ratio of 1:1 for unavoidable temporary impacts through
preparation and implementation of a restoration pldmplementation of Mitigation Measure Bi®
would reduce constructiomelated impacts to sensitive plant communities to a less than significant
level.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED
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Figure § Vegetation Communities and Land Cover Types - West
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Figure 7 Vegetation Communities and Land Cover Types - East
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c. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands
(including, but notimited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

As discussed in the Biological Resources Technical Memorandum (AppendistBie-roy
federally-protected jurisdictional resources occur within the project site, or within 100 feet of the
project site. As a result, no direct or indirect impacts to jurisdictional resources are expected, and no
further actions are recommended.

NO IMPACT

d. Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

Wildlife movement and habitat fragmentation are important issues in assessing impacts to wildlife.
Habitat fragmentation occurs when a proposed action results in a single, unified habitat area being
divided into two or more areas in such a way that thegion isolates the two new areas from each
other. Isolation of habitat occurs when wildlife cannot move freely from one portion of the habitat
to another or from one habitat type to another, as in the fragmentation of habitats within and
around “checkerboard” residential development. Examples of barriers or impediments to

movement include housing and other urban development, roads, fencing, unsuitable habitat, or
open areas with little vegetative cover. Habitat fragmentation also can occur when a portme of

or more habitats is converted into another habitat, as when annual burning converts scrub habitats
to grassland habitats.

The project site does not contain any large smaliscale wildlife movement corridors. The

naturally vegetated portions of the project site are disconnected from undeveloped open space to
the east and southwest of the of the project site by existing tlgwment. Additionally, the

proposed project activities would primarily occur within the existing developed/disturbed dirt
access road and ornamental landscaped portions of the project site, which offer little to no value to
wildlife movement. Therefore, #proposed project is not anticipated to have an incremental effect
on localized wildlife movement or create habitat fragmentation in the region, nor is it anticipated to
have significant impact on regional wildlife movement. In addition, adherence tgalitn

Measure BI@&, which includes shielding and directing nigiite lighting downward to reduce

impacts on local wildlife, would further reduce impacts.

LESTSHANSIGNIFICANT IMPACT

e. Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

Open Space Areas

The entirety of the project site is designated as open space by th¢@igyof Santa Clarita 2016).
Certain activities in open space are@mgluding removal of vegetation or harassment of wildlife, are
prohibited without a permit granted by the Santa Clarita City Manager. According to Government
Code Section 53091, building and zoning ordinances of a county or city shall not apply to the
locaion or construction of facilities for the production, generation, storage, treatment, or
transmission of waterdowever, SCV Water would voluntarily comply with the City of Santa Clarita’s
preservation of such resources during implementation of the proposed project.
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Vegetation removal would occur within the wild oats and annual brome grasslands, California
sagebrush scrub, pepper tree groves, holly leaf cherry chaparral, and upland mustards vegetation
communities as well as the ornamental landscaping land cover typeder to install the sewer
pipeline and pave the existing dirt roadway. Impacts to sensitive plant communities would be
mitigated through implementation of Mitigation Measure B8OTherefore, the project would not
conflict with local policies specifitalregarding open space areas.

City of Santa Clarita General Plan

TheCityof Santa Clarita General Plan contains objectives and policies for biological resources that
are relevant to the proposed project given its location and/or proposed activifiesse objectives
and policies focus on conservation of existing natural areas; restoration of damaged natural
vegetation; oakrees(Quercusspp.)and other indigenous woodlands, and endangered or
threatened species and habitat; and protection of biological resourceginifiSantEcologicalAreas
(SEAsand significant wdlife corridors.

The proposed project does not propose new development, but rather upgrades to existing
infrastructure. Theproject sitedoes not overlap with any SEAs designated by the City. Additionally,
in compliance with the objectives and policies outlined above, the project would not impaciaka
trees or other woodlands, as these resources are either not present withiprtject site(i.e.,oak
trees) or areoutside the project sitavhere impacts will not occur.€é., Fremont cottonwood
woodland); (b) endangerear threatened species and habitat, as no federal or state listed species
have moderate or high potential to occur within tpeoject site or (c) SEAar wildlife movement

and corridors, sincthe project sitedoes not contain an$sEAs olarge/smallscale wildlife

movement corridorsFurthermore, Mitigation Measure Bi@ described above, would require
restoration of impacted sensitive plant communities, such as those protected by the City’s General
Plan.Therefore, the project would not conflict with ¢hSanta Clarita General Plan and no further
actions are recommended.

Significant Ecological Areas

Theproject sitedoes not overlap with any SEAs designated by theo€Banta ClaritaTherefore,
the project would not conflict with the Cityf Santa Clarita’s General Plan and Municipal Code
regarding SEAs, and no further actions are recommended.

Protected Trees

Multiple mature Fremont cottonwood, coast live ofBuercus agrifolig arroyo willow(Salix

lasiolepi3, and blue elderberrySambucus niglarees are located withid00 feet of the project

site. These treepecies may meet the qualifications to be considered as protected trees by the City
of Santa Clarita’s Parkway Trees Ordinandéhe project proposes to remove a total of four trees,
including three pepper trees and one glossy privégstrum lucidumtree Figure3). These are
non-native trees that do not meet the criteria of a protected tree under the City of Santa Clarita’s
Parkway Trees Ordinance. Therefore, no impacts to protected trees are proposed and no further
actions are recommended.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED
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f.  Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adoptbitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation
plan?

The project site is not located in an area subject to an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan.
Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further actians recommended.

NO IMPACT
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5 Cultural Resources

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a. Cause a substantial adverse change in
significance of a historical resource
pursuant to 815064.5? O O O [ |
b. Cause a substantial adverse change in
significance of an archaeological resour
pursuant t0815064.5? O ] O O
c. Disturb any human remains, including
those interred outside of formal
cemeteries? a O [ | O

The following analysis is based on the Cultural Resources Assessment prepared for the project by
Rincon Consultants, Inc.January 2024The Cultural Resources Assessment is included as
AppendixC.

This section provides an analysis of the project’s impacts on cultural resources, including historical

and archaeological resources as well as human remains. CEQA requires a lead agency to determine
whether a project may have a significant effect on histalrresources (Public Resources Code [PRC]
Section 21084.1). A historical resource is a resource listed in, or determined to be eligible for listing
in, the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR); a resource included in a local register of
historical resources; or any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript a lead
agency determines to be historically significaBEQA Guidelin&ection 15064.5[a]fB]).

A resource shall be considered historically significant if it:

» |s associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
California’s history and cultural heritage;

= |s associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

= 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

* Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

In addition, if it can be demonstrated that a project would cause damage to a unigue archaeological
resource, the lead agency may require reasonable efforts be made to permit any or all of these
resources to be preserved in place or left in an undisturitate. To the extent that resources

cannot be left undisturbed, mitigation measures are required (PRC Section 2108p3.RB&C

Section 21083.2(g) defines a unique archaeological resource as an archaeological artifact, object, or
site about which it candclearly demonstrated that, without merely adding to the current body of
knowledge, there is a high probability that it:
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= Contains information needed to answer important scientific research questions and that there is
a demonstrable public interest in that information;

= Has a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its type or the best available
example of its type; or

= Is directly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic event or
person.

The impact analysis included here is organized based on the cultural resources thresholds included
in CEQA Guidelines Appendix G: Environmental Checklist Form. Threshold A broadly refers to
historical resources. To more clearly differentiate between aroh@gcal and built environment
resources, the analysis under item (@) is limited to built environment resources. Archaeological
resources, including those that may be considered historical resources pursuant to Section 15064.5
and those that may be considEd unique archaeological resources pursuant to Section 21083.2, are
considered under item (b).

Methodology and Results of Cultural Resources Assessment

In support of the project, Rincon prepared a cultural resources assessment report summarizing the
methods and results of a California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) records search
at the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCC8akrad Lands File (SLF) search through the
California Native American Heritage Commission (NAdH@Bparchaeological reviewand a cultural
resources pedestrian surveigpendix ¢

OnMarch23, 2023, Rincostaff conducted an irperson (CHRIS) records search at the Si@itiked

at California State University, Fullerton. The SCCIC is the official state repository for cultural
resources records and reports fbos Angele€ounty. The purpose of the records search was to
identify previous cultural resources studies and previously recorded cultural resources within the
project site and a Onile radius.The records search results indicate three cultural resources have
been previously remrded within the 0.5mile record search radius including: one histarariod

built environment resource 29002105 [Los Angeles Aqueduct]), one histpeciod

archaeological site (P9-004453 [refuse deposit]), and one prehistoric isolatd §PL00134

[primary flake]). None of these three resources are located within or immediately adjacent to the
project The results of the analysis are presented in the Cultural Resources Assessment, which is
included as Appendix C.

Rincon contacted the Native American Heritage Commissidareh23, 2023, to request a search

of the SLF as well azontact list of Native Americans culturally affiliated with the project site. On
April4, 2023, the NAHC responded to Rincon’s SLF request, stating that the results of the SLF search

were positive The NAHC did not provide details regarding the positive result but recommended the
Fernandeiio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians (FTBMI) be contacted for additional information.
Potential projecimpacts to tribal cultural resources are discusseBiwironmental Checklist

Section 18Tribal Cultural Resources.

Rincon completed a geoarchaeological review in support of this study in September and October
2023. The desktop archival research included a review of historical topographic maps and aerial
photographs, as well as geologic and soils maps. The intent efthésal research is to provide a
development history of the APE and its vicinity, as well as to assess the likelihood for the APE to
contain subsurface archaeological deposits. The archival research indicates the sediments mapped
at surface within the mject are not generally conducive to the natural burial and preservation of
archaeological resources given they were deposited during the Pleistocene, a period that largely
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pre-dates human occupation of the region. The soils map indicates the project site is underlain by
Saugus loam, which has a soil profile comprised of topsoil directly overlaying sedimentary parent
material, with no indication of buried soil horizons. Givlka age of the geologic units and the

absence of buried soil horizons as suggested by the geologic and soils maps, the APE has low
sensitivity for the presence of subsurface archaeological deposits. Moreover, the degree of previous
disturbance within theproject site associated with the construction of the RVWTP, the dirt access
road, and Central Park, would further reduce the likelihood for encountering intact subsurface
archaeological deposits during project construction.

On September 20, 2023, Rincon conducted a cultural resources survey of the projetesite

survey’s objectives were to document the current conditions of the project site and to identify the
presence of previously unrecorded resources within or immediately adjacent to the project site. No
archaeological resources were identified as a restthe survey, but one historiperiod built
environment resource comprised of a stone and mortar retaining wall was documented along the
access road in the central dmorthern portions of the project site. Rincon evaluated the wall for
inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), which included desktop archival
research to assess if the resource meets any of the four CRHR criteria. Basedahitrad

research, Rincon recommended the resourasnot eligible for listing in the CRHR and, therefore,
does not qualify as a historical resources pursuant to CEQA.

a. Would the projectause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource
pursuant to 8150645

Rincon’s cultural resources assessment identified one built environment resource comprised of a

stone and mortar retaining wall within the project site. The resouras been evaluated as

ineligible for listing in the CRHR, as discussed above. Therefore, it does not qualify as a historical
resource under CEQAs suchthe project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource. No impact would accur

NO IMPACT

b. Would the projectause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resourcepursuant to815064.%

This study did not identify the presence of archaeological resources prafect site Furthemore,

the geoarchaeological reviekgsearch suggests thgrojecthas low sensitivity for the presence of

intact subsurface archaeological deposits. Although there is low potential for encountering
subsurface archaeological deposits, it is always possible that unknown archaeological materials are
encountered during prejct construction. Disturbance of these resources would resut in

substantial adverse change the significance of an archaeological resource, and impacts would be
potentially significant. Mitigation Measure Clllwould be required.

Mitigation Measure

CUL-T Unanticipated Discovery of Cultural Resources

In the event that archaeological resources are unexpectedly encountered during gdsincbing
activities, work within 50 feet of the find shall halt and an archaeologist meeting the Secretary of
the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards for archaeology (NPS 1983) shall be contacted
immediately to evaluate the resource. If the resource is determined by the qualified archaeologist
to be prehistoric, then a Native American representative shall also be contacted to participate in the
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evaluation of the resource. If the qualified archaeologist and/or Native American representative
determines it to be appropriate, archaeological testing for CRHR eligibility shall be completed. If the
resource proves to be eligible for the CRHR and signifimpacts to the resource cannot be

avoided via project redesign, a qualified archaeologist shall prepare a data recovery plan tailored to
the physical nature and characteristics of the resource, per the requirements of the California Code
of Regulatios (CCR) Guidelines Section 15126.4(b)(3)(C). The data recovery plan shall identify data
recovery excavation methods, measurable objectives, and data thresholds to reduce any significant
impacts to cultural resources related to the resource. Pursuant taltta recovery plan, the

qualified archaeologist and Native American representative, as appropriate, shall recover and
document the scientifically consequential information that justifies the resource’s significance. SCV

Water shall review and approve theeatment plan and archaeological testing as appropriate, and

the resulting documentation shall be submitted to the regional repository of the California Historical
Resources Information System, per CCR Guidelines Section 15126.4(b)(3)(C

Significance After Mitigation

Mitigation Measure CUIL would minimize potential impacts to unanticipated cultural resources by
establishing appropriate procedures for evaluation and treatment of any discoveries made during
construction. Therefore, implementation of Mitigation Measuf@dkL1 would reduce impacts to
archaeological resources to a laban-significant level.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED

c. Would the projectlisturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

No human remains are known to be present within the project site (Appendix C). However, the
discovery of human remains is always a possibility during ground disturbing activities. If human
remains are found, California Health and Safety Code Section 7§ta€e5 no further disturbance
shall occur until the County Coroner has made a determination of origin and disposition pursuant to
PRC Section 5097.98. In the event of an unanticipated discovery of human remains, the County
Coroner must be notified immedigly by United. If the human remains are determined to be of
Native American origin, the Coroner will notify the NAHC, which will determine and notify a most
likely descendant (MLD). The MLD has 48 hours from being granted site access to make
recommendatims for the disposition of the remains. If the MLD does not make recommendations
within 48 hours, the landowner shall reinter the remains in an area of the property secure from
subsequent disturbance. With adherence to existing regulations, impacts to heemaains would

be less than significant

LESTSHANSIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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Energy
Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a. Result inapotentially significant
environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption
of energy resources, during project
construction or operation? O O O [ |
b. Conflict with or obstruct a state or local
plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiency? O O O [ |

a. Would the projectesult ina potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumptioreagrgy resources, during project construction or
operation?

Construction

Energy use during project construction would be primarily in the form of fuel consumption to
operate heavy equipment, lightuty vehicles, machinery, and generatofemporary grid power

may also be provided to construction trailers or electric construction equipntergrgy use during
construction would be temporary, and construction equipment used would be typical of similar
sized construction projects in the region. In addition, construction contractors would be required to
comply with the provisions dfalifornia Code of Regulations Title 13, Sections 2449 and 2485, which
prohibit dieselfueled commercial motor vehicles and wffad diesel vehicles from idling for more

than five minutes, which would minimize unnecessary fuel consumption. Constructigumaeyut

would be subject to the USEPA Construction Equipment Fuel Efficiency Standard (40 Code of Federal
Regulations Parts 1039, 1065, and 1068), which would minimize inefficient fuel consumption.
Additionally, in the interest of cost efficiency, constioat contractors would not utilize fuel in a
manner that is wasteful or unnecessary. Therefore, project construction would not result in a
potential impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, and
constructionrelated energy impacts. There would be no impact.

Operation

As discussed under Initial Study SectioR®ject Descriptiorthe project involves operation of a
pipelineand paved access roadwasich does not involve electricity consumption. The project
would not involvethe operation and maintenancef newactivities as the project replaces an
existing pipeline that undergoes routine maintenance activities. No new employees would be
required. Electricity and fuel consumption would not be wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
because ongoing maintenance adiis would only occur as necessary for system operation. In
addition, the purpose of the project is adress theipelines issues such as deposits, encrustation,
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root intrusion, and infiltratiorto ensure reliability and longevity for the SCV Water system.
Consequently, there would be no operational energy impacts.

NO IMPACT

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

SCV Water has not adopted a renewable energy or energy efficiency plan with which the project
could comply. The proposed project would not result in operational energy use beyond existing
conditions; therefore, the project would not conflict with or obsttia state or local plan for
renewable energy or energy efficiendyo impact would occur.

NO IMPACT
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7 Geology and Soils

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a. Directly or indirectly cause potential
substantialadverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

1. Rupture of &known earthquake
fault, as delineated on the most
recent AlquistPriolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial evidenc
of a known fault? O O u O

2. Strong seismic grourghaking? a O [ | O

3. Seismierelated ground failure,
including liguefaction? O O [ | O

4. Landslides? O O [ | O

b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil? a O [ | O

c. Belocated on a geologic unit or soil tha
is unstable or that would become
unstableas a result of the project, and
potentially result in onor off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence
liguefaction, or collapse? O O u O

d. Be located on expansive soil, as define
in Tablel8-1-B of the Uniform Building
Code (1994), creating substantial direct
or indirect risks to life or property? O O O u

e. Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal system:
where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater? O O O u

f. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unigt
geologic feature? O | O O
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a.1l. Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adwedfsets, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the
most recent AlquisPriolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the
area or based on other substantial eviderof a known fault?

a.2. Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving strong seismic ground shaking?

a.3. Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving seisnail@ted ground failure, including liquefaction?

The project site is ndbcated in an AlquisPriolo Fault Zone. In addition, there are no faults present
on the project site, and the closest fault to the project site is the San Gabriel fault zone, located
approximately 12 miles to the soutlwest (United StatesSeological SurveWSGH20239.

Liguefaction occurs when the strength and stiffness of a soil is reduced by intense ground shaking
typically associated with an earthquake in areas with a high groundwater table. According to the
DOC (2022c), a majority of the project site is in a pidéhquefaction zoneThe proposed project
involves installation of an underground pipeline and would not involve any habitable structures.
Design and construction of the proposed project would consider the seismic envinbrame

would comply with applicable seismic design standards. A large seismic event, such as a fault
rupture, seismic shaking, or ground failure, could result in breakage of the proposed pipeline, failure
of joints, and/or underground leakage from the piipe. In the event arearthquake compromised

any project component during operation, SCV Water would temporarily shut off the facility and conduct
emergency repairas soon as possibl€herefore, while the project is located within a seismically
active aea and would place new infrastructure in an area that could be affected by seismic activity,
the project would not directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or deatinvolving fault rupture, strong seismic ground shaking, seidmie

related ground failurelmpacts would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

a.4. Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving landslides?

According to the DOC (2022c), the project site is not located within an earthquake fautirzone
landslide zone. The project does not include habitable structures and would therefore not expose
people to loss, injury, or death involving landslides. Additionally, implementation of the project
would not exacerbate the existing risk of earthquakducedlandslides in the immediate vicinity. In
the event an earthquake compromised any project component due to landslides during operation,
SCV Water would temporidy shut off the facility and conduct emergency repairs as soon as
possible.

The pipeline alignmerfollows an existing dirt access road, which is adjacent to steep slopes but
already graded at a gentle slodeuring construction, the project may exacerbate landslide risk
along the hillside due to machinery maneuvering along the project alignmignin sloped areas
adjacent to the dirt road. Construction would generally avoid steep hillsides, limiting the potential
for erosion caused by the movement of construction equipment within the anticipated disturbance
footprint. Additionaly, the project would pave the existing dirt access road to a width of 16 feet.
The paved road would extend from a paved driveway within the RVWTP adjacent to the solar field,
along the existing dirt access road to an existing paved parking area at ttiesseel of Central

Park. Therefore, operational erosion control and landslide risk would be reduced.
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In the event of a seismic event, such as a landslide, implementing specific pipeline engineering
methods would substantially reduce structural damage risks. Design features in the project include
incorporating restrained joints for pipeline installatioroag the slope and minimizing the use of
fittings wherever feasible. By incorporating these design features, the probability of pipeline rupture
during a landslide is greatly reduced, thereby minimizing the potential for water escape from the
pipeline and educing the possibility of exacerbating the landslide's severity along the hillside.

The project would not introduce new infrastructure to the site that would exacerbate landslide
hazards, the proposed project would not directly or indirectly cause potential adverse effects
involving landslides. Impacts would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

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

Soil erosion or the loss of topsoil may occur when soils are disturbed but not secured or restored,
such that wind or rain events may mobilize disturbed soils, resulting in their transport off the project
site. Construction activities would include gradiegcavation, and trenching activities, which could
potentially result in erosion.

Constructiorrelated stormwater pollutant discharges are regulated pursuant to the NPDES
Construction General PermBCV Water requires construction contractors to abide by the
conditions ofthe Construction General Pernaihd Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP)
The Construction General Permit requires implementation of a SWPPP that outlines-spgeitic
BMPs to control erosion. Such BMPs include the use of temporasiitolg basins and installation
of silt fences and erosion control blankets. With adheretoc&V Water’s standard construction
practices potential impacts to substantial soil erosion and the loss of topsmild be less than
significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c. Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result inooroff-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

Ground subsidence Baccurred in Los Angeles County due to falling and rising groundwater tables.
Subsidence is caused by a variety of activities, which include, but are not limited to, withdrawal of
groundwater, pumping of oil and gas from underground, the collapse of unalemg mines,
liguefaction, and hydre&compaction.

As discussedndercriteria (a.1) through (a.3) although the project site is located in a seismically

active andsloped area within a potential liquefaction zone, the project is not anticipated to

adversely affect soil stability. As discussed under criterion (a.4), the project is located within an area
susceptible to landslides. The proposed pipeline would followxasting unpaved access road

between the RVWTP and the existing connection point to the local sewer pipeline and would occur
in previously disirbed soil. The design and construction of the proposed project woaohdply with
applicable seismic desighherefore, the project would not increase the potential for local or

regional landslides, liquefaction, lateral spreading, or collagtegdards Impacts would be less

than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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d. Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in T&btf the Uniform Building
Code (1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?

Expansive soil are soils with high shrinkell potential. The shrinkwell potential is low if the soil

has a linear extensibility of less than three percent (United States Department of Agriculture [USDA]
2017). Theoroposedpipeline alignment is composed of Saugus loam which has a brearsibility

rating of 1.5 percent. Other soil on sitecludesMetz loamysandand Ojai loamall of which have a

linear extensibility rating of 1.5 percent. Abils on site would be considered soils with a low ddrin
swell potential. In addition, the project do@st include construction of habitable structures and

would be unmanned during operatiofmherefore, the proposed project would not expose people to
risks related to expansive soils. Tpr@posed project would not be located on expansive soils and
would not introduce risk to life gproperty as a result of expansive soils. No impact would occur.

NO IMPACT

e. Would the project have soils incapable of adequasgelyporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?

The proposed project would not include the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal
systems. No impact would occur.

f.  Would the projectirectly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or
unique geologic feature?

Paleontological resources, or fossils, are the evidence of-liviog organisms preserved in the rock
record. They include both the fossilized remains of ancient plants and animals and the traces
thereof (e.g., trackways, imprints, burrows, etc.). Paletogical resources are not found in “soil”

but arecontained within the geologic deposits or bedrock that underlies the soil layer. Typically,
fossils are greater than 5,000 years old (i.e., older than middle Holocene in age) and are typically
preserved irsedimentary rocks. Although rare, fossils can also be preserved in volcanic rocks and
low-grade metamorphic rocks under certain conditions (Society of Vertebrate Paleontology [SVP]
2010). Fossils occur in a noantinuous and often unpredictable distribath within some

sedimentary units, and the potential for fossils to occur within sedimentary units depends on
several factors. It is possible to evaluate the potential for geologic units to contain scientifically
important paleontological resources, anceitefore evaluate the potential for impacts to those
resources and provide mitigation for paleontological resources if they are discovered during
construction of a development project.

Rincon evaluated the paleontological sensitivity of the geologic units that underlie the project site to
assess the project’s potential for significant impacts to scientifically important paleontological

resources. The analysis was based on the resutipafeontological locality search and a review of
existing information in the scientific literature regarding known fossils within geologic units mapped
at the project site. According to the SVP (2010) classification system, geologic units can be assigned
a high, low, undetermined, or no potential for containing scientifically significant nonrenewable
paleontological resources. Following the literature review, a paleontological sensitivity classification
was assigned to each geologic unit mapped withinpgtwect site. This criterion is based on rock

units within which vertebrate or significant invertebrate fossils have been determined by previous
studies to be present or likely to be present. The potential for impacts to significant paleontological
resour@s is based on the potential for ground disturbance to directly impact paleontologically
sensitive geologic units.

48



Environmental Checklist
Geology and Soils

The project site is situated in the Transverse Ranges geomaihince, one of the eleven
geomorphic provinces in California (California Geological Survey 2002). The Transverse Ranges
extend approximately 275 miles wesast from Point Arguello in Santa Barbara County, east to the
San Bernardino Mountains, and souththe AnacapgSanta MoniceHollywoodRaymond

Cucamonga fault zone (Yerkes and Campbell 2005). The Transverse Ranges are composed of
Proterozoic to Mesozoic intrusive crystalline igneous and metamorphic rocks overlain by Cenozoic
marine and terrestrial sethentary deposits and volcanic rock (Norris and Webb 1976). Locally, the
project site lies just north of the Santa Clara River, on the southern slope of Bouquet Canyon.

The project site is located in tiéewhall, Californi& SGS 7-finute topographic quadrangle. The
geology of the region was mapped by Bedrossian and Roffers (2012) and Yerkes and Campbell
(2005), who identified three geologic units underlying the project: Quaternary young alluvial valley
deposits, Quaternargld alluvial valley deposits, and Saugus Formataguies).

Quaternary young alluvial valley deposits underlie two small segments of the new sewer line
alignment Figure8). Quaternary young alluvial valley deposits consist of unconsolidated to slightly
consolidated clay, silt, sand, and gravel, that is generally Holocene in age (Bednosdtnifers

2012). Holocenaged sediments are generally considered too young (i.e., less than 5,000 years old)
to preserve paleontological resources (SVP 2010). Therefore, Quaternary young alluvial valley
deposits have low paleontological sensitivity.

Quaternary old alluvial valley deposits underlie the southern part of the new sewer line alignment
and the entire upsized sewer line alignment, lying primarily on top of the ri€igeine8).

Quaternary old alluvial valley deposits consist of slightly to moderately consolidated, clay, silt, sand,
and gravel, that is late to middle Pleistocene in age (BedrossidRoffers 2012). Pleistocersgyed

alluvial sediments have produced numerous scientifically significant paleontological resources in Los
Angeles County, including mammotiigmmuthug, sabertoothed cat Smilodon, ground sloth
(Megalonyx Paramylodop, other mammals, reptiles, birds, fish, and invertebrates (Jefferson 2010;
Paleobiology Database 2023; University of California Museum of Paleontology 2023). Given the
fossitproducing history of similar sediments in the region, Quaternary old alluMial@epsits

have high paleontological sensitivity.

The Saugus Formation underlies much of the new sewer line alignment, being exposed primarily
along the slope of the ridgé-igure8). The Saugus Formation is Pliocene to Pleistocene in age and
consists of gray to yellowigjray, weakly consolidated, commonly crdmxided, conglomerate,
sandstone, and claystone (Campbell et al. 2016). Multiple fossil localities are known from the Saugus
Formation bearing taxa such as sharks, bivalgastropods, and brachiopo@aleobiology

Database 2023; University of California Museum of Paleontology 2023). Given thipriadisding

history, the Saugus Formation has high paleontological sensitivity.

Rincon requested a fossil locality search from the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County on
October 30, 2023, which recovered no known fossil localities within the project site (Bell 2023). The
nearest known fossil localities occur 1.0 to 1.1 mélast and northeast of the project site and have
produced horse (Equidae), rodent, and bird fossils.
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Figure 8 Paleontological Sensitivity of Geologic Units
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Grounddisturbing activities within previously undisturbed sediments with high paleontological
sensitivity (i.e., Quaternary old alluvial valley deposits, Saugus Formation) could result in significant
impacts to paleontological resourceSrounddisturbing activities associated with this project are
expected to consist of trenching for the installation of 1,900 linear feet of new sewepkving

the existing dirt access roadnd upsizing 350 linear feet of existing sewer line. Trenching for the
new sewe line is expected toequire a trench up to 7 feet wide amdach up to 12 feet below the
surface. Trenching for the new sewer line alignment will occur within an existing dirt road built into
the side of the ridge, meaning that these excavationspaittially impactpreviously disturbed
sediments however, given the depth of some sections of this trench, some previously undisturbed
sediments will likely be impacted. Most of the alignment for the new sewer line is mapped as high
sensitivity sedimentsHigure8); therefore, trenching for the new sewer line may have a significant
impact on paleontological resources and mitigation would be requmagduce impacts to a less
than-significant level

Trenching to upsize the existing sewer line would only impact previously disturbed sediments since
the activity will involve uncovering and replacing the existing line. Therefore, this activity is not
expected toresult in a significanimpactto paleontological resources.

Thefollowing mitigation measure would address the potentially significant impécts
paleontological resourcesere discoverediuring project implementation and grourdisturbing
activities. This measure would apply to all phases of project construction and would ensure any
significant fossils present esite are preserved. Implementation of Mitigatibheasure GEQ

would reduce potential impacts to paleontological resourcea lessthan-significant leel and

would effectively mitigate the project’s impacts to these resources through the recovery,
identification, and curation of previously unrecovered fossils.

GEO-1 Paleontological Resources Monitoring and Mitigation

Qualified ProfessionalPaleontologist.Prior toexcavation SCWVater shallretain a Qualified
ProfessionaPaleontologistas defined by the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP 2010), who
shalldirect allmitigation measures related to paleontological resources.

Paleontological Worker Environmental Awareness Progrdnior toexcavationthe Qualified
ProfessionaPaleontologist otheir designee shall conduct a paleontological Workarvironmental
Awareness Program (WEAP) training for construction personnel regardiagpearance of fossils
and procedures for notifying paleontological staff should fossildibeovered by construction
personnel

Paleontological Monitoringlnitial parttime monitoring (i.e., spethecking) shall be conducted for
all grounddisturbing activities during trenching for the new sewer line to check for the
presence/depth of previously undisturbed sedimeriiee monitor shall be present on the first day
that trenching occurs within an area mapped as high paleontological sensitivity. If the monitor
observes that onlypreviously disturbed and/or artificial fill sediments are being impacted by
trenching, then spothecking shall continue on a weekly baligduring the initial spoicheck or
subsequent weekly spathecks, the monitor observes that trenching is impacting previously
undisturbed sediments assignable to the Saugus Formation or Quaternary older alluvium, then full
time paleontological monitoring stl ensue to ensure that potential impacts to paleontological
resources remain less than significaaleontologcal monitoring shall be conducted by a
paleontological monitor witlexperience with collection anshlvage of paleontological resources
andwho meets the minimum standards of the SVP (2010) fBakeontological Resources Monitor.
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In the event of a fossil discovery by the paleontological monitor or construction persatinel,
construction activitywithin 50 feet of the findshall cease, and thQualifiedProfessional
Paleontologist shall evaluathe find. If the fossil(s) is (are) not scientifically significant, then
construction activity may resumé.it is determined that the fossil(s) (are) scientifically significant,
the following shall be completed:

» FossilSalvageThe paleontological monitor shall salvage (i.e., excavate and recover) the fossil to
protect it from damage/destructionTypically, fossils can be safely salvaged quickly by a single
paleontologcal monitorwith minimal disruption taconstruction activity. In some cases, larger
fossils (such asomplete skeletons or large mammal fossils) require more extensive excavation
and longersalvage periods. Bulk matrix sampling may be necessary to recover small
invertebrates omicrovertebrates fronwithin paleontologically sensitivdeposits. After the
fossil(s) is (are) salvaged, construction activity may resume.

= Fossil Preparation and Curatiofossilshall beidentified to the lowes{(i.e., mostspecific)
possible taxonomic level, prepared to a curatimady condition, andurated in a scientific
institution with a permanent paleontological collection along with all pertinent field notes,
photos, data, and maps. Fossils of undeterminigghificance at the time of collection may also
warrant curation at the discretion of th@ualifiedProfessionaPaleontologist

Final Paleontological Mitigation ReportUpon completion of groundlisturbing activites (or
laboratory preparation anduration of fossilsif necessary)the QualifiedProfessional
Paleontologisthall prepare a final report describitige results of the paleontological monitoring
efforts. The report shalhclude a summary of the field and laboratory meth@asployed;an
overview of project geologyand, if fossils were discovered, an analysis of the fossils, including
physical description, taxonomic idgfication, andscientific significance. The report shall be
submitted toSCV Wateand, f fossl curation occurredthe designatedcientific institution.

Significance After Mitigation

Mitigation Measure GEQ would minimize potential impacts to unanticipated paleontological
resources by establishing appropriate procedures for evaluation and treatment of any discoveries
made during construction and education of construction personnedréfbre, implementation of
Mitigation Measures GE®D would reduce impacts to paleontological resources to atleas-
significant level.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED
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8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions,
either directly or indirectly, that may
have a significant impact on the
environment? O O [ | O
b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy,
regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse
gases? O O [ | O

Overview of Climate Change and Greenhouse Gases

Climate change is the observed increase in the average temperature of the Earth’s atmosphere and
oceansalong with other substantial changes in climate (such as wind patterns, precipitation, and
storms) over an extended period of time. Climate change is the result of numerous, cumulative
sources of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions contributing to the “greenhouse effect,” a natural
occurrence which takes place in Earth’s atmosphere and helps regulate the temperature of the

planet. The majority of radiation from the sun hits Earth’s surface and warms it. The surface, in turn,
radiates heat back towards the atmdsgre in the form of infrared radiation. Gases and clouds in
the atmosphere trap and prevent some of this heat from escaping into space aadiege it in all
directions.

GHG emissions occur both naturally and from human activities, such as burning of fossil fuels,
decomposition of landfill wastes, raising of livestock, deforestation, and some agricultural practices.
GHGs produced by human activities include carbon didxid®, methane, nitrous oxide,
hydrofluorocarbonsperfluorocarbons, and sulfur hexafluoride. Different types of GHGs have
varying global warming potentials (GWP). The GWP of a GHG is the potential of a gas or aerosol to
trap heat in the atmosphere over a specified timescale (generally, 100 years). B&dGseabsorb
different amounts of heat, a common reference gas{@©used to relate the amount of heat

absorbed to the amount of the gas emitted, referred to as “carbon dioxide equivalent” (CO2€),

which is the amount of a specific GHG emitted multipbgdts GWP. Carbon dioxide has a-year

GWP of one. By contrast, methane has a GWP of 30, meaning its global warming effect is 30 times
greater than C@on a molecut-per-molecule basis (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
[IPCC] 2021).

The United Nations IPCC expressed that the rise and continued growth of atmospheric CO
concentrations is unequivocally due to human activities in the IPCC’s Sixth Assessment Report

(2021). Human influence has warmed the atmosphere, ocean, and land, which has led the climate to
warm at an unprecedented rate in the last 2,000 years. It isneded that between the period of

1850 through 2019, a total of 2,390 gigatons of anthropogenievz® emitted. It is likely that
anthropogenic activities have increasthe global surface temperature by approximately 1.07
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degrees Celsius between the years 2010 through 2019 (IPCC 2021). Emissions resulting from human
activities are thereby contributing to an average increase in Earth’s temperature. Potential climate

change impacts in California may include loss of snowpaeklevel rise, more extreme heat days

per year, more high ozone days, more large forest fires, and more drought years (California Natural
Resource Agency 2019).

Significance Thresholds

The majority of individual projects do not generate sufficient GHG emissions to directly influence
climate change. However, physical changes caused by a project can contribute incrementally to
cumulative effects that are significant, even if individualrdies resulting from a project are

limited. The issue of climate change typically involves an analysis of whether a project’s contribution
towards an impact would be cumulatively considerable. “Cumulatively considerable” means that the
incremental effects ban individual project are significant when viewed in connection with the
effects of past projects, other current projects, and probable future projeeEJA Guidelines
Section 15064[h][1]).

According to theaCEQA Guidelinggrojects can tier from a qualified GHG reduction plan, which
allows for projectievel evaluation of GHG emissions through the comparison of the proposed
project’s consistency with the GHG reduction policies included in a qualified GHG reduction plan.

This approach is considered by the Association of Environmental Professionals (2016) in its white
paper,Beyond Newhall and 202 be the most defensible approach presently available under
CEQA to determine the significanceagroject’s GHG emissions. SCV Water and the City of Santa

Clarita have not adopted a humerical significance threshold for assessing impacts related to GHG
emissions, but the City of Santa Clarita has adopted a Climate Action Plan (CAP) for reduction of
GHG emissions. The SCAQMD, California Office of Planning and Research, CARB, CAPCOA, or any
other state or applicable regional agency have not adopted a numerical significance threshold for
assessing GHG emissions that is applicable to the proposed project

In the absence of any adopted numeric threshold, the significance qfrtiposedproject’s GHG
emissions is evaluated consistent WEBEQA Guidelin&ection15064.4(b) by considering whether
the proposedproject complies with applicable plans, policies, regulations, and requirements
adopted to implement a statewide, regional, or local plan for the reduction or mitigation of GHG
emissions. The most directly applicable adopted regulatory plans to reducefid&ons ar&CV
Water’s Sustainability Plan, CAR’s 2022 Scoping Plan, and the City of Santa Clarita General Plan.
GHG emissions from the construction and operation ofggtaposedproject are provided for
informational purposes.

Methodology

GHG emissions associated with project construction were estimated using CalEEMod, version
2022.1, with the assumptions described under Environmental Checklist Secfiar(Rjality

Construction emissions occur for a limited period of a project’s lifetime; as a standard practice, GHG
emissions from construction are amortized over a presumed project lifetime. A project lifetime of 30
years is recommended by SCAQMD (2008
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a. Would the project generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

b. Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted fqrutpmse
of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Plans and policies have been adopted to reduce GHG emissions in the Southern California region,
including theSCV Water Sustainability Pl&@ity of Santa Clarita General Plan, and CARB’s 2022
Scoping Plan. The following policies apply to the proposed project:

= SCV Water Sustainability PlamMeasure CR.: Reduce construction emissions 15% by 2030
through decarbonization of construction machinery

= Action CR1-1: Include electric and zero emission equipment in the preferred procurement
policy for all applicable offoad equipment.

= City of Santa Clarita General Ptgdonservation and Open Space Elem&ual CA.: A balance
between the social and economic needs of Santa Clarita Valley residents and protection of the
natural environment, so that these needs can be met in the present and in the future

= Objective CO 1.3Conserve and make more efficient use of wenewable resource
systems, such as fossil fuels, minerals, and materials.

- Policy CO 1.3:Explore, evaluate, and implement methods to shift from using-non
renewable resources to use of renewable resources in all aspects of land use planning
and development.

- Policy CO 1.3:2Promote reducing, reusing, and recycling in all Land Use designations
and cycles of development.

= City of Santa Clarita General PtaBoal CO 8: Development designed to improve energy
efficiency, reduce energy and naturakource consumption, and reduce emissions of
greenhouse gases.

= Objective CO 8.1Comply with the requirements of State law, including AB 32, SB 375 and
implementing regulations, to reach targeted reductions of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions.

= 2022 Scoping Pla@oal:Support climate adaptation and biodiversity that includes protection of
the state’s water supply, water quality, and infrastructure to achieve carbon neutrality as soon
as possible (CARB 2022b).

The proposed project would improve the reliability and resiliency ofdkisting deteriorating
pipeline system that discharges wastewater frdm RVWTP. Currently, this pipeline system is the
only sewer available for the discharge of wastewater from the RVWTP’s bathrooms, laboratory

sinks, kitchens, laboratory sample taps, clarifiers, and cooling towgrgpo@adinghis pipeline
system removal of wastewater from the RVWTP will become more effective and potential
environmental impacts resulting from fare/breakdown of this pipeline system will be minimized,
if not avoided Therefore, the proposed project would improve the reliability and resiliency of
wastewater discharge from the RVWHarthermore, SCV Water would implement Sustainability
Plan Action CR-1 during the construction equipment procurement phase of the project, which
would aid in achieving the goals and policies of the Santa Clarita Geneal Plan reproduced above, by
increasng the use of electric and zero emission construction equipmenhdwconstructionThus,
although the project would generate temporary construction emissions, the project would
ultimately be consistent with the goals of tiBCV Water Sustainability Pl&ity of Santa Clarita
General Plajand CARB’s 2022 Scoping Plan. The proposed project would not conflict with any
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applicable plans, policies, or regulations to reduce GHG emissions. Therefore, impacts related to
GHG emissions would be less than significant.

Quantified GHG Emissions for Informational Purposes

Construction of the project would generate GHG emissions. Since the project would not include new
operational activity, this analysis considers the GHG emissions from construction for informational
purposes. Calculations of @H, and NO emissions are provided to identify the magnitude of
potential project effects.

Construction facilitated by the project would generate temporary GHG emissions primarily from the
operation of construction equipment on site, as well as from vehicles transporting construction
workers to and from the project site and heavy trucks transipgrmaterials and equipmeniAs

shown inTable6, constructionassociated with the project would generate 375 metric tons (MT) of
CQe over the 1Imonth construction period. Amortized over a-$8ar period, construction

associated with the project would generatg.5 MT of C@e per year.

Table 6 Construction GHG Emissions

Year Emissions (MT of C©)

2025 375
Amortized over 30 years 12.5

MT = metric tons; C@ = carbon dioxide equivalents

Source: Table 2.%onstruction Emissions by Year, Mitigated” emissions. Annual emissions results are shown for all emissions. The
mitigated emissions account for project sustainability features and/or compliance with specific regulatory standardsgatmmiti
measures a required for this project. See CalEEMod worksheets in Appendix A.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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9 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a. Create a significant hazard to the public
or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials? O O [ | O

b. Create a significant hazard to the public
or the environmenthrough reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident
conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the
environment? O O [ | O

c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within
0.25 mile of an existing or proposed
school? O O [ | O

d. Be located on a site that is included on
list of hazardous material sites compilec
pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create
significant hazard to thpublic or the
environment? O O [ | O

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

f. Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuatior
plan? O O O ]

g. Expose people astructures, either
directly or indirectly, to a significant risk
of loss, injury, or death involving wildlan
fires? O O | O
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a. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the
routine transport, use, aisposal of hazardous materials?

b. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

Construction of the proposed project would temporarily increase the transport and use of
hazardous materials in the project area through the operation of vehicles and equipment. Such
substances include diesel fuel, oil, solvents, and other similar matdmiaught onto the
construction site for use and storage during the construction period. These materials would be
contained within vessels specifically engineered for safe storage and would not be transported,
stored, or used in quantities that would poaesignificant hazard to the public or construction
workers themselvesroject construction activities woulddherewith all relevant regulations,
including the enforcement of hazardous materials transportation regulatiddditionally, as
described in Initial Study SectionRoject DescriptiafSCV Water maintains standard construction
practices related to the discovery of hazardous waste during construction acti@tiespliance

with these regulations and SCV Water standard construction practiceslwaoslre that potential
hazardous materials impacts from construction activities would be less than significant.

The projectwould not operate and maintain the storage of hazardous chemicalsitenTherefore,
there would be no impact related to hazardous materials during project operation.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c. Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste witliir25 mile of an existing or proposed school?

The nearest schosto the project siteare Saugus High School, located at 21900 Centurion Way in
Santia Claritaand Highlands Elementary Schdotated at 27332 Catala Avenue in Santa Clarita
The pipeline alignment is approximately 0.30 miteth of Highlands Elementary School and 0.30
mile northwest of Saugus High Schoss described under criteria (a) and (lnstruction of the
proposed project would comply with existing federal and state requirements for the transport, use,
or disposal of hazardss materials. No facilities or infrastructure expected to containleasked

paint or asbesto£ontaining materials would be demolished as part of project construction.
addition, no hazardous waste disposal sites, solid waste disposal sites, or hazardous substance
release sites were identified within the project site that could result in a release of hazardous
emissions or materials (State Water Resources Control B8&WRCB] 2023DTSC 2023a).
Furthermore, the project would implemeriCV Water’s standard construction practices related to
the discovery of hazardous materials on sit@erefore, project construction would not emit
hazardous emissions or handle hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an
existing or proposed schodmpacts would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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d. Would the project be located on a site that is included on a list of hazardous material sites
compiled pursuant to Government Cdslection 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment?

Government Code Section 65962.5 requires the California Environmental Protection Agency
(CalEPA) to maintathe Cortese Listwhichprovidesinformation about the location of hazardous
materials release site§ he California Department of Toxic Substance Control (DTSC) is responsible
for a portion of the information contained in the Cortese | whileother state and local

government agencies are required to provide additional hazardous material release information.
The analysis for this section includadeview of the following resources tdovember 13, 2023, to
provide hazardous material release information:

» SWRCBeoTracker database (SWRCB 2)23
= DTSC EnviroStor database (DTSC 2023a)

= List of “active” Cease and Desist Orders (CDO) and Cleanup and Abatement Orders (CAQ) from
RWQCBSs (CalEPA 2023a)

= Solid Waste Disposal Sites (CalEPA 2023b)

Based on review of these databases, the project site is not included on existing lists of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5.

The nearest SWRCB sites inclatideaking undergroundtorage tank (LUST) sites, located at 26801
Bouquet Canyon Rog&hell Service Station and Shedf)proximate 0.59 mile to the wes26829

Seco Canyon Road, approximately 0.62 toildhe west, 26753Bouquet Canyon Road,
approximately 0.73 mile to the wesind 26954 Seco Canyon Road, approximately 0.65 northwest
of the site. However, these cases were completed and closed in 2012, 1996, 2008, 2019, and 2019,
respectively (SWRCB 222022, 2023d, 203e, 2023f, 2023g). The nearest active biteed by
SWRCHB the former One Hour Martinzirdyy cleanersat 26825 Bouquet Canyon Road,
approximately 0.65 mile west of the project site (SWRQE). The One Hour Mtinzing site is
classified as a Clean Up Program Site for volatile organmpounds. The nearest DTSC site cleanup
program isat the Saugus High School Auditoriplocated at219000 West Centurion Way
approximately 0.30 mile northeast of the project stie (DTSC 2023

Due to the distance and closure status of thestivesites(greater than 0.25 milgjt is not likely
that hazardous materials from these sites have infiltrated wadlerlying the projecsite.
Furthermore, the project would implemerstiCV Water’s standard construction practices related to
the discovery of hazardous materials on site, which would ensure that the presence of
unanticipated hazardous materials on site is properly addresBezlproject site is not currently
listed as a hazardous materialgesaccording to Government Code Section 65962 impacts
would beless than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

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

The closest public or public use airport to the project site is the Whiteman Airport, located
approximately 20 miles southeast of the project site. The project site is not located within an airport
land use plan or within two miles of a public or publie agport. As a result, the project would
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have no impact related to safety hazards or excessive noise for people residing or working in the
project area due to proximity to an airport.

NO IMPACT

f.  Would the project impaiimplementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

SCV Water maintainslarcal Hazard Mitigation PlabH{MPY)o identify potential natural hazards to
SCV Water and to formulate mitigation measures for protection of infrastructure and community
safety(SCV Water 2024Additionally the City of Santa Clarita maintains a LHMP that is updated
and adopted every five years (City of Santa Clarita 2021). The LHMP sets forth hazard mitigation
strategies along with action items to help mitigate and combat various threats such as wildfire,
drought, earthquakes, lantldes, extreme heat, cybattacks, energy disruption, floods, and
terrorism.

Construction of the proposed project would occur on an unpaved access diranshaithin the
existing RVWTP. No temporary lane closures of local roadways would be necessary during
construction of the project. flerefore the projectwould not interfere with an emergency response
plan or evacuation plgrand no impact would occur.

NO IMPACT

g. Wouldthe project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk
of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires?

The proposed project is not located in a designated Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ)
(CAL FIRE 2023). The proposed pipeline would be located within developed/disitelasdnd
ornamental landscapinglosely surrounded by brustovered open space adjacent to the existing

dirt access roadPotential ignition sources may include sparks from exhaust pipes, discarded
cigarette butts, contact of mufflers with dry grass, other sources of sparks or flame, and spills or
releases of flammable materiadsich as gasoline. Construction equipment would be subject to
standard operating procedures that would limit sources of ignition that could generate a wildland
fire. All construction activities on the project site, require fire safety protocols, inclubdirgjot

limited to, onsite fire extinguishing equipmenCompliance with applicable federal and State laws
and regulations related to the proper use, storage, &assport of hazardous materials wouddso
reduce the risk of wildfire ignition from these of hazardous materia{such as fuelgjuring

construction activities. As such, project construction would not expose people or structures, either
directly orindirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires, and impacts
would be less than significant.

Project operation would not involve potentially flammalohaterials oractivitiesthat could result in
wildfire ignition,and the pipeline would be located entirely undergrouhdpacts related to
wildland fires would bediss than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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10 Hydrology and Water Quality

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a. Violate any watequality standards or
waste discharge requirements or
otherwise substantially degrade surface
or ground water quality? O O [ | O

b. Substantially decrease groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the
project may impede sustainable
groundwater management of the basin? O O ] O

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river or through the addition o
impervious surfaces, in a manner which
would:

() Result in substantial erosion or
siltation on or off-site; O O [ O

(i) Substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in
flooding on or off-site; O O [ O

(iii) Create or contribute runoff water
which would exceed the capacity o
existing or planned stormwater
drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or O O [ | O

(iv) Impede ormredirect flood flows? O O | O

d. In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zone
risk release of pollutants due to project
inundation? O O O [ |

e. Conflict with or obstruct implementation
of a water quality control plan or
sustainablggroundwater management
plan? O O ] O
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a. Would the projectiolate any water quality standards or wagléscharge requirements or
otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality

Construction

Grading, excavation, and otheonstruction activities associated with the project could adversely
affect water quality due to erosion resulting from exposed soils and the generation of water
pollutants, including trash, construction materials, and equipment fluids. Soil disturbarmeiaes

with site preparation and grading activities would result in looser, exposed soils, which are more
susceptible to erosion. Additionally, spills, leakage, or improper handling and storage of substances
such as ails, fuels, chemicals, metals, ane&pgubstances from vehicles, equipment, and materials
used during project construction could contribute to stormwater pollutants or leach to underlying
groundwater.

The proposed pipeline would follow an existing unpaved access roadway between the RVWTP and
the existing connection point to the local sewer pipeline system to avoid steep hillsides and impacts
related to erosionTemporary ground disturbance during construction would be to a width of
approximately 25 feet for paving of the road.

SCV Water maintains standard contractor specifications that would be applied to the proposed
project, some of which are summarized in Initial Study Secti®ndect DescriptianThese include
monitoring soil conditions, properly handling and disposing of discovered hazardous waste, and
abiding by SWPPP requirementart of SCV Water’s standard construction practices. The SWPPP
must outline projectspecific BMPs to control erosion. Such BMPs include the use of temporary de
silting basins and installatioof silt fences and erosion control blankets. Compliance with these
standard specifications would ensure construction activities do not result in discharge to surface
water or groundwater that could affect the quality of such waters. Impacts would béHars
significant.

Operation

The project would not involve the storage of chemicals on site. Project operation would not involve
ground disturbance, which would limit the potential for -gffe migration of sediment and adsorbed
pollutants in runoff. Operationactivitiesof the project would be the same amderexisting
conditionsfor the existing pipelineGiventhat chemicals would not be storesh site and that the
project would not introduce new sources of potential pollutarsoject operation would not

violate any water qualy standards, waste discharge requirements, or otherwise substantially
degrade water quality. Impacts woulek less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b. Would the projectgbstantiallydecreasegroundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such th#éte project may impede sustainable groundwater
management of the basin?

The project consists of a pipeline that would be installed undergramtipaving of the existing dirt
access road to an existing paved parking area would extend from a paved driveway within the
RVWTP. Thaddition of impervious surfacegould be minimal due to the limited footprint of the
paved road andstormwater runoff would continue to percolate into the groundwater alongside the
paved road in adjacent natural areas. During large storm events, some runoff from the paved road
may flow into the storm dain system associated with the paved roadways within the RVWTP;
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however, the amount of runoff that would be diverted from groundwater recharge would be
minimal. Therefore, thegproposed project would not interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge.

During the construction phase, the pipeline installation between the RVWTP and the existing
connection point to the local sewer pipeline system is not likely to encounter groundwater. The new
alignment would be approximately 100 feet higher in elevaticantthe nearestvaterway:Bouquet
Creek. In the event groundwater is encourgdrdewatering activities would be temporary and
shortterm aspipeline construction activities move along the alignme&bundwater from

dewatering during constructiowould be discharged into the City’s storm drain system. Dewatering
activities will affect shallow groundwater levels over a maximum time peridd afonthsand will

not substantially decrease groundwater supplies or impede sustainable groundwater management.
Accordinglyjmpacts would bdess than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c(i) Would the projecsubstantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of
impervious arfaces, in a mannaxhichwouldresult in substantial erosh orsiltation on- or
off-site?

c.(ii) Would the projecsubstantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a streamiwer or through the addition of
impervious arfaces, in a manner which wowdbstantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result in floodingaroff-site?

c.(iiiy Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of
impervious surfaces, in a manner that woaldate or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of pdked runoff?

c(iv) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of
impervious surfaces, in a mannghichwouldimpede or redirect flood flows?

The project would not alter the course of a stream or river, as none are located within the project
footprint. Whilethe project would generally preserve drainage patterns on site, with water
continuing to flow from higher elevations to lower elevatiotise addition of pavement to the
existing dirt access road would increase impervious surfaces along the alignment

The pipeline would be installed via openttrenching As described in Environmental Checklist
Section 4Biological Resourcgthe project would implement Mitigation Measure BE) which

requires that general best management practices be followed by construction personnel which
includes but is not limited to the contractor clearly delineate the construction limits and prohibit
anyconstructionrelated traffic outside those boundaries and vehicle or equipment maintenance be
performed in the designated staxyg areas. As a result, the project would not substantially alter the
existing drainage pattern of the site or area in a manner that would result in substantial erosion or
siltation on or off-site; substantially increase the rate or amount of surface flimoa manner

which would result in flooding cror off-site; create orcontribute runoff water which would exceed
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the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff; or impede or redirect flood flows. Impacts would be less than significant.

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map, the
project site is located in Zone D (FEMA 2021). Zone D Areas are areas with possible but
undetermined flood hazard#\s the project would not substantially modify the existing drainage
patterns on site, no changes to the flooding pattern of the project site and its vicinity would occur as
a result. The project would not result in flooding-am off-site, and would not impede or redirect

flood flows.

During large storm events, some runoff from the paved road may diownhillinto the storm drain
system associated with the paved roadways within the RVWTP; however, the amount of runoff that
would be diverted from groundwater recharge would be minimal. No expansion of stormwater
drainage systems would be necessary to accommodateff from the project.

The project would not alter the course of a stream or river, and would not divert or redirect flood
flows, potential impacts related to the alteration of the site’s drainage pattern would be less than
significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d. Inflood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zonesuld the projectisk release of poltants due to
project inundation?

The project site is approximately 35 miles from the Pacific Ocean, separated by the Santa Susana
and Santa Monica mountain ranges, dadot subject to tsunami risk. The nearest inland surface

water body that may be subject to risk of a seiche is Castaic Reservoir, approximately 10 miles to the
north. Given the distance to this water body, the occurrence of a seiche would not affect tieetpro

site. In addition, the project site is outside of the dam failure inundation zone for both Castaic
Reservoir andouquet Reservoir (City of Santa Clarita 2)1As discussed above, the project site is
located in FEMA Zone D (FEMA 2021).

The proposed pipelinesould be located underground and would not risk the release of pollutants
due to project inundation during flood eventdo impact would occur

NO IMPACT

e. Would the projectonflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or
sustainable groundwater management plan?

Water Quality Control Plan

The Los Angeles RWQCB Basin Plan designates beneficial uses for surface waters in the Los Angeles
region and associated water quality objectives to fulfill such uBes.project site is within the Santa

Clara River watershed and drains to Reach 6 of the Santa Clara River. Reach 6 and all downstream
reaches have designated beneficial uses of Municipal and Domestic Supply (potential), Industrial
Service Supply, Industrial Process Supply, Agricultural Supply, Groundwater Recharge, Freshwater
Replenishment, Wian Freshwater Habitat, Wildlife Habitat, Rare, Threatened and Endangered

Species, Wetland Habitat, Water Contact Recreation, andddatact Water Recreation (Los

Angeles RWQCB 2020). Multiple reaches of the Santa Clara River downstream of the project site are
listed as impaired for numerous pollutants. Table 10 summarizes impairments for all downstream
reaches of the Santa Clara River, including the Santa Clara River estuary.
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Table 7 Water Quality Impairments for Downstream Reaches of the Santa Clara River

Santa Clara River Reach Impairments

Reach 6 (West Pier Highway 99 Bridge to Bouquet Canyon Roar Chloride, Chlorpyrifos, Temperature, Toxicity
Reach 5 (Blu€ut Gaging Station to West Pier Highway 99 Bridge Chloride, Indicator Bacteria, Iron, Trash

Reach 4B (Piru Creek to Blue Cut Gaging Station) Not impaired

Reach 4A (A Street [Fillmore] to Piru Creek) Trash

Reach 3 (Freeman Diversion to A Stié@tmore]) Chloride, Indicator Bacteria, Selenium, Total
Dissolved Solids, Toxicity, Trash

Reach 2 (Highway 101 Bridge to Freeman Diversion) Not impaired

Reach 1 (Estuary to Highway 101 Bridge) Dissolved Oxygen, pH, Toxicity, Trash

Santa Clara River Estuary Ammonia, ChemA|ndicator Bacteria,

Toxaphene, Toxicity

Bouquet Canyon Creek (below Bouquet Reservoir) Temperature, Water

1 ChemaA refers to the sum of the chemicals aldrin, dieldrin, chlordane, endrin, heptachlor, heptachlor epoxide, lindanéfaendosu
and toxaphene.

Sourceios Angeles RWQ@B20

As described under criterion arqject operation would notontribute to runoff of sediment or
sedimentbound pollutants Furthermore the project does not involve septic systems, pet parks,
agricultural land, or other land uses commonly associated with high concentrations of nutrients,
indicator bacteria, or chemical toxicity. No chemicals would be stored on site. Therefore, the projec
would not exacerbate existing impairments to nearby water sources and would not impair existing
or potential beneficial uses of nearby water bodies. The project would not conftletor obstruct
implementation of the BasiRlan. Impacts would be less than significant.

Sustainable Groundwater Management Plan

The project sit@verliesthe Saugus FormatioAquifer. The Santa Clarita Valley Groundwater
Sustainability AgendfzSA), consisting of representatives from SCV Water, County of Los Angeles,
City of Santa Clarita, and Los Angeles County Waterworks District Number 36, oversees
management of the subbasin. The Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) governing the Santa Clar
River Valley Groundwater Basin, East Subbasin was adopted in January 2022.

The projectis not anticipated tanvolve dewatering activities during installation of the pipeline. In
the event that groundwater is encountered, dewatering activities would not conflict with the
implementation of the GSP and would not substantially decrease groundwater levels within the
Basin.Groundwater from dewatering during constructiamould be discharged into the City’s storm
drain systemDewatering activities would be temporary and shtatm aspipeline construction
activities.

Furthermore, the project does not propose residential, commercial, industrial, or other land uses
that would increase wastewater services. The project would address the existing pipelines issues
such as deposits, encrustation, root intrusion, and infiloat butwould not increase the overall
capacity of the systenfAs such, the project would not increase groundwatetraction beyond
previous operating conditions and, therefore, would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of
the GSP. Impacts retd to the GSP would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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11 Land Use and Planning

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a. Physically divide an established
community? O O O [ ]
b. Cause a significant environmental impa
due to a conflict with any land use plan,
policy, orregulation adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect? O O O |

a. Wouldthe project physically divide an established community?

Theproposedproject would replace an existing underground sewer éind pave an existing access
road. No modifications to existing land uses would ocThierefore, project developments would
not physically divide an established community. No impact would occur.

NO IMPACT

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

Pursuant to California Government Code 53091, the building and zoning ordinances of a county or
city do not apply to the location or construction of facilities for the production, storage, or
transmission of water, wastewater, or electrical energy by allagency. The project would entail

the construction and operation and replacement of an existing eilgth sewer line that connects

the RVWTP to the local sewer systamd paving of an existing dirt access ro@terefore, the

building and zoning ordinaes of the City of Santa Clarita would not apply to the proposed project.
Additionally, the project is evaluatdtereinfor consistency with the City of Santa Clarita General
Planfor informational purposes

The City of Santa Clarita General Plan identifies objectives and policies to maintain public
infrastructure and provide clean water for Valley residents and businesses. The proposed project’s
consistency with applicable General Plan goals, objectivegpaliaies is described ifiable8. As

shown therein, the proposed project would actively support the City’s goals, policies, and objectives
related to providing an adequate supply of clean water to meet local demands. Therefore, the
project would not cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect, and
no impact would occur.
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Table 8 General Plan Consistency

General Plan Goal or Policy Proposed Project Consistency
Policy CO 4.4.£2romote the extension of sanitary Consistent.The proposed project would enable SCV Wat¢
sewers for all urban uses and densities, to protect to continue to provide reliablevastewater services.

groundwater quality, where feasible.

Policy LU 7.3.4mplement best management practices ConsistentAs discussed in Environmental Checklist Sect

for erosion control throughout the construction and 8, Geology and Sojland Sectior9, Hazards and Hazardous

development process. Materials the proposed project would implement erosion
control BMPsnd cease work in the event hazardous was
is discovered.

Goal LU 9Adequate public facilities and services, Consistent:As discussed imitial StudySection 6Project
provided in a timely manner and appropriate locations Descriptionthe proposed project would ensure the
to serve existing and futunesidents and businesses.  reliability and longevity of the sewer system.

Source: City of Santa Clarita 2011

NO IMPACT
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12 Mineral Resources

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a. Resultin the loss of availability of a
known mineral resource that would be ¢
value to theregion and the residents of
the state? O O O ]
b. Resultin the loss of availability of a
locally important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local
general plan, specific plan, or other lanc
use plan? O O O [ |

a. Would theproject result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of
value to the region and the residents of the state?

b. Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan?

According to the Santa Clarita General Plan Environmental Impact Reporb)2@Elproject is in a
Mineral Resources Zone 2 (MRZMineral Resource Zone 2 (MRYareas are concentrated along
waterways, such as the Santa Clara River within and outsidetyheoundaries, as well as State
Route 126, Castaic Creek, and east of Sand Canyon Road (City of Santa Clajital2zds%ite is not
located in a zone of oil and natural gas extraction and production (City of Santa Claritg. 20d.1
mines or quaris exist near the project sit&dheproposed project would not result in the loss of
availability of a known mineral resource or a locally important mineral resource recovery site. No
impact would occur.

NO IMPACT
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13 Noise
Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the projectresult in
a. Generation of asubstantial temporary or

permanent increase in ambient noise

levels in the vicinity of the project in

excess of standards established in the

local general plan or noise ordinance, o

applicable standards of other agencies” O O ] O
b. Generation of excessive groundborne

vibration or groundborne noise levels? O O ] O
c. For a project located within the vicinity ¢

a private airstrip or an airport land use

plan or, where such a plan has not beer

adopted, within two miles of a public

airport or public use airport, would the

project expose people residing or

working in the poject area to excessive

noise levels? O O O [ |

Noise Overview

The unit of measurement used to describe a noise level is the decibel (dB). Howevarmthe ear

is not equally sensitive to all frequencies within the sound spectrum. Therefore, a method called “A
weighting” is used to filter noise frequencies which are not audible to the human ear. A-weighting
approximates the frequency response of the eage young ear when listening to most ordinary
everyday soundsA person’s relative judgment of the loudness or annoyance of a sound correlate
well with the “A-weighted” levels of those sounds. Therefore, the A-weighted noise scale is used for
measuremens and standards involving the human perception of noise. In this analysis, all noise
levels are Aweighted, and “dBA” is understood to identify the A-weighted decibel.

Decibels are measured on a logarithmic scale which quantifies sound intensity in a manner similar to
the Richter scale used for earthquake magnitudes. A 10 dB increase represerftdcihbrease in

sound intensity, a 20 dB change is a-f6id differene, 30 dB is a 1,00@Id increase, etc. Thus, a
doubling of the energy of a noise source, such as doubling of traffic volume, would increase the
noise level by 3 dB; a halving of the energy would result in a 3 dB decrease.

Human perception of noise has no simple correlation with acoustical energy. The perception of
noise is not linear in terms of dBA or in terms of acoustical energy. Two equivalent noise sources
combined do not sound twice as loud as one source. It is watelgpted that the average healthy

ear can barely perceive changes of 3 dBA; a change of 5 dBA is readily perceptible; and an increase
of 10 dBA sounds twice as loud.
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Descriptors

The impact of noise is not a function of loudness alone. The time of day when noise occurs, and the
duration of the noise are also important. In addition, most noise that lasts for more than a few
seconds is variable in its intensity. Consequently, a tyapienoise descriptors has been developed.
The noise descriptors used for this analysis are thelane equivalent noise leveld). The bqyis

defined as the single steadyweighted level that is equivalent to the same amount of energy as

that contaired in the actual fluctuating levels over a period. Typicallyislequivalent to a onéour
period, even when measured for shorter durations as the noise level ofta B0-minute period

would be the same as the hour if the noise souraeliatively steady. haxis the highest Root Mean
Squared (RMS) sound pressure level within the sampling period-ansl the lowest RMS sound
pressure level within the measuring period.

Propagation

Sound from a small, localized source (approximating a “point” source) radiates uniformly outward as

it travels away from the source in a spherical pattern, known as geometric spreading. The sound
level decreases or drops off at a rate of 6 dBA for eaclblilay of the distance. Traffic noise is not a
single, stationary point source of sound. Over some time interval, the movement of vehicles makes
the source of the sound appear to emanate from a line (line source) rather than a point. The drop
off rate for aline source is 3 dBA for each doubling of distance.

The propagation of noise is also affected by the intervening ground, known as ground absorption. A
hard site (such as parking lots or smooth bodies of water) receives no additional ground attenuation
and the changes in noise levels with distance (enffpate) are simply the geometric spreading of

the source. A soft site (such as soft dirt, grass, or scattered bushes and trees) receives an additional
ground attenuation value of 1.5 dBA per doubling of distance.

Noise levels may also be reduced by intervening structures; the amount of attenuation provided by
this “shielding” depends on the size of the object and the frequencies of the noise levels. Natural

terrain features such as hills and dense woods, and-matte features such as buildings and walls,
can significantly alter noise levels. Generally, any large structure blocking the line of sight will
provide at least a 8IBA reduction in source noise levels at the receiver (Federal Highway
Administration [FHWA]@11).

Vibration Overview

Vibration levels are usually expressedaainglenumber measure of vibration magnitude in terms

of velocity or acceleration, which describes the severity of the vibration without the frequency
variable. The peak particle velocity (PPV) is defined as the maximum instantaneous positive or
negative gak of the vibration signal, usually measured in inches per second. Since it is related to
the stresses experienced by buildings, dften used in monitoring and controlling construction
vibration. Although PVis appropriate for evaluating the potential of building damage, it is not
suitable for evaluating human response. It takes some time for the human body to respond to
vibrations. In a sense, the human body responds to an average vibration amplitude (Hedass
Administration [FTA] 2018). Because vibration waves are oscillatory, the net average of a vibration
signal is zero. Thus, the RMS amplitude is used to describe the “smoothed” vibration amplitude (FTA
2018). The RM& a signal is the square roof the average of the squared amplitude of the signal,
usually measured in inches per second. The average is typically calculated ovesexzomne period.
The RM@&mplitude is always less than the P&\d is always positive. Decibel notation is used to
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compress the range of numbers required to describe vibration. The abbreviata is used in
this analysis fotvibration decibel$to reduce the potential for confusion with sound decibels.

Sensitive Receptors

Noise exposure goals for various types of land uses reflect the varying noise sensitivities associated
with those uses. Typical noise sensitive uses include residential, residential care, child/elder care
facilities, schools, places of worship, and hodpit&ibrationsensitive receptors, which are similar

to noisesensitive receptors, include residences and institutional uses, such as schools, churches,
and hospitals. However, vibratiesensitive receptors also include buildings where vibrations may
interfere with vibrationsensitive equipment that is affected by vibration levels that may be well
below those associated with human annoyance (e.g., recording studios or medical facilities with
sensitive equipment). The closest sensitive receptors are siagiédy residences locateaks close as
approximately 0.3 mile northwest of the northernmastgment of mairpipelineand multi-family
residences locateds close aapproximately @ mile southeast of the southernmost pipeline
segmentat the RVWTP facility

Project Noise Setting

The primary noise sources in the vicinity of the project site are motor vehicles (e.g., automobiles,
buses, and trucks) along Newhall Ranch Road and Bouquet Canyon Road. In addition, noise is
generatedfrom recreational use of the sports fields and playgrolnyidccupants of Central Park

Significance Thresholds
The Santa Clarita Municipal Code (SCMC) addresses construction noise in the following section:

SCMC Section 11.44.08%0 person shall engage in any construction work which requires a
building permit from the City on sites within 300 feet of a residentially zoned property except
between the hours of 7:08.m.to 7:00p.m., Monday through Friday, and 8:00 AM. to 6:00 PM.
on Saturday. Further, no work shall be performed on the following public holidays: New Year’s

Day, Independence Day, Thanksgiving, Christmas, Memorial Day, and Labor Day. Emergency
work [defined as “...work made necessary to restore property to a safe condition following a
public calamity, or work required to protect personsgsoperty from an imminent exposure to
danger, or work by private or public utilities when restoring utility service” in SCMC Section
11.44.02@QD)] is permitted at all times. The Department of Community Development may issue
a permit for work to be done “after hours”; provided that containment of construction noises is
provided.

The SCMC does not provide a quantitative construction noise threshold. Therefore, based on FTA
Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (2018) criteria, construction noise would be
significant if noise levels exceed 80 dB#fdr an 8hour period at residential uses or construction is
conducted outside the allowable hours for construction as stated in Section 11.44.080.

The SCMC also does not provide a quantitative vibration threshold. Therefmagjon limits used

in this analysis to determine a potential impact to local land uses are based on guidelines for
vibration damage potential contained in Caltrans’ (2020) Transportation and Construction Vibration
Guidance Manualshown inTable9. According to the values presentedTable9, construction

vibration impact would be significant if vibration levels exceed 0.3 in/sec PPV at the nearest single
family and multifamily residences.
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Table 9 Calirans Vibration Damage Potential Threshold Criteria

Continuous/Frequent

Type of Situation Transient Sources (in/sec PPV) Intermittent Sources (in/sec PPV
Extremely fragile historic buildings, ruins 0.12 0.08

and ancient monuments

Fragile buildings 0.2 0.1

Historic sites and some old buildings 0.5 0.25

Older residential structures 0.5 0.3

New residential structures 1.0 0.5

Modern industrial/commercial buildings 2.0 0.5

in/sec = inches per second; PPV = peak particle velocity
Source: Caltrans 2020

a. Would the project result igeneration of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

Construction

Temporary noise levels caused by construction activity would be a function of the noise generated
by construction equipment, the location and sensitivity of nearby land uses, and the timing and
duration of noisegenerating activities. For a constructionis® assessment, construction

equipment can be considered to operate in two modes: stationary and mobile. As a rule, stationary
equipment operates in a single location for one or more days at a time, with eithergoedr

operation (e.g., pumps, generagmrand compressors) or variakpewer operation (e.g., pile drivers,
rock drills, and pavement breakers). Conversely, mobile equipment moves around the construction
site with power applied in cyclic fashion, such as bulldozers, graders, and loaders {BY.ANd&e
impacts from stationary equipment are assessed from the center of the equipment, while noise
impacts from mobile construction equipment are assessed from the center of the equipment
activity area (e.g., construction site).

Construction noise was estimated using the Federal Highway Administration’s (FHWA) Roadway
Construction Noise Model (RCNM). Typical construction projects havédongioise averages that
are lower than louder shofterm noise events due to equipment mog from one point to another

on the site, work breaks, and idle time. Each phase of construction has a specific equipment mix,
depending on the work to be accomplished during that phase. Each phase also has its own noise
characteristics; some will have higy continuous noise levels than others, and some may have
discontinuous higiimpact noise levels. The maximum hourdydf each phase is determined by
combining the , contributions from each piece of equipment used in that phase (FTA 2018).
Project construction phases would include demolition, site preparation, grading, trenching, and
paving. It is assumed diesel engines would power all construction equipment. Fesasse
purposes, the loudest phase (demolition) was modeled under the conservatiumpssn that a
backhoe, cement and mortar mixer, two compressors, a crane, crushing and processing equipment,
and a generator would be operating simultaneously.

Construction would occur from 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, and would therefore
not conflict with the SCMC. Pipeline construction activities would be mobile and would be
constantly moving in a linear path alotige pipeline alignment. Construction equipment would

travel linearly along the pipeline alignment, therefore exposure to the nearest sensitive receptors
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would be temporary, and the distance to the receptors would \@sgrthe course of a construction
day. It was assumed the singlamily residences located to the northwest would be exposed to
construction noisat an average distance approximately 1,75@eet, the multi-family residences
located to the southeastould be exposed to construction noiaean average distance of
approximately 1,00@eet, and the closest sports field at Central Park to the northwest would be
exposed to construction noise ah average distance of 325 feroughout a typical construction
workday.Table10shows the results of the noise modeling from RCNM.

Table 10 Construction Noise Levels at Sensitive Receptors During Loudest Construction
Phase (Demolition)

Sensitive Receptor Distance (feet) Noise LeveldBA lsg)
Singlefamily homes to the northwest 1,750 62.0
Multi-family homes to thesoutheast 1,000 66.9
Nearest sports field at Central Park to the northwes 325 76.6

Note: Noise levels weratculated assuming thatlzackhoe, cement and mortar mixer, two compressors, a crane, crushing and
processing equipment, and a generateould beoperating simultaneously

See Appendix D fopastruction noise modeling output.

As shown ifmablel0, construction noise levels would be approximately 62 dBAt the nearest
singlefamily home northwest of the site, approximately 67 dB#at the nearest multfamily

home southeast of the site, and approximately 77 dB/alLthe nearest sports field at Central Park
northwest of the site. Therefore, noise levels at thearest noisesensitive receptors to the project
alignmentdue topipeline construction activities would not exceed the FTA’s 80 dBA &, threshold

for an 8hour period Impacts would be less than significant.

Operation

Because theroject consist of an underground pipeline, project operation wouldt generate

noise at the aboveground sensitive receptdrsaddition, he project would not require new
maintenance activities that would generate noise. Therefore, no operational noise impacts would
occur.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b. Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise
levels?

Construction activities known to generate excessive groundborne vibration, such as pile driving,
would not be conducted as part of the project. Therefore, the gredtastvnsource of vibration

during project construction activities would laevibratory roller, whichwould be used as close as
1,000feet to the nearest residential structures. A vibratory roller wogdaherate a vibration level of
approximately 0.210 in/sec PPV at a distance of 25 feet (Caltrans 2020), which would equate to a
vibration levelof approximately 0.0Din/sec PPV at a distance ob@pfeet.® This would be much

lower than 0.3 in/sec PPV, the level at which structural damage occurs to older residential
structures. Therefore, temporary impacts associated wibk ofthe roller (and other potential
equipment) would be less than significant.

8 PPVEquipment = PPVRef (25/@)/sec), PPVRef = reference PPV at 25 feet, D = distance ,and n=1.1
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Operation of the project would involve the operation of an underground pipeline. The project would
not include any vibration sources during operation. Therefore, no operational vibration impacts
would occur.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c. For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project expose people residing or workingemtioject area to excessive
noise levels?

The closest public or public use airport to the project site is the Whiteman Airport (WHP), located
approximately 13 miles southeast of the project site. The project site is not located within the noise
contours for the airport according to Figure$%nd9-7 of the Whiteman Airport Master Plan

(County of Los Angel@®11). Therefore, project construction workers would not be exposed to
temporary and shorterm airport noise. No impact would occur.

NO IMPACT
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14 Population and Housing

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a. Induce substantial unplanngebpulation
growth in an area, either directly (e.g., t
proposing new homes and businesses)
indirectly (e.g., through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)? O O O [ |
b. Displace substantimumbersof existing
people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing
elsewhere? a a O [ |

a. Would the project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly
(for example, by proposing new homes dmginesses) or indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

Due to the relatively small nature of the proposed project, construction workers wibeligt be

local to the Santa Qia region; therefore, construction would not generate new population

growth. As previously discussed, the project would not increase the production capacity of the SCV
wastewatersystem nor would it increase demand feastewater serviceduring project

operation, the proposed project would not directly indugepulation growth because it would not
produce additionalvastewater treatmenicapacityfor residential or commercial us&he project

would not require any new employees for operation and maintenance activities as SCV Water staff
already conduct operation and maintenance for the existing pipeline in the project’s location
Furthermore, the proposed project would not result in the construction of new homes or new
commercial or industrial uses. Therefore, the project would not induce substantial unplanned
population growth in an area, either directly or indirectly, and noaetpyvouldoccur.

NO IMPACT

b. Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

There is ne@xisting housingvithin the project alignment, and no demolition of existing housing
would occur as part of project constructionherefore, the project would not displace substantial
numbers of existing people or housing, and no impact would occur.

NO IMPACT
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15 Public Services

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

a. Would the project result in substantial

adversephysical impacts associated witt

the provision of new or physically alterec

governmental facilities, or the need for

new or physically altered governmental

facilities, the construction of which coulc

cause significant environmental impacts

in order to manmtain acceptable service

ratios, response times or other

performance objectives for any of the

public services:

1 Fire protection? O O O |

2 Police protection? O O O [ |

3 Schools? O O O [ |

4 Parks? O O O [ |

5 Other public facilities? O O O [ |

a.1l. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered fire protection facilities, or the need for new or physically altered
fire protection facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives?

The closest fire station is the Los Angeles County Fire Department Sta@idnléidated at 26901
Golden Valley &ad, Santa Clarita, approximatelyé miles (driving distancejvestof the project site.
The proposed project would naesult in increasedemand for fire protection services because
population growth wouldbccur as a result afonstruction or operation of the proposed project, as
discussed ifcnvironmental Checkli§ection 14Population and Housing he project would not
require additionabr unusual fire protection resources beyond those required for the existing
facilities on the project site. Therefore, no impact to fire protection services would occur.

NO IMPACT
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a.2. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered police protection facilities, or the need for new or physically altered
police protection facilities, the construction of whaduld cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives?

Thenearest police station is th&anta Clarita Valley Sheriff’s Station, locatedat 26201 Golden Valley
Road in Santa Clarita, approximately 1.8 ssleuth (driving distance) of the project site. The
proposed project would natesult in increasedlemand for police protection services becaunse
population growth wouldbccur as a result afonstruction or operation of the proposed project, as
discussed ifenvironmental Checkli€ection 14Population and Housind hus, the proposed
project would not resulin an impact associated with the provision of new or physically altered
police protection facilities. Therefore, no impact to police protection services would occur.

NO IMPACT

a.3. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered schools, or the need for new or physically altered schools, the
construction of which could cause significant environmentahity in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios or other performance objectives?

The proposed project would noésult in increasedemand for schools because population

growth wouldoccur as a result afonstruction or operation of the proposed project, as discussed in
Environmental Checkli§ection 14Population and Housin@ herefore, no impact to schools would
occur.

NO IMPACT

a.4. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered parks, or the need for new or physically altered parks, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental impact¥der to maintain
acceptable service ratios or other performance objectives?

The proposed project would noésult in increasedemand for parks becaus® population growth
would occur as a result afonstruction or operation of the proposed project, as discussed in
Environmental Checkli§ection 14Population and Housin@ herefore, no impact to parks would
occur.

NO IMPACT

a.5. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of other new or physically altered public facilities, or the need for other ngdysically
altered public facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives?

The proposed project would not change existing demand for public facilities because population
growth would not result from construction or operation of the proposed project, as discussed
Environmental Checkli§ection 14Population and Housin@ herefore, no impact to public facilities
would occur.

NO IMPACT
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16 Recreation
Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
a. Would the project increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional parl
or otherrecreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated? O O O [ ]
b. Does the project include recreational
facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreationdécilities which
might have an adverse physical effect o
the environment? O O O [ ]

a. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physibaterioration of the facility would occur or
be accelerated?

As discusseih Environmental Checkli§ection 14Population and Housinghe proposed project

would not directly or indirectly generate population growth and therefore would not increase the
use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the fality would occur or be accelerated. No impact would occur.

NO IMPACT
b. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

The project would involveonstructionof a water pipeline. The project would not involve
construction or expansion of recreational facilities. No impact would occur.

NO IMPACT
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17 Transportation

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would theproject:

a. Conflict with a progranplan, ordinance
or policy addressing the circulation
system, including transit, roadway,
bicycle and pedestrian facilities? O O [ | O

b. Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA
Guidelines section 15064 .8ubdivision
(b)? O O [ | O

c. Substantially increase hazards due to a
geometric design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible use (e.g., farm equipment] a a a |

d. Resultin inadequate emergency access O O ] |

a. Would the project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation
system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

Constructiorrelated vehicle trips would include construction workers traveling to and from the
project site, haul trucks (including for soil import), and other trucks associated with equipment and
material deliveries. Given the minimal number of trips gexted and the limited impact to public

transit and pedestrian facilities, the proposed project would not conflict with adopted policies,
plans, or programs addressing the circulation system, including public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian
facilities.

Regional and local plans and policies addressing the circulation system include the City of Santa
Clarita General Plan Circulation Element and the SCAG2ZZZ0Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) (City of Sant2CQlddaSCAG 2020). No

transit stops, sidewalks, or bicycle lanes are located along the segment of the dirt access road where
the pipeline alignment would be located. Construction traffic would be temporary and limited to the
duration of the constructionchedule (January 2025 and November 2025). After construction is
complete, no changes to existing transportation patterns would occur because the pipeline would
be located underground, and no new operation and maintenance activities would be required for
the project. The minimal level of traffic generated during project construction would not have the
potential to conflict with a program, plan, ordinanae policy addressing the circulation system,
including transit, roadway, bicycland pedestrian faciliés. Impacts would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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b. Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision
(b)?

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b) identifies criteria for evaluating transportation impacts.
Specifically, the guidelines state vehicle miles traveled (VMT) exceeding an applicable threshold of
significance may indicate a significant impact. Accordirfgeiction 15064.3(b)(3) of the CEQA
Guidelines, a lead agency may include a qualitative analysis of operational and construction traffic.
A VMT calculation is typically conducted on a daily or annual basis, ferdngg planning

purposes. Increases in VNFom construction would be shoiterm, minimal, and temporary.

Project operation would not involve any new maintenance activities compared to existing
conditions. Therefore, operational VMT in the project area would not be increased. In addition, as
statedin the City of Santa Clarita’s Transportation Analysis Updates guidance, projects that generate

less than 110 daily trips are presumed to result in less than significant VMT impacts absent
substantial evidence to the contrary (City of Santa Clarita 2@26)ect construction would not

result in substantial vehicle trips and would stay below the 110 trips per day threshold. The project
would involve no new operation and maintenance activities compared to existing conditions.
Therefore, the project would nayenerate any operational VMT. Impacts associated with VMT

would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c. Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible use (e.g., farm equipment)?

Project components consist of a water pipeline that would be locatsdemground,and paving of

the existing dirlaccess road. The project would result in no changes to the existing road geometry of
the access roadand would improve the quality of the road through the addition of pavem&he
proposed project would therefore not create or substantially increase traffic hazards due to a
geometric design feature or incompatible use. No impact would occur.

NO IMPACT

d. Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

Construction activities associated with the proposed project would not result inlesedclosures

or associated traffic impacts, as construction of the project would only temporarily increase heavy
vehicle trips to and from the project sité.any traffic disturbances would result from construction,
SCVW requires standard construction practices for traffic control, which would address such effects.
Such effects would be localized and temporary and would not have potential to impede emergency
access in the project area. Operational activities associated with the proposed project would occu
solely on the project site and would not interfere with emergency response and would not be
greater than existing maintenance. Consequently, the project would not result in inadequate
emergency access, and impacts would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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18 Tribal Cultural Resources

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project cause a substantial advel
change in thesignificance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in a Public Resources Co
Section 21074 as either a site, feature, plac
or cultural landscape that is geographically
defined in terms of the size and scope of the
landscape, sacred place, or objectwit
cultural value to a California Native America
tribe, and that is:

a. Listed or eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of
historical resources as tieed in Public
Resources Codee&ion5020.1(kp O [ | O O

b. A resource determined by the lead
agency, in its discretion and supported |
substantial evidence, to be significant
pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources €oc
Section5024.1? In applying the criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1, the le:
agency shall consider the significaof
the resource to a California Native
American tribe. O [ | O a

PRC Section 21074 (a)(2R¥defines tribal cultural resources as “sites, features, places, cultural
landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a California Native American tribe” and
is:

1. Listed or eligible for listing in the CRHR, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in
PRC Section 5020.1(k), or

2. Aresource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in PRC Section 5024.1(c). In applying
these criteria, the lead agency shall consider the significance aokmirce to a California
Native American tribe.

AB 52 also establishes a formal consultation process for California tribes regarding those resources.
Under AB 52, lead agencies are required to “begin consultation with a California Native American

tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated Withe geographic area of the proposed project.”

Native American tribes to be included in the process are those that have requested notice of
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projects proposed within the jurisdiction of the lead agency. The consultation process must be
completed before a CEQA document can be adopted/certified.

The NAHC was contacted to request a review of the BINfranch 23, 20230nApril 4, 2023, the
NAHGstated thatthe results of the SLF search were positive.

As part of the AB 52 consultation, SCV Water sent AB 52 consultation letters to 16 individuals from
13 tribal organizationsr November 2023includingthe following tribes:

= Barbarefo/Venturefio Band of BBion Indians

= Chumash Council of Bakersfield

= Coastal Band of the Chumash Nation

» Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians (FBTMI)
= Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indian&izh Nation

= Gabrielefio/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indian
= Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council

= Gabrielino/Tongva Nation

= GabrielineTongva Tribe

= Northern Chumash Tribal Council

= San Fernando Band of Mission Indians

= San Luis Obispo County Chumash Tribal Council

= Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians

Of the 16 individuals contacted, one responded to the outreach. In an email dated November 21,
2023, Sarah Brunzell, Cultural Resources Manager for FTBMI, requested completion of FBTMI’s
digital project intake form. Consultation between SCV Water and FiEBMyoing.

a. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource as defined in Public Resources Sedtor21074 that idisted or eligible for listing in
the California Register #fistorical Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as
defined in Public Resources Codet®n 5020.1(k)?

b. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource as defined in Public Resources Code 21074 that is a resource determined by the lead
agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evideads significant pursuant to
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Sfi&ibh?

No tribal cultural resources have been identified within the project site. The NAHC SLF search was
returned with positive results, which means the NAHC identified a potentially sensitive tribal
cultural resource within the USGS quadrangle in which theeptaijte is located. USGS quadrangles
cover approximately 49 to 70 square miles, and a positive SLF result does not necessarily indicate
the presence of a known tribal cultural resource on the project site. As outlined in Environmental
Checklist Section &ultural ResourceMitigation Measure CUL requires implementation of
procedures for the unanticipated discovery of archaeological resources, including those of Native
Americanorigin.In addition, Mitigation Measures TARTCR2, and TCR have been included in
response to the FTBMI’s request for Native American monitoring of initial ground-disturbing

activities, unanticipated discovery of tribal cultural resources, and compliance with existing
regulations outlined in California Health and Safety C®eetion 7050.5 should human remains be
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inadvertently discovered during construction, respectivéiiith implementation of Mitigation
Measures CULL, TCRL, TCR2, and TCR, the project would not cause a substantial adverse change
in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, and impacts would be less than significant with
mitigation incorporated.

Mitigation Measures

TCR-1 Tribal Cultural Resources Construction Monitoring

SCV Wateshall retain a professional Tribal Monitor procured by the Fernandefio Tataviam Band of
Mission IndiangFBTMIYo observe the first (5) days of growdlisturbing activities which include
excavating, digging and/or trenching. Tribal Monitoring Services will continue until all (5) days,
consecutive or noftonsecutive, of groundisturbing activities are completed.the project’s
scheduled activities require the Tribal Monitor to leave preject for a period of time and return,
confirmation shalbe submitted to the Tribe bCV Waterin writing, upon completion of each set
of scheduled activities and a minimum of 48 hours' notice shall be submitted to the TriRe\by
Water, in writing, prior to recommencement. If cultural resources are encountered, the Tribal
Monitor will have the authority to request ground disturbing activities cease withife@0of the
discovery to assess and document potential finds in real time .adifipd archaeologist meeting
Secretary of Interior standards shall also assess the find.

Should the find be deemed significant, as defined by CEQA (as amended SXIN 3)/ateshall

retain a professional Tribal Monitor procured by the FTBMI to observe all remaining ground
disturbing activities including, but not limited to, clearing, grading, excavating, digging, trenching,
plowing, drilling, tunneling, quarrying, leveling,\nig posts, auguring, blasting, stripping topsoil or
similar activity, and archaeological work.

TCR-2 Unanticipated Discovery of Tribal Cultural Resources

SCV Water shall, in good faith, consult with the FTBMI on the disposition and treatment of any Tribal
Cultural Resource encountered during all ground disturbing activities.

TCR-3 Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains

If human remains or funerary objects are encountered during any activities associated with the
project, work in the immediate vicinity (within a 1900t buffer of the find) shall cease and the
County Coroner shall be contacted pursuant to State HealthSatfiety Code Section 7050.5 and
that code shall be enforced for the duration of the project.

Inadvertent discoveries of human remains and/or funerary object(s) are subject to California State
Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, and the subsequent disposition of those discoveries shall be
decided by the Most Likely Descendant (MLD), as detemiityethe Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC), should those findings be determined as Native American in origin.

Significance After Mitigation

Implementation of Mitigation Measures Cdl.and TCR through TCR during grounedisturbing
activities would reduce potential tribal cultural resource impacts to a less than significant level by
implementing a Tribal Monitor, consultation with FTBMI, andcedures for the unanticipated
discovery of humanemairs.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED
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19 Utilities and Service Systems

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project

a. Require or result in the relocation or
construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment or storm water
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the
construction or relocation of which coulc
cause significant endinmental effects? O O O [ |

b. Have sufficient water supplies available
to serve the project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during
normal, dry and multiple dry years? O O O |

c. Resultin a determination by the
wastewatertreatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it
has adequate capacity to serve the
project’s projected demand in addition to
the provider’s existing commitments? O O O [ |

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

e. Comply with federal, state, and local
management and reduction statutes ant
regulations related to solid waste? O O [ | O

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

c. Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves
or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand
in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?
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Water and Wastewater

The proposed project would involve the construction and operatioa séwelpipeline, the
environmental effects of which are analyzed in thi$lSD. The project would address operational
deficiencies of the current pipeline and would allow the pipeline to operathatystem’s design
capacity as intended. The project wourldt increase thesystemcapacitysuch thatadditional
customerscould be served, thus creating increased demand for water serviteseforethe

project would not require relocation or construction of new water or wastewater facilities, and no
impact would @cur.

Stormwater Drainage

As discussed in Environmental Checklist Sectioblférology and Water Qualitghe project would
generally preserve existing drainage patterns on €taring large storm events, some runoff from
the paved road may flow into the storm drain system associated with the paved roadways within
the RVWTP; however, the amount of runoff that would be diverted from groundwater recharge
would be minimal. No exparmsi of stormwater drainage systems would be necessary to
accommodate runoff from the project.

The project would not involve dewatering activities during installation of the pipeline. In the event
that groundwater is encountered, dewatering activities would not conflict with the implementation
of the GSP and would not substantially decrease grouteiwavels within the BasinWhile
groundwater from dewatering during constructiovould be discharged into the City’s storm drain
system, this temporary discharge would not occur unless approved by the City and covered under
the appropriate discharge peritn This discharge would be temporary and would not exceed the
capacity of the stormwater system. The project would not require new or expanded stormwater
drainage infrastructure. Therefore, no impact related to stormwater drainage would occur.

Electric Power

As discussed in Environmental Checklist Secti@mérgy the projectwould not require electricity
to operate the pipeline. No new or relocated energy facilities would be required as a result of the
proposed project. No impact would occur.

Natural Gas

The project would not involve any components requiring natural gas service and is not anticipated
to involve the relocation of existing natural gas facilities. Therefore, no impact to natural gas
facilities would occur.

Telecommunications

The project would not require telecommunications to operate the supervisory control and data
acquisition system. The project would not involve the relocation of existing telecommunications
facilities. Therefore, no impacts related to telecommunicationdifes would occur.

NO IMPACT
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b. Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

The project itself would not introduce a new operational water demand. Project construction water
requirements would be met via existing SCV Water supplies and facilities. Moreover, the project
would have a beneficial effect on existing water suppliesgpyacingan existing sewer pipeline to
address issues with the existing pipeline, includiegosits, encrustation, root intrusion, and
infiltration. Therefore, no adverse impact would occur related to sufficient water supplies.

NO IMPACT

d. Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the
capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction
goals?

e. Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes
and regulations related to solid waste?

Construction activities may temporarily generate solid waste, including soil spoils, pavement debris,
or other construction waste, which would be disposed of in accordance with all applicable federal,
state, and local statutes and regulations. While mastis expected to be reused as backfill

material within the project area, exported soil and minimal remaining inert construction waste
would be disposed of at existing construction waste landfills in the area. Due to the temporary
nature of construction ad minimal amount of construction waste anticipated to require disposal,

the project would not generate quantities of solid waste that would account for a substantial
percentage of the total daily regional permitted capacity available at landfills acgestich waste.
Therefore, waste generated by construction activities would not exceed the available capacity at the
landfills serving the project area that would accept debris generated by the project, such as the
Chiquita Canyon Landfill and the Sunshiaay®on LandfillTheChiquita Canyon Landfilas a

remaining capacity @0,408,00Qubic yards and an estimated closure date of 2@alifornia
Department of Resources Recycling and Recd@alRecycle] 2023a)heSunshine Canyon Landfill

has a remaining capacity 87,900,00Ccubic yards and an estimated closure date of 2037
(CalRecycle 2023b).

As standard practice, SCV Water complies with all applicable laws and regulations related to solid
waste generation, collection, and disposal. The project would result in a-s&rartand temporary
increase in solid waste generation during constructionwatild not substantially affect standard

solid waste operations of any landfill accepting waste. Recycling and reuse activities during
construction would comply with the California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (AB 939).
Once operational, the pject would include unmanned facilities and wouldt generate solid

waste Therefore, solid waste impacts would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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20 Wildfire

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

If located in or near state responsibility area
or lands classified as very high fire hazard
severity zones, would the project:

a. Substantially impair an adopted
emergency response plan or emergenc
evacuation plan? O O [ | |

b. Due toslope, prevailing winds, and othe
factors, exacerbate wildfire risks and
thereby expose project occupants to
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire
or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? O O [ | |

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

d. Expose people atructures to significant
risks, including downslopes or
downstream flooding or landslides, as a
result of runoff, posffire slope instability,
or drainage changes? O O [ | a

The project site is not located withindesignated VHFHSZ (CAL FIRE 2023). The project site is not
located within a State Responsibility Area (SRA). The nedr#tiSZ is located 3.1 miles northeast

of the project stie, and the neare§tRASs located0.8 mile northeast of the project site. In addition,

as discussed in Environmental Checklist Sedtj@&iological Resourcgthe project sitewould be

located within bruskcovered open space vegetated with native plant communities, which are highly
combustibé.

a. If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

SCV Water’s LHMP (2023), and the City of Santa Clarita’s LHMP (2021) set forth hazard mitigation
strategies related to a variety of threats, including wildfire. Strategies towards mitigating wildfire
include working with the Los Angeles Fire Department to enhance emergency serviceraage
the efficiency of response times, enhamgoutreach and education programs on wildfires,
encouragngand increamg communication among wildland/urban interface property owners, and
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enhancing the City’s Urban Forestry ability to manage wildfire events. As discussed in Environmental
ChecklisSection 9Hazards and Hazardous Materiglse proposed project would not interfere
with implementation ofSCV Water’s LHMP the City’s LHMP.

As discussed iBnvironmental Checkli€ection 17Transportation the project would not impede
access to emergency serviasd would not require temporary lanelosures during construction.
Althoughconstruction of the project would increase heavy vehicle trips to and from the project site,
such effects would be localized and temporayd would not impede emergency access in the
project area. Consequently, the proposed project would not substantially impair an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan in wildfire risk zones. Impacts would be
less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b. If located in onear state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, would the project, due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire
risks and thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentratioms&rwildfire or the
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

As discussed in Environmental Checklist Sectibta®ards and Hazardous Materighspject

operation would not involve potentially flammable materials or activities that could result in wildfire
ignition, and the pipeline would be located entirely undergrouddwever, the wildlandurban
interfacecould pose the potential for incidents of fire during project construction. Potential ignition
sources may include sparks from exhaust pipes, discarded cigarette butts, contact of mufflers with
dry grass, otheraurces of sparks or flame, and spills or releases of flammable materials such as
gasoline Construction equipment would be subject to standard operating procedures that would
limit sources of ignition that could generate a wildland fire, including the use of spark arrestors
pursuant to California Vehicle Code 38366mpliance with applicable federal and State laws and
regulations related to the proper use, storage, and transport of hazardous materials alsald

reduce the risk of wildfire ignition from éhuse of hazardous materials during construction
activities.Therefore, impacts related to wildland fires during project construction would behess
significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c. Iflocated in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, would the project require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure
(such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sourcesgrdimes or other utilities) that may
exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment?

d. If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, would the project expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslopes
or downstream flooding or landslides, as a resuluoioff, postfire slope instability, or
drainage changes?

The proposed project consists of the construction and operationsaiveerpipeline. As discussed in
Environmental Checkli§ection 19Utilities and Service Systertise project would not result in the
relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatmstdrmwater drainage,
electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities beytbeddipelinealignment
evaluated in this analysi$he proposed project would not include fuel breaks, emergency water
sources, power lines, or other aboveground utilities that would exacerbate fire risk or result in
temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment. Furthermore, the proposed project ddes no
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include habitable structures ands described under Environmental Checklist Secti@edlogy

and Soilsthe project would be constructed in compliance with standard pipeline engineering
techniques intended to minimize structural damage risks that could lead to landslide ordideoff
properties. The projeatvould therefore not expose people to significant risks as a result of runoff,
postfire sloge instability, or drainage changebherefore, impactsvould be lesshan significant

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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21 Mandatory Findings of Significance

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Lessthan -
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Does the project:

a. Have the potential to substantially
degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish
or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlif
population to drop below sel$ustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, substantially reduce
the number or restrict the range of a rar
or endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examies of the
major periods of California history or
prehistory? O O [ | O

b. Have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that
the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connectiol
with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects)? O [ | O O

c. Have environmental effects which will
cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or
indirectly? O O [ | O

a. Does the projediave the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or vpitghiféation
to drop below selfustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community,
substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the major periods of Caliohistory or prehistory?

Potential impacts to biological resources are addresséthwironmental Checkli§ection 4,

Biological ResourceAs described therein, there is low to moderate potential for certain special
status wildlife species to occur on the project site, includng species of special concern: coastal
whiptail and coast horned lizarlowever, the project site is limited in size, as compared to the
total size of habitats supporting fish and wildlife species, and the project would only result in
temporary impactgo specialstatus species during construction, as the proposed pipeline would be
located underground and would not affect any species during operafibarefore, the project

would not substantially reduce the habitat of fish and wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
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population to drop below seféustaining levels, eliminate a plant or animal community, or reduce

the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal. In addition, as discussed in
Environmental Checkli§ection 5Cultural Resourcethe project would not eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory because none are known to be
present in the project area. Impacts would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

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

As described in the discussion of Environmental Checklist Sections 1 through 20, with respect to all
environmental issues, the proposed project would not result in significant and unmitigable impacts

to the environment. All anticipated impacts associatethvproject construction and operation

would be less than significant. This is largely due to the fact project construction activities would be
temporary and project operation would result in minimal changes to the environmental baseline
condition. Additimally, where it was determined the project would have no impact (aesthetics,
agriculture and forestry resources, energy, land use and planning, mineral resources, population and
housing, public services, and recreation), no cumulative impact would berbréeé as a result of

the project.

Cumulatively considerable impacts could occur if the construction of other projects occurs at the
same time as the proposed project and in the same vicinity, such that the effects of similar impacts
of multiple projects combine to expose adjacent sensiteeeptors to greater levels of impact than
would occur under the proposed project. For example, if the construction of other projects in the
area occurs at the same time as construction of the proposed project, potential impacts associated
with noise andraffic to residents in the project area may be more substantial. There is one
cumulative project near the project site: a battery energy storage system (BESS) within the RVWTP
(SCV Water 2023). Construction of the BESS is anticipated to occuioir?Bald. However,
construction of the proposed project and BESS project could occur concurrently if there are delays
in the construction schedule. Because both projects are minimal in size and scale, it is not
anticipated that cumulative constructierelated impacts in the vicinity of the project site would be
significant. Additionally, with the mitigation described in this document, the proposed project’s
contribution to this cumulative impact would not be considered cumulatively considerable.

The project would result in no change to existing operations and maintenance activities in the SCV
Water service area and would not increase wastewater treatment or conveyance capacity.
Therefore, the project would not contribute to cumulative impacts tetato direct or indirect

population growth, such as impacts to public services, recreation, and population and housing.
Impacts related to cultural resources, geology and soils, hazards and hazardous materials, land use
and planning, mineral resources,dtribal cultural resources are inherently restricted to the project
site and would not contribute to cumulative impacts associated with existing and future
development in Santa Clarita. In addition, air quality and GHG impacts are cumulative by nature, an
as discussed in Environmental Checklist Sectidr Ruality and Environmental Checklist Section

8, Greenhouse Gas Emissigtie project would not generate air pollutant emissions in excess of
SCAQMD thresholds or GHG emissions that wowhdict with any applicable plans, policies, or
regulations to reduce GHG emissiomberefore, the project would not contribute to the existing
significant cumulative air quality impacts related to the SCAB'’s nonattainment status for ozone,
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PMuo, PM s, and leadpr the existing significant cumulative climate change impact. Furthermore,
project impacts to resources such as aesthetics, agriculture and forestry resources, biological
resources, hydrology and water quality, noise, transportation, and utilities amitsesystems
would be minimal with mitigation, where proposed, and would not heéagepotential to constitute
a considerable contribution to cumulative impacts that may occur due to existing and future
development in the region. Thel@re, the proposed project would not result in a cumulatively
considerable contribution to a significant impact.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED

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

In general, impacts to human beings are associated with air quality, hazards and hazardous
materials, and noise impacts. As detailed in the preceding sections, the project would not result,
either directly or indirectly, in substantial adverse effects tedisto air quality, hazards and

hazardous materials, or noise. Therefore, impacts to human beings would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Basic Project Information

Project Name SCVWA RVWTP Sewer Line
Construction Start Date 1/1/2025

Lead Agency —

Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defaults County

Windspeed (m/s) 2.50

Precipitation (days) 16.0

Location 34.431165, -118.516829
County Los Angeles-South Coast
City Santa Clarita

Air District South Coast AQMD

Air Basin South Coast

TAZ 3610

EDFzZ 7

Electric Utility Southern California Edison
Gas Utility Southern California Gas
App Version 2022.1.1.20

1.2. Land Use Types

Land Use Subtype Size Unit Lot Acreage Building Area (sq ft) Landscape Area (sq |Special Landscape |Population Description
Area (sq ft)
0.00

Road Construction 0.4 Mile
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1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector

Construction C-10-C Water Unpaved Construction Roads

2. Emissions Summary

2.1. Construction Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

oni (100~ [ron[nox Jeolsoe  |owioe oo [suior[swzse |owes [pwzsr Jecos |vacos coer lcra|izoIn ooz |

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

unmit. 3.84 3.23 28.7 30.5 0.07 1.14 3.47 4.61 1.05 0.39 1.45 — 7,284 7,284 0.30 0.06 0.60 7,311
Mit. 3.84 3.23 28.7 30.5 0.07 1.14 3.47 4.61 1.05 0.39 1.45 — 7,284 7,284 0.30 0.06 0.60 7,311

% — - — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Reduced

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Unmit. 45.1 44.4 17.7 79.7 0.04 1.43 0.82 2.25 1.20 0.11 1.30 — 3,717 3,717 0.15 0.04 0.02 3,732
Mit. 45.1 44.4 17.7 79.7 0.04 1.43 0.82 2.25 1.20 0.11 1.30 — 3,717 3,717 0.15 0.04 0.02 3,732

% — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Reduced

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily
(Max)

unmit. 3.85 3.63 9.44 14.4 0.02 0.44 0.95 1.39 0.39 0.11 0.51 — 2,257 2,257 0.09 0.02 0.12 2,266
Mit. 3.85 3.63 9.44 14.4 0.02 0.44 0.95 1.39 0.39 0.11 0.51 — 2,257 2,257 0.09 0.02 0.12 2,266

% - —_ —_ —_ —_ —_ —_ —_ —_ —_ R R R N R R R J—
Reduced
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Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
(Max)

Unmit. 0.70 0.66 1.72 2.62 <0.005 0.08 0.17 0.25 0.07 0.02 0.09 — 374 374 0.02 <0.005 0.02 375
Mit. 0.70 0.66 1.72 2.62 <0.005 0.08 0.17 0.25 0.07 0.02 0.09 — 374 374 0.02 <0.005 0.02 375
% — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Reduced

2.2. Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily - —
Summer
(Max)

2025 3.84 3.23 28.7 30.5 0.07 1.14 3.47 4.61 1.05 0.39 1.45 — 7,284 7,284 0.30 0.06 0.60 7,311

Daily - — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

2025 45.1 44.4 17.7 79.7 0.04 1.43 0.82 2.25 1.20 0.11 1.30 — 3,717 3,717 0.15 0.04 0.02 3,732

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _
Daily

2025 3.85 3.63 9.44 14.4 0.02 0.44 0.95 1.39 0.39 0.11 0.51 — 2,257 2,257 0.09 0.02 0.12 2,266
Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

2025 0.70 0.66 1.72 2.62 <0.005 0.08 0.17 0.25 0.07 0.02 0.09 — 374 374 0.02 <0.005 0.02 375

2.3. Construction Emissions by Year, Mitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Dalily - —
Summer
(Max)
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2025 3.84 3.23 28.7 30.5 0.07 1.14 3.47 4.61 1.05 0.39 1.45 — 7,284 7,284 0.30 0.06 0.60 7,311

Daily - — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

2025 45.1 44.4 17.7 79.7 0.04 1.43 0.82 2.25 1.20 0.11 1.30 — 3,717 3,717 0.15 0.04 0.02 3,732

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Daily

2025 3.85 3.63 9.44 14.4 0.02 0.44 0.95 1.39 0.39 0.11 0.51 — 2,257 2,257 0.09 0.02 0.12 2,266
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — - _ _ _ _ _ _

2025 0.70 0.66 1.72 2.62 <0.005 0.08 0.17 0.25 0.07 0.02 0.09 — 374 374 0.02 <0.005 0.02 375

3. Construction Emissions Detalls

3.1. Linear, Grubbing & Land Clearing (2025) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 45.0 44.3 17.7 78.9 0.04 1.43 — 1.43 1.20 — 1.20 — 3,547 3,547 0.14 0.03 — 3,559
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 0.66 0.66 — 0.07 0.07 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck
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Average —
Daily

Off-Road 2.71
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite 0.00

truck
Annual —

Off-Road 0.49
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite 0.00

truck
Offsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Worker  0.10
Vendor 0.00
Hauling

Average —
Daily
Worker  0.01

Vendor 0.00

< 0.005

2.67

0.00

0.49

0.00

0.09
0.00
< 0.005

0.01
0.00

1.06

0.00

0.19

0.00

0.07
0.00
0.02

< 0.005
0.00

4.76

0.00

0.87

0.00

0.82
0.00
0.01

0.05
0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
< 0.005

0.00
0.00

0.09

0.00

0.02

0.00

0.00
0.00
< 0.005

0.00
0.00

0.04

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.16
0.00
< 0.005

0.01
0.00

0.09

0.04

0.00

0.02

0.01

0.00

0.16
0.00
< 0.005

0.01
0.00

0.07

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.00
0.00
< 0.005

0.00
0.00
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< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.04
0.00
< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00

0.07

< 0.005

0.00

0.01

< 0.005

0.00

0.04
0.00
< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00
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— 214

— 0.00

— 35.4

— 0.00

— 158
— 0.00
— 114

— 9.67
— 0.00

214

0.00

35.4

0.00

158
0.00
11.4

9.67
0.00

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.00
< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.00
<0.005

<0.005
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.02
0.00
< 0.005

0.02
0.00

215

0.00

355

0.00

161
0.00
12.0

9.82
0.00
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Hauling <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.69 0.69 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.72
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 1.60 1.60 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 1.63
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.11 0.11 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.12

3.2. Linear, Grubbing & Land Clearing (2025) - Mitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 45.0 44.3 17.7 78.9 0.04 1.43 — 1.43 1.20 — 1.20 — 3,547 3,547 0.14 0.03 — 3,559
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 0.66 0.66 — 0.07 0.07 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Daily

Off-Road 2.71 2.67 1.06 4.76 <0.005 0.09 — 0.09 0.07 — 0.07 — 214 214 0.01 <0.005 — 215
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 0.04 0.04 — <0.005 <0.005 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement
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Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _ _

Off-Road 0.49 0.49 0.19 0.87 <0.005 0.02 — 0.02 0.01 — 0.01 — 35.4 35.4 <0.005 <0.005 — 355
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 0.01 0.01 — <0.005 <0.005 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movemen:

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — —_ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ —
Summer
(Max)

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — - — — _ _
Winter
(Max)

Worker  0.10 0.09 0.07 0.82 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 0.00 0.04 0.04 — 158 158 0.01 0.01 0.02 161
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling <0.005 <0.005 0.02 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 11.4 11.4 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 12.0

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Worker  0.01 0.01 <0.005 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 9.67 9.67 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 9.82
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.0056 — 0.69 0.69 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.72
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 1.60 1.60 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 1.63
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.0056 — 0.11 0.11 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.12
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3.3. Linear, Grading & Excavation (2025) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 1.01 0.85 7.57 10.0 0.02 0.36 — 0.36 0.33 — 0.33 — 1,567 1,567 0.06 0.01 — 1,572
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 0.66 0.66 — 0.07 0.07 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movemen:

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 1.01 0.85 7.57 10.0 0.02 0.36 — 0.36 0.33 — 0.33 — 1,567 1,567 0.06 0.01 — 1,572
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 0.66 0.66 — 0.07 0.07 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ —
Daily

Off-Road 0.24 0.20 1.80 2.38 <0.005 0.09 — 0.09 0.08 — 0.08 — 373 373 0.02 <0.005 — 375
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 0.16 0.16 — 0.02 0.02 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement
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Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Off-Road 0.04 0.04 0.33 0.44 <0.005 0.02 — 0.02 0.01 — 0.01 — 61.8 61.8 <0.005 <0.006 — 62.0
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 0.03 0.03 — <0.005 <0.006 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movemen:

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Summer

(Max)

Worker  0.04 0.04 0.02 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 66.7 66.7 <0.005 <0.005 0.24 67.8
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 0.03 0.02 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 275 275 <0.005 <0.005 0.07 28.8
Hauling <0.005 <0.005 0.07 0.03 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 47.0 47.0 <0.005 0.01 0.11 49.4
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

Worker  0.04 0.04 0.03 0.33 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 63.3 63.3 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 64.2
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 0.03 0.02 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 275 27.5 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 287
Hauling <0.005 <0.005 0.07 0.03 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 47.0 47.0 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 493
Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Worker  0.01 0.01 0.01 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 <0.005 <0.006 — 15.3 15.3 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 155
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 6.56 6.56 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 6.85
Hauling <0.005 <0.005 0.02 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 11.2 11.2 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 11.8
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 <0.005 <0.006 — 2.53 2.53 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 257
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.006 — 1.09 1.09 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 1.13
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Hauling <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 1.85 1.85 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 1.95

3.4. Linear, Grading & Excavation (2025) - Mitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 1.01 0.85 7.57 10.0 0.02 0.36 — 0.36 0.33 — 0.33 — 1,567 1,567 0.06 0.01 — 1,572
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 0.66 0.66 — 0.07 0.07 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movemen:

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 1.01 0.85 7.57 10.0 0.02 0.36 — 0.36 0.33 — 0.33 — 1,567 1,567 0.06 0.01 — 1,572
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 0.66 0.66 — 0.07 0.07 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Daily

Off-Road 0.24 0.20 1.80 2.38 <0.005 0.09 — 0.09 0.08 — 0.08 — 373 373 0.02 <0.005 — 375
Equipment
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Dust — — — — — — 0.16 0.16 — 0.02 0.02 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Off-Road 0.04 0.04 0.33 0.44 <0.005 0.02 — 0.02 0.01 — 0.01 — 61.8 61.8 <0.005 <0.005 — 62.0
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 0.03 0.03 — <0.005 <0.005 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.04 0.04 0.02 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 66.7 66.7 <0.005 <0.005 0.24 67.8
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 0.03 0.02 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 275 27.5 <0.005 <0.005 0.07 28.8
Hauling <0.005 <0.005 0.07 0.03 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 47.0 47.0 <0.005 0.01 0.11 49.4

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ —

Winter
(Max)

Worker  0.04 0.04 0.03 0.33 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 63.3 63.3 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 64.2
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 0.03 0.02 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 275 275 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 28.7
Hauling <0.005 <0.005 0.07 0.03 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 47.0 47.0 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 493

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _
Daily

Worker  0.01 0.01 0.01 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 15.3 15.3 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 15.5
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 6.56 6.56 <0.005 <0.005 o0.01 6.85

Hauling <0.005 <0.005 0.02 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 11.2 11.2 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 11.8
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Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 2.53 2.53 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 257
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0005 <0005 <0.005 <0.005 — 1.09 1.09 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 1.13
Hauling <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 1.85 1.85 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 1.95

3.5. Linear, Drainage, Utilities, & Sub-Grade (2025) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 3.74 3.14 28.7 295 0.07 1.14 — 1.14 1.05 — 1.05 — 7,117 7,117 0.29 0.06 — 7,142
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 3.31 3.31 — 0.36 0.36 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movemen:

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Daily

Off-Road 0.78 0.65 5.97 6.15 0.01 0.24 — 0.24 0.22 — 0.22 — 1,482 1,482 0.06 0.01 — 1,487
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 0.69 0.69 — 0.07 0.07 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck
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Annual —

Off-Road 0.14
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite 0.00
truck

Offsite —

Dalily, —
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.10
Vendor 0.00
Hauling 0.00

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Average —
Daily

Worker  0.02
Vendor  0.00
Hauling 0.00
Annual —

Worker
Vendor  0.00
Hauling 0.00

3.6. Linear, Drainage, Ultilities, & Sub-Grade (2025) - Mitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

< 0.005

0.12

0.00

0.09
0.00

0.00

0.02
0.00
0.00
< 0.005
0.00
0.00

1.09

0.00

0.06
0.00

0.00

0.01
0.00
0.00
< 0.005
0.00
0.00

1.12

0.00

0.93
0.00

0.00

0.18
0.00
0.00
0.03
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.04

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.13

0.00

0.16
0.00

0.00

0.03
0.00
0.00
0.01
0.00
0.00

0.04

0.13

0.00

0.16
0.00

0.00

0.03
0.00
0.00
0.01
0.00
0.00

0.04

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00

171741

0.01

0.00

0.04
0.00

0.00

0.01
0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00

0.04

0.01

0.00

0.04
0.00

0.00

0.01
0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00

0.00

167
0.00

0.00

334
0.00
0.00

5.53
0.00
0.00

0.00

167
0.00

0.00

334
0.00
0.00

5.53
0.00
0.00

0.01

0.00

0.01
0.00

0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00

<0.005
0.00
0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.00

0.00

<0.005
0.00
0.00

<0.005
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.60
0.00

0.00

0.05
0.00
0.00

0.01
0.00
0.00
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246

0.00

169
0.00

0.00

33.9
0.00
0.00

5.62
0.00
0.00



Losmon 105 r00

Onsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 3.74
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite 0.00
truck

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.78
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite 0.00
truck

Annual —

Off-Road 0.14
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite 0.00
truck
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3.14

0.00

0.65

0.00

0.12

0.00

28.7

0.00

5.97

0.00

1.09

0.00

29.5

0.00

6.15

0.00

1.12

0.00

0.07

0.00

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

1.14

0.00

0.24

0.00

0.04

0.00

3.31

0.00

0.69

0.00

0.13

0.00

1.14

3.31

0.00

0.24

0.69

0.00

0.04

0.13

0.00

1.05

0.00

0.22

0.00

0.04

0.00

18/41

0.36

0.00

0.07

0.00

0.01

0.00

1.05

0.36

0.00

0.22

0.07

0.00

0.04

0.01

0.00

7,117

0.00

1,482

0.00

245

0.00

7,117

0.00

1,482

0.00

245

0.00

0.29

0.00

0.06

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.06 —
0.00 0.00
T
0.00 0.00
<_0.005 :
0.00 0.00

7,142

0.00

1,487

0.00

246
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Offsite  — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Summer

(Max)

Worker  0.10 0.09 0.06 0.93 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 0.00 0.04 0.04 — 167 167 0.01 0.01 0.60 169
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Worker  0.02 0.02 0.01 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.03 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 334 334 <0.005 <0.005 0.05 33.9
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 <0.005 <0.006 — 5.53 5.53 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 5.62
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.7. Linear, Paving (2025) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 0.86 0.73 6.06 7.98 0.01 0.29 — 0.29 0.26 — 0.26 — 1,159 1,159 0.05 0.01 — 1,163
Equipment
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Onsite 0.00
truck

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 0.86
Equipment

Onsite 0.00
truck

Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.08
Equipment

Onsite 0.00
truck

Annual —

Off-Road 0.01
Equipment

Onsite 0.00
truck

Offsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.04
Vendor 0.00
Hauling 0.00

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Worker  0.04
Vendor 0.00
Hauling 0.00

0.00

0.73

0.00

0.07

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.04
0.00

0.00

0.04
0.00
0.00

0.00

6.06

0.00

0.55

0.00

0.10

0.00

0.02
0.00

0.00

0.03
0.00
0.00

0.00

7.98

0.00

0.72

0.00

0.13

0.00

0.37
0.00

0.00

0.33
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.29

0.00

0.03

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.06
0.00

0.00

0.06
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.29

0.00

0.03

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.06
0.00

0.00

0.06
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.26

0.00

0.02

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
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0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.01
0.00

0.00

0.01
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.26

0.00

0.02

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.00

0.00

0.01
0.00
0.00
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— 0.00

— 1,159

— 0.00

— 105

— 0.00

— 17.3

— 0.00

— 66.7
— 0.00

— 0.00

— 63.3
— 0.00
— 0.00

0.00

1,159

0.00

105

0.00

17.3

0.00

66.7
0.00

0.00

63.3
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.05

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005
0.00

0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005
0.00

0.00

<0.005
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.24
0.00

0.00

0.01
0.00
0.00

0.00

1,163

0.00

105

0.00

17.4

0.00

67.8
0.00

0.00

64.2
0.00
0.00



Average
Daily

Worker
Vendor
Hauling
Annual

Worker
Vendor

Hauling

< 0.005
0.00
0.00
< 0.005
0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00
< 0.005
0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00
< 0.005
0.00
0.00

0.03
0.00
0.00
0.01
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.01
0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00

0.01
0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00

0.00 < 0.005
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 < 0.005
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00

5.80
0.00
0.00

0.96
0.00

0.00

5.80
0.00
0.00

0.96
0.00

0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00

<0.005
0.00

0.00

<0.005
0.00
0.00

<0.005
0.00

0.00

0.01
0.00
0.00

<0.005
0.00

0.00
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5.89
0.00
0.00

0.98
0.00
0.00

3.8. Linear, Paving (2025) - Mitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 0.86 0.73 6.06 7.98 0.01 0.29 — 0.29 0.26 — 0.26 —
Equipment

1,159 1,159 0.05 0.01 — 1,163

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 0.86 0.73 6.06 7.98 0.01 0.29 — 0.29 0.26 — 0.26 —
Equipment

1,159 1,159 0.05 0.01 — 1,163

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _
Daily

21/41



SCVWA RVWTP Sewer Line Detailed Report, 11/14/2023

Off-Road 0.08 0.07 0.55 0.72 <0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.02 — 0.02 — 105 105 <0.005 <0.005 — 105
Equipment

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Off-Road 0.01 0.01 0.10 0.13 <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 — 17.3 17.3 <0.005 <0.005 — 17.4
Equipment

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Offsite  — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Summer

(Max)

Worker  0.04 0.04 0.02 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 66.7 66.7 <0.005 <0.005 0.24 67.8
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

Worker  0.04 0.04 0.03 0.33 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 63.3 63.3 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 64.2
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 5.80 5.80 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 5.89
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 <0.005 <0.0056 — 0.96 0.96 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.98
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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4. Operations Emissions Details

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type
4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

n

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Annual — — —_ — — — — — — — _ _ — _ _ _ _ _

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.2. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —



Annual

Total
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4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

Avoided
Subtotal

Sequest
ered

Subtotal

Remove
d

Subtotal

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

Avoided
Subtotal

Sequest
ered

Subtotal

Remove
d

Subtotal
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Annual — — — — — — — — — —_ _ — _ _ _ _ _ _
Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — . — — _ _ _
Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _ _

Sequest — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _
ered

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _

Remove — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _ _
d

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _

4.10.4. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Mitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

n

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — —_ _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.5. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Mitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use
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Daily, — — — — — — — —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — —
Annual — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — —

4.10.6. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Mitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

SCVWA RVWTP Sewer Line Detailed Report, 11/14/2023

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Avoided — — — — — — — —
Subtotal — — — — — — — —

Sequest — — — — — — — —
ered

Subtotal — — — — — — — —

Remove — — — — — — — —
d

Subtotal — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

Avoided — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — —
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Sequest — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _
Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _

Remove — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _ _
d

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _
Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _
Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _
Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Sequest — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ — —
ered

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _

Remove — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
d

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

5. Activity Data

5.1. Construction Schedule

Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase Phase Description

Linear, Grubbing & Land Linear, Grubbing & Land 1/1/2025 1/31/2025 5.00 22.0

Clearing Clearing

Linear, Grading & Linear, Grading & 2/1/2025 6/2/2025 5.00 87.0 —
Excavation Excavation

Linear, Drainage, Utilities, & Linear, Drainage, Utilities, & 6/3/2025 9/17/2025 5.00 76.0 —
Sub-Grade Sub-Grade

Linear, Paving Linear, Paving 9/18/2025 11/3/2025 5.00 33.0 —
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5.2. Off-Road Equipment

5.2.1. Unmitigated

Linear, Grubbing &
Land Clearing

Linear, Grubbing &
Land Clearing

Linear, Grubbing &
Land Clearing

Linear, Grubbing &
Land Clearing

Linear, Grubbing &
Land Clearing

Linear, Grubbing &
Land Clearing

Linear, Grubbing &
Land Clearing

Linear, Grading &
Excavation

Linear, Grading &
Excavation

Linear, Grading &
Excavation

Linear, Drainage,
Utilities, & Sub-Grade

Linear, Drainage,
Utilities, & Sub-Grade

Linear, Drainage,
Utilities, & Sub-Grade

Linear, Drainage,
Utilities, & Sub-Grade

Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Cement and Mortar
Mixers

Air Compressors
Cranes

Crushing/Proc.
Equipment

Generator Sets
Graders
Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Generator Sets
Graders

Signal Boards
Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Scrapers

Rough Terrain Forklifts

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Gasoline

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Electric

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

2.00

1.00

2.00

1.00

1.00

2.00

1.00

2.00

1.00

1.00

0.00

2.00

2.00

1.00
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10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

84.0

10.0

37.0

367

12.0

14.0

148

84.0

14.0

148

6.00

84.0

423

96.0

0.37

0.56

0.48

0.29

0.85

0.74

0.41

0.37

0.74

0.41

0.82

0.37

0.48

0.40
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Linear, Drainage, Plate Compactors Diesel Average 1.00 10.0 8.00 0.43
Utilities, & Sub-Grade
Linear, Drainage, Pumps Diesel Average 1.00 10.0 11.0 0.74
Utilities, & Sub-Grade
Linear, Drainage, Air Compressors Diesel Average 1.00 10.0 37.0 0.48
Utilities, & Sub-Grade
Linear, Drainage, Graders Diesel Average 1.00 10.0 148 0.41
Utilities, & Sub-Grade
Linear, Drainage, Generator Sets Diesel Average 1.00 10.0 14.0 0.74
Utilities, & Sub-Grade
Linear, Paving Pavers Diesel Average 1.00 10.0 81.0 0.42
Linear, Paving Paving Equipment Diesel Average 1.00 10.0 89.0 0.36
Linear, Paving Rollers Diesel Average 1.00 10.0 36.0 0.38
Linear, Paving Sweepers/Scrubbers Diesel Average 1.00 10.0 36.0 0.46

5.2.2. Mitigated

Linear, Grubbing & Tractors/Loaders/Backh Diesel Average 2.00 10.0 84.0 0.37
Land Clearing oes

Linear, Grubbing & Cement and Mortar Diesel Average 1.00 10.0 10.0 0.56
Land Clearing Mixers

Linear, Grubbing & Air Compressors Diesel Average 2.00 10.0 37.0 0.48
Land Clearing

Linear, Grubbing & Cranes Diesel Average 1.00 10.0 367 0.29
Land Clearing

Linear, Grubbing & Crushing/Proc. Gasoline Average 1.00 10.0 12.0 0.85
Land Clearing Equipment

Linear, Grubbing & Generator Sets Diesel Average 2.00 10.0 14.0 0.74

Land Clearing

Linear, Grubbing & Graders Diesel Average 1.00 10.0 148 0.41
Land Clearing
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Linear, Grading &
Excavation

Linear, Grading &
Excavation

Linear, Grading &
Excavation

Linear, Drainage,
Utilities, & Sub-Grade

Linear, Drainage,
Utilities, & Sub-Grade

Linear, Drainage,
Utilities, & Sub-Grade

Linear, Drainage,
Utilities, & Sub-Grade

Linear, Drainage,
Utilities, & Sub-Grade

Linear, Drainage,
Utilities, & Sub-Grade

Linear, Drainage,
Utilities, & Sub-Grade

Linear, Drainage,
Utilities, & Sub-Grade

Linear, Drainage,
Utilities, & Sub-Grade

Linear, Paving
Linear, Paving
Linear, Paving

Linear, Paving

Tractors/Loaders/Backh Diesel

oes

Generator Sets

Graders

Signal Boards

Tractors/Loaders/Backh

oes

Scrapers

Rough Terrain Forklifts

Plate Compactors

Pumps

Air Compressors

Graders

Generator Sets

Pavers
Paving Equipment

Rollers

Diesel

Diesel

Electric

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel
Diesel

Diesel

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average
Average

Average

2.00

1.00

1.00

0.00

2.00

2.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00
1.00

1.00
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10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0

10.0
10.0

10.0

84.0

14.0

148

6.00

84.0

423

96.0

8.00

11.0

37.0

148

14.0

81.0
89.0

36.0

0.37

0.74

0.41

0.82

0.37

0.48

0.40

0.43

0.74

0.48

0.41

0.74

0.42
0.36

0.38




































