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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Project Title
Highway 86 Water Transmission Main, Phase 3 and 4 Project.

1.2 Lead Agency
Coachella Valley Water District

Lead Agency Contact:

William Patterson, Environmental Supervisor, Environmental Services Department
Phone: (760) 398-2651; Email: WPatterson@cvwd.org

1.3 Purpose of the Document

Coachella Valley Water District (CVWD) has prepared this Initial Study (IS) to evaluate the potential environmental impacts related to
implementation of the Highway 86 Water Transmission Main, Phase 3 and 4 Project, which entails the replacement of approximately 14.5
miles of existing 16-inch and 18-inch diameter asbestos cement pipe (ACP) and ductile iron pipe (DIP) domestic water transmission mains
with approximately 15.4 miles of 24-inch diameter DIP water transmission main to serve the communities of Salton Sea Beach, Desert
Shores, Salton City, and unincorporated areas in Riverside and Imperial Counties on the west side of the Salton Sea.

1.4 Scope of this Document

This Initial Study environmental review document has been prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA,
California Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq.), the CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations Sections 15000 et seq.),
and the Coachella Valley Water District’s Local Guidelines for Implementing the California Environmental Quality Act (2021 Revision).
Coachella Valley Water District (CYWD) is the lead agency, and Riverside County, Imperial County and California Department of
Transportation are responsible agencies for CEQA purposes.

Section 15063(c) of the State CEQA Guidelines lists the following purposes of an Initial Study:

1. Provide the Lead Agency with information to use as the basis for deciding whether to prepare an EIR or a negative declaration;

2. Enable an applicant or Lead Agency to modify a project, mitigating adverse impacts before an EIR is prepared, thereby enabling
the project to qualify for a negative declaration;

3. Assist in the preparation of an EIR, if one is required;
4.  Facilitate environmental assessment early in the design of a project;

5. Provide documentation of the factual basis for the finding in a negative declaration that a project will not have a significant effect
on the environment;

6. Eliminate unnecessary EIRs; and
7. Determine whether a previously prepared EIR could be used with the project.

According to Section 15070 (Decision to prepare a Negative Declaration or Mitigated Negative Declaration) of Article 6 (Negative
Declaration Process) of the CEQA Guidelines:

Albert A. Associates 1
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A public agency shall prepare or have prepared a proposed negative or mitigated negative declaration for a project subject to
CEQA when:

a) The initial study shows that there is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the agency, that the
project may have a significant effect on the environment, or

b)  The initial study identified potentially significant effects, but:

1) Revisions in the project plans or proposals made by, or agreed to by the applicant before a proposed
mitigated negative declaration and initial study are released for public review would avoid the effects or
mitigate the effects to a point where clearly no significant effects would occur, and

2)  There is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the agency, that the project as revised
may have a significant effect on the environment.

The purpose of this Initial Study is to assess the potential for any significant environmental effects associated with the adoption of the
Highway 86 Water Transmission Main, Phase 3 and 4 Project (proposed Project) and to assess at a project-level, impacts resulting
from the construction and operation of the Project. The assessment provided in Section 4 is based on technical reports and scientific
studies prepared for the Project and supplemented with other public information sources, as provided in the list of references.

The discussion and level of analysis are commensurate with the expected magnitude and severity of each potential impact to the
environmental resource. Mitigation measures have been developed, where necessary, to reduce potential environmental impacts to a
less than significant level. This IS/MND evaluates the potential for environmental impacts to resource areas identified in Appendix G of
the 2025 State CEQA Guidelines. The environmental resource areas analyzed in this document include:

o Aesthetics ¢ Mineral Resources

o Agriculture and Forestry Resources ¢ Noise

o Air Quality ¢ Population and Housing

¢  Biological Resources ¢ Public Services

¢ Cultural Resources ¢ Recreation

o Energy ¢  Transportation

¢ Geology and Soils o Tribal Cultural Resources

¢ Greenhouse Gas Emissions o Utilities and Service Systems

¢ Hazards and Hazardous Materials o Wildlife

o Hydrology and Water Quality ¢ Mandatory Findings of Significance

¢ Land Use and Planning

Albert A. Associates 2
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This IS/MND is organized as follows:

1.

1.5

Introduction, which provides the context for review along with applicable citation pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA
Guidelines, discusses the purpose and need for the project.

Project Description describes the proposed Project.

Environmental Checklist Form, which provides information regarding the project location, general plan and zoning designation,
surrounding land uses and setting, other public agencies whose approval is required, and a summary of the consultation
process completed per Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1 (AB 52).

Environmental Analysis, which as suggested in Section 15063(d)(3) of the State CEQA Guidelines provides an environmental
impact assessment consisting of CVWD’s checklist and accompanying analysis for responding to the checklist questions. The
form is used to evaluate whether or not there are any significant environmental effects associated with implementation of the
proposed Project.

Federal Cross-Cutting Environmental Regulation Evaluation (CEQA-Plus), addresses the requirements of CEQA-Plus and
provides project analysis per the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Clean Water SRF Program Evaluation for
Environmental Review and Federal Coordination. The SWRCB acts as the “federal clearinghouse” for review of the document by
federal agencies due to federal dollars being assigned to the project though the Environmental Protection Agency-funded SRF
program.

Alternatives Analysis, presents an analysis of the No Project/No Action Alternative.

References, which includes a list of reference sources, the location of reference material used in the preparation of this IS/MND,
and identifies those responsible for preparation of the IS/MND and other parties contacted during the preparation of the
IS/MND.

CEQA Process

The environmental review being undertaken for the proposed Project began with the project’s proposal and environmental research to
analyze and disclose to the public the potential project impacts and efforts to reduce those project impacts. Pursuant to Section 15073 of
the State CEQA Guidelines, the Draft IS/MND will be circulated for a 30-day period to the State Clearinghouse, responsible agencies, and
interested parties for review and comment. Comments received from the public review period for this project and CVWD’s responses to
each comment will be included in the Response to Comments document.

1.6

Impact Terminology

The scope of the environmental resource areas is listed above in Section 1.4. The level of significance for each resource area uses CEQA
terminology as specified below:

No Impact. No adverse environmental consequences have been identified for the resource or the consequences are negligible
or undetectable.

Less than Significant Impact. Potential adverse environmental consequences have been identified. However, they are not
adverse enough to meet the significance threshold criteria for that resource. No mitigation measures are required.

Albert A. Associates 3
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o Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Adverse environmental consequences that have the potential to be
significant but can be reduced to less than significant levels through the application of identified mitigation strategies that have
not already been incorporated into the proposed project.

¢ Potentially Significant. Adverse environmental consequences that have the potential to be significant according to the threshold
criteria identified for the resource, even after mitigation strategies are applied and/or an adverse effect that could be significant
and for which no mitigation has been identified. If any potentially significant impacts are identified, an EIR must be prepared to
meet the requirements of CEQA.

Albert A. Associates 4



Highway 86 Water Transmission Main, Phase 3 and 4 Project Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration

2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

2.1 Project Overview

CVWD proposes improvements to the domestic water distribution system serving the communities in the vicinity of Oasis and Salton City,
California as part of the Highway 86 Water Transmission Main Phases 3 and 4 Project (Project) in Riverside County and Imperial County
(Figure 1 -Vicinity Map). The proposed Project entails the replacement of approximately 14.5 miles of existing 16-inch and 18-inch
diameter asbestos cement pipe (ACP) and ductile iron pipe (DIP) domestic water transmission mains with approximately 15.4 miles of 24-
inch diameter DIP water transmission main to serve the communities of Salton Sea Beach, Desert Shores, Salton City, and
unincorporated areas in Riverside and Imperial Counties on the west side of the Salton Sea, hereinafter referred to as the Pipeline.
Approximately 13 miles of the Pipeline, would be located within Caltrans Right of Way (ROW); approximately two (2) miles of the Pipeline
would be located within existing street ROW or newly obtained utility easements across private property outside of Caltrans ROW.

The proposed Pipeline would connect to the existing water distribution system via connection to an existing 30-inch diameter DIP west of
Highway 86 at the intersection of Lincoln Street/84th Avenue in Riverside County. The Pipeline Alignment would follow 84" Avenue east
for approximately one mile before turning southward where it would run roughly parallel to southbound Highway 86 in Caltrans ROW.
Near Postmile 61, approximately one mile south of the Red Earth Casino, the Pipeline Alignment turns east for approximately 0.75, then
continues south along Lesser Drive. The Pipeline would then intersect and run parallel to southbound Highway 86 for approximately 3
miles to Golden Avenue where the Pipeline would turn west and terminate at CYWD’s existing Reservoir No. 1092 at the end of Diamond
Avenue in Salton City in Imperial County. (Figure 2 - Project Location.) The proposed Pipeline would connect to existing water mains in
Service Road and Golden Avenue.

2.2 Project Construction

Pipeline construction would consist of both open trench and subsurface boring, The Pipeline would be installed with a minimum of 42
inches of earthen cover. Vertical deflections and restrained joints would be installed where the Pipeline crosses other utilities including
irrigation mains, agricultural drain lines, storm drain culverts, and buried telephone lines. In-line valves would be installed at half-mile
intervals and crosses to accommodate future connections that may be installed. The Pipeline would be placed in polyethylene wrap to
protect the Pipeline from mildly corrosive soils. The portions of the Pipeline crossing under Caltrans access-control ROW would be
encased within 36-inch diameter steel encasement. Once the new Pipeline is installed, it would be flushed, pressure tested, chlorinated,
and dechlorinated. Approximately 3.5 million gallons of water would be used during the process. This water would be discharged to
nearby open space or agricultural lands percolate into the ground. Water used during construction would not be discharged into
jurisdictional waters. The location of where this water would be discharged would be identified as part of the contract documents per
mitigation measure MM HYD-1.

The existing ACP pipeline is proposed to be abandoned in place and filled with inert material, such as slurry or sand, to prevent further
erosion. However, a small portion of the ACP pipe within Coolridge Springs Road may require removal. All removal, transport, and
disposal of any portion of the ACP pipe will be in compliance with all applicable standards for asbestos containing materials and will be
properly transported to a landfill that accepts asbestos containing materials.
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Project construction is anticipated to take approximately 17 months with two construction crews working simultaneously. Equipment to
be used includes concrete/industrial saws, excavators, tractors, loaders, backhoes, pavers, rollers, and a drill rig. All Pipeline
improvements would be completed and operational prior to taking the existing pipeline out of service prevent any delay or disruption in
service.

Jack-and-bore or other trenchless construction methods would be used to cross Highway 86 and the following drainages (listed from
north to south) along the Pipeline Alignment:

Caltrans Caltrans
Drainage Name Mile Post' Drainage Name Mile Post!
o Cophy Ditch 1.38 o Travertine Palms Wash 0.09
o Perone Ditch 0.36 o Dinal Ditch) 0.19
o Travertine Ditch 0.09 o Shoreline Ditch 65.68
o Coolidge Springs 65.36 e Zanthe Ditch 65.21
o Parosa Ditch 65.00 o Romney Ditch 64.83
¢ Ambig Ditch 64.75 ¢ Matis Ditch 64.62
o Calyx Ditch 64.34 ¢ Godeta Ditch 64.10
o Farinosa Drainage 63.79 ¢ Encilia Ditch 63.50
¢ Incienso Ditch 63.35 ¢ Floris Ditch 63.22
o Folius Ditch 63.14 e Torif Ditch 62.99
e Bexar Ditch 62.65 ¢ Daroca Ditch 63.32
¢ Tonalee Ditch 62.20 ¢ Talofa Ditch 61.81
o Electra Ditch 61.70 o Ibycus Wash) 61.55
o Verbena Wash 61.37 o Aster Wash 61.23
o Virgo Wash 60.90 o Valerie Wash Tributary 60.58
o Tesla Wash Tributaries 60.47 o Gravel Wash? 59.78
e Coral Wash 59.18 e Palm Wash 58.28
¢ AnzaDitch 57.82 o Verde Wash 57.69
e Iberia Wash at Service Road 56.60 e Iberia Wash at Golden Road 56.59

Source:

. California Log of Bridges on State Highways, District 11, available at https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/maintenance/documents/f0009158-
logd11-a11y.pdf and California Log of Bridges on State Highways, District 11, available https:/dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-
media/programs/maintenance/documents/f0009155-logd08-a11y.pdf.

The locations of these washes are shown on Figure 8 - Potential Impacts to Ephemeral Washes.
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23 Purpose and Need

CVWD'’s service area covers approximately 1,000 square miles from the San Gorgonio Pass to the Salton Sea, mostly within the
Coachella Valley, in Riverside County, California. CVYWD’s service area extends into small portions of Imperial and San Diego counties.
CVWD meets the water-related needs of more than 110,000 homes and businesses and is the largest provider of drinking water in the
Coachella Valley. It operates 92 active domestic wells with a total well capacity of 236 million gallons per day and serves a population of
270,000 from Cathedral City to the Salton Sea. CVWD delivers 87,959 acre-feet of water per year to its 1,000 square mile service area,
from Sky Valley to Salton Sea communities. Domestic water supplies come from the Coachella Valley aquifer and is pumped from wells
and stored until needed in more than 63 distribution reservoirs with a storage capacity of 43.2 million gallons per day. The water is
delivered via a network of nearly 2,015 miles of distribution piping. (CVWD-A.)

The existing 16-inch and 18-inch diameter ACP and DIP transmission mains were constructed in the early 1960s and 1990s, respectively.
Asbestos-cement pipes have a life expectancy of approximately 50-70 years and the oldest segments of the existing transmission main is
over 60 years old. The existing pipeline is undersized and does not have the capacity to transmit effectively the amount of water that
CVWD needs in order to serve existing residents and planned future growth. CVWD has also recorded numerous leaks and failures along
this transmission main, which indicates, at minimum, the existing water pipeline is in need of maintenance/replacement to eliminate and
reduce pipeline failures and leaks in order to continue to provide domestic water service to the existing approximately 2,760 services,
which serves approximately 7,400 residents. Because the existing transmission main is undersized and near the end of its useful life,
replacement with a new, larger diameter pipeline is preferable to continuing to maintain and repair an undersized and outdated facility.

Remainder of page intentionally blank.
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3. ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

1. Project title: Highway 86 Water Transmission Main, Phase 3 and 4 Project
2, Lead Agency name and address:

Coachella Valley Water District
75-515 Hovley Lane East
Palm Desert, CA 92211

(760) 398-2651

Responsible Agency name and address:

(Per CEQA Guidelines § 15381, “Responsible Agency” means a public agency which proposes to carry out or approve a project,
for which a Lead Agency is preparing or has prepared an EIR or Negative Declaration. For the purposes of CEQA, the term
“Responsible Agency” includes all public agencies other than the Lead Agency which have discretionary approval power over the
project.)

Riverside County Planning Department
77588 El Duna Court Suite H

Palm Desert, CA 92211

(760) 863-8277

Imperial County Planning & Development Services 801 Main Street
El Centro, CA 92243
(442) 265-1736

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) District 11
4050 Taylor Street

San Diego, CA 92110

(619) 688-6699

Cooperating Federal Agencies
Bureau of Indian Affairs

3. Contact person email address and phone number:
William Patterson, Environmental Supervisor, Environmental Services Department
WPatterson@cvwd.org
(760) 398-2651

4, Project location:
The Project includes facilities within unincorporated Riverside County and unincorporated Imperial County. The Project is located
within Township 8 South, Range 9 East, Sections 31, 32, and 33; Township 9 South, Range 9 East, Sections 4, 5, 9, 21, 22, 27, 34,
35, and 36; Township 10 South, Range 9 East, Sections 1, 2, 11, 12, 13, 16, and 25; and Township 10 South, Range 10 East,
Sections 18, 19, and 30, San Bernardino Base and Meridian. Refer to Section 2 - Project Description and Figure 2 - Project
Location and Figure 3 - USGS Map.
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Highway 86 Water Transmission Main, Phase 3 and 4 Project Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration

5. Project sponsor’s name and address:
Coachella Valley Water District
75-515 Hovley Lane East
Palm Desert, CA 92211
(760) 398-2651

6. General Plan Land Use Designation:
The Pipeline Alignment is mostly located within road and Highway 86 ROW , which are not always assigned a land use
designation. Land use designations of properties within and adjacent to the Project Alignment are shown on Figure 4 - General
Plan Land Use Designations and identified in Table A below.

Table A - General Plan Land Use Designations

Portion of the Project
Project Alignment is Alignment within Caltrans

within or adjacent to this | ROW is within or adjacent to
General Plan Land Use Designation land use designation this land use designation

Unincorporated Riverside County

Commercial Retail (CR) Yes No
Commercial Tourist (CT) Yes No
High Density Residential (HDR) Yes No
Highest Density Residential (HHDR) Yes Yes
Medium High Density Residential (MHDR) Yes No
Mixed Use Area (MUA) Yes No
Indian Lands Yes Yes
Water (W) Yes Yes
Unincorporated Imperial County
Recreation/Open Space Yes Yes
Urban Area Yes Yes
Specific Plan Area (SPA) Yes Yes

Remainder of page intentionally blank.
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Highway 86 Water Transmission Main, Phase 3 and 4 Project Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration

7. Zoning:
The Project would be located mostly within road and Hwy 86 ROW that are not assigned zoning designations. Zoning of
properties adjacent to the Project Alignment are shown on Figure 5 - Zoning Designations and listed in Table B below by
jurisdiction.

Table B - Zoning Designations

Portion of the Project

Project Alignment is Alignment within Caltrans
within or adjacent to this | ROW is within or adjacent to

Zoning Designation zoning designation this zoning designation
Unincorporated Riverside County

S-P - Specific Plan Yes Yes

W-2 - Controlled Development Area Yes Yes
Unincorporated Imperial County

C-1 - Light Commercial Area Yes Yes

C-2 - Medium Commercial Area Yes No

M-1 - Light Industrial Area Yes Yes

M-2 - Medium Industrial Area Yes No

NAT_AMER - Native American Cultural Area Yes Yes

R-1 - Low Density Residential Area Yes Yes

R-2 - Medium Density Residential Area Yes No

R-3 - Medium High Density Residential Area Yes No

R-4 - Manufactured Home Area/Subdivision Yes No

S-1 - Open Space/Residential Yes No

S-2 - Open Space/Preservation Yes Yes

S-2-PE - Open Space/Preservation-Pre-Existing Yes Yes

Allowed/Restricted

8. Project Description:
The Project is the construction and operation of an approximately 15.4 mile new 24-inch diameter DIP water transmission main
(Pipeline) to replace aging 16-inch and 18-inch diameter ACP and DIP pipelines. Approximately 13.4 miles of the Pipeline is located
within Caltrans ROW adjacent to Highway 86 with the remaining 5 miles located within public street ROWs and utility easements
across private property. Refer to Section 2 - Project Description for additional details.

Remainder of page intentionally blank
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Highway 86 Water Transmission Main, Phase 3 and 4 Project Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: Briefly describe the project’s surroundings:
Regionally the Project is located within the Coachella Valley, west of the Salton Sea and roughly adjacent to southbound Highway
86. The Project is located within the Sonoran Desert Floristic Province. Existing land uses adjacent to the Project Alignment include
vacant land, the Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area, date palm orchards, residential, and commercial uses.

10.  Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation agreement):
o Federal Agencies

Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA): Easement for public pipeline installation.

o State Agencies

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans): Encroachment permit for construction within Caltrans ROW

State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Drinking Water: Apply for an amendment to the Domestic Water
Supply Permit for Public Water System CA3310001

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW): Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement if the Project will
impact waters under the jurisdiction of the State

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

¢ Regional Agencies

Riverside County: Encroachment Permit for use of public ROW
Imperial County: Encroachment Permit for use of public ROW
Colorado River Regional Water Quality Control Board: General Permit for Construction Discharges

Colorado River Regional Water Quality Control Board: Section 401 Water Quality Certification/ Waste Discharge
requirement if the project will impact jurisdictional Waters of the State

Imperial County Air Pollution Control District: Dust Control Plan per Regulation VIl (Rules 800-805)
South Coast Air Quality Management District: Dust Management Plan

11.  Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area requested consultation
pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1? If so, has consultation begun?1
CVWD provided “Notification of Tribal Consultation Opportunity” on March 27, 2023 pursuant to Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) to Tribes
that have previously requested such a notice from CVWD. Notification was sent to seven (7) Tribes: Agua Caliente Band of
Cahuilla Indians (ACBMI), Augustine Band of Cahuilla

" Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead agencies, and project proponents to discuss the level of environmental review, identify
and address potential adverse impacts to tribal cultural resources, and reduce the potential for delay and conflict in the environmental review process. (See Public
Resources Code section 21083.3.2.) Information may also be available from the California Native American Heritage Commission’s Sacred Lands File per Public Resources
Code section 5097.96 and the California Historical Resources Information System administered by the California Office of Historic Preservation. Please also note that Public
Resources Code section 21082.3(c) contains provisions specific to confidentiality.
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Indians, Cabazon Band of Mission Indians, Morongo Band of Mission Indians, Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians, Torres Martinez
Desert Cahuilla Indians, and Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians.

In a letter dated April 5, 2023, the ACBCI stated that the Project area was not located within the ACBCI Traditional Use Area.
ACBMI deferred to the Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians and stated the April 5, 2023 letter concluded their consultation
efforts. As of May 18, 2023, no responses were received from any of the other six (6) notified tribes and CYWD has concluded the
consultation process.

TMDCI sent an email to CYWD on March 14, 2024 requesting to consult on the Project. As the March 14, 2024, response was
received more than 30 days after the March 27, 2023 initial consultation letter notification was sent, formal consultation under AB-
52 is not triggered; however, CVWD will continue to coordinate with the TMDCI outside of the formal AB 52 process. As of May
20, 2024, the TMDCI have not requested designation of a Tribal Cultural Landscape, TCR, or Traditional Cultural Property.

Refer to the discussions in threshold 3.5, Cultural Resources and threshold 3.18, Tribal Cultural Resources for additional
information.
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3.1

Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this Project, involving at least one impact that is a "Potentially
Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages. With adherence to the mitigation program identified within this
IS/MND, the potentially significant impacts would be reduced or minimized to a less than significant level.

[

O X O0O0OKX

3.2

Aesthetics |:| Agriculture and Forestry Resources |E Air Quality

Biological Resources |E Cultural Resources |E Geology/Soils
Greenhouse Gas Emissions |E Hazards & Hazardous Materials |E Hydrology/Water Quality
Land Use/Planning |:| Mineral Resources |E Noise
Population/Housing |:| Public Services |:| Recreation
Transportation |E Tribal Cultural Resources |:| Utilities/Service Systems
Wildfire |E Mandatory Findings of Significance

Evaluation of Environmental Impacts:

A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately supported by the information
sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A “No Impact” answer is adequately supported if the
referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project
falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as
well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific
screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as project-
level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers must indicate
whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than significant. “Potentially Significant
Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one or more “Potentially
Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

“Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of mitigation
measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less Than Significant Impact.” The lead agency
must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation
measures from Section XVII, “Earlier Analyses,” may be cross-referenced).

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). Earlier analyses are discussed below:
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a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of and
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects
were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

c. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated,” describe the
mitigation measure which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they
address site-specific conditions for the project.

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential impacts (e.g.,
general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include
a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. A source list should be attached and other sources used
or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals contacted should be
cited in the discussion.
8) The explanation of each issue should identify:
a. the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant.
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33

Determination

(TO BE COMPLETED BY THE LEAD AGENCY)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

]
X

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION
will be prepared.

[ find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effect
in this case because the mitigation measures described on an attached sheet have been added to the project. A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
is required.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant unless mitigated” impact
on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable
legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached
sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially significant
effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and
(b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation
measures that are imposed upon the proposed project.
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4. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

Less Than
Significant with
Potentially Mitigation Less Than
Significant Impact| Incorporated | Significant Impact No Impact

44 AESTHETICS.

Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, Would the project:

a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? |:| |:| |X| |:|
b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic |:| |:| |:| |X|
highway?

C. Innon-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings?
(Public views are those that are experienced from public accessible |:| |:| |X| |:|
vantage points.) If the project is in an urbanized area, would the project
conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic
quality?

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

(Sources: Caltrans Scenic Highways, Project Description, ICGPEIR, Google Earth, CORGP)

4.1a Would the Project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Less than significant impact. A scenic vista is a distant and picturesque view of a natural landscape. Both Riverside and Imperial
Counties have a wide array of unique desertscape. On a clear day there are views of the Santa Rosa and Vallecito mountains towards the
west, the Superstition mountains to the southwest and Chocolate mountains and Salton Sea to the east. Public views of these mountains
would not be altered as the Project would be located on the valley floor between these mountains, which are visible from different vantage
points throughout the Project Alignment. While both Counties consider desert areas, mountains, and hillsides as scenic visual resources
(ICGPEIR, pp. llI-201 - 111-204, CORGP, pp. 0S-52 - 0S-53) the proposed Project would not alter these views upon Project completion
because the Project would be located underground within existing paved road ROWSs and utility easements and the ground surface
returned to its existing condition. In addition, all appurtenant features that are required with the Pipeline would also be located at or below
grade, including manholes, air valves, and drains.

Project construction may create a temporary aesthetic nuisance for motorists and residents in proximity to the Pipeline segment being
constructed. Exposed surfaces, construction debris, and construction equipment may temporarily impact the aesthetic quality of the
immediate areas. Project construction would be temporary, and the construction equipment would move as construction proceeds along
the Pipeline Alignment. Because the Pipeline and appurtenant structures would be at or below grade and construction impacts are
temporary, impacts regarding a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista associated with the Project are less than significant and no
mitigation is required.

Portion of Project Within Caltrans ROW - Less than significant impact: The approximately 13 miles of the Pipeline within Caltrans
ROW would be located underground and the ground surface returned to its original condition. Construction within Caltrans ROW would
be temporary and the construction equipment would move as construction proceeds along the Pipeline Alignment. Construction
equipment would move along the portion of the Pipeline Alignment within Caltrans ROW as construction ceases and be removed from
Caltrans ROW
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when construction ceases. For these reasons, impacts associated with construction and operation of the portion of the Pipeline within
Caltrans ROW regarding the creation of a substantial adverse impact on a scenic vista would be less than significant and no mitigation is
required.

4.1b Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

No impact. The Project is not located within or along a state designated or state eligible scenic highway. There are two state eligible
scenic highways located in the general vicinity of the Project site. State Route 78 (SR-78), which is located approximately 11.43 miles
south of the Project site, and SR-111, which is located approximately 13 miles east of the existing CVWD 1092 Reservoir Site, which is
part of the Project. (Caltrans Scenic Highways, Google Earth.) Because the Project site is not within or adjacent to a state designated or
state eligible scenic highway there would be no impact with regard to substantially damaging scenic resources within a state scenic
highway and no mitigation is required.

Portion of Project Within Caltrans ROW - No impact: Because Highway 86 is not a state-designated or state-eligible scenic highway,
there would be no impacts regarding substantial damage to scenic resources within a state scenic highway No mitigation is required.

4.1c In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views of the site and
its surroundings? (Public views are those that are experienced from public accessible vantage points.) If the project
is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic

quality?

Less than significant impact. The Project Alignment is not located within an urbanized area as defined by CEQA Statue Section 21071.
Therefore, this discussion is regarding whether the Project would substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public
views of the site and its surroundings.

The Project traverses through unincorporated areas and communities of both Riverside and Imperial Counties. Since the majority of the
Pipeline Alignment is located within public street ROWs, the construction equipment would be visible during Project construction. As
discussed in the response to threshold 4.1a. the Pipeline and appurtenant facilities would be located underground and once construction
is complete the ground surface would be returned to its previous condition. For these reasons, the proposed Project would not
substantially degrade the visual character of its alignment or surrounding area, and impacts would be less than significant and no
mitigation is required.

Portion of Project Within Caltrans ROW - Less than significant impact: The entirety of the Pipeline Alignment within Caltrans ROW
would be visible from Highway 86 and construction equipment would be visible from Highway 86 during construction. However, as
discussed in the response to threshold 4.1a, because this portion of the Pipeline would be located underground and the ground surface
returned to its previous condition, the portion of the proposed Pipeline within Caltrans ROW would not substantially degrade the visual
character of views from Highway 86. Impacts would be less than significant and no mitigation is required.

4.1d Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area?

Less than significant impact. Temporary nighttime lighting may be used for security purposes during the construction phase. However,
any security lighting would be directed downward and not onto adjacent properties. Once construction is complete the proposed Pipeline
would be underground. Thus Project operation would not create a new source of light or glare that would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in
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the area. Because any temporary lighting would be directed downward and not onto adjacent properties, such lighting would not
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. Impacts would be less than significant and no mitigation is required.

Portion of Project Within Caltrans ROW - Less than significant impact: Construction of the portion of the Pipeline within Caltrans
ROW may include the use of temporary nighttime lighting for security purposes. Any security lighting used would be directed downward
and not onto adjacent properties and comply with conditions set forth in the Caltrans encroachment permit. Once construction is
complete the portion of the proposed Pipeline within Caltrans ROW would be underground. Thus operation of the portion of the Pipeline
within Caltrans ROW would not create a new source of light or glare that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area.
Because any temporary lighting would be directed downward and not onto adjacent properties, such lighting would not adversely affect
daytime or nighttime views within Caltrans ROW or the surrounding area. For these reasons, impacts would be less than significant and
no mitigation is required.

Aesthetics Mitigation Measures

Aesthetic impacts are less than significant; therefore, no mitigation is required.

Aesthetics Mitigation Measures for the Portions of the Project Within Caltrans ROW

Aesthetic impacts are less than significant for the portions of the Project within Caltrans ROW; therefore, no mitigation is required.
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4.2

AGRICULTURAL and FORESTRY RESOURCES.

Potentially
Significant Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant Impact

No Impact

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts
on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies
may refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the
Forest and Range Assessment project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest
Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. Would the project:

a.

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural use?

[

[

X

L]

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contract?

]

]

[

X

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

[

[

]

Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest
use?

[

[

]

Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-
agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

]

]

[

(Source: FMMP, Williamson Act Map, ICGP, ICGPEIR, CORG, Project Description)

4.2a

Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as

shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California

Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

The portions of the Pipeline Alignment within Imperial County are designated by the California Department of Conservation as Other Land.
(See Figure 6 - Important Farmland.) Portions of the Pipeline within Riverside County traverse through land designated as Prime
Farmland, Unique Farmland, and Other Land as shown below in Table C.
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Table C - Designated Farmland within Riverside County

Portion of Project

Disturbance Area
Entire Project Outside of Caltrans Portion of Project
Disturbance Area ROW Disturbance Area
Farmland Designation (in acres) (in acres) Within Caltrans ROW

Prime Farmland 3.1 3.1 0.0
Unique Farmland 1.9 1.6 0.3
Other Land 15 1.0 0.5
Total Acres 6.5 5.7 0.8

Less than significant impact. As shown above in Table C, there is a total of 5.0 acres of Farmland (3.1 acres of Prime Farmland and 1.9
acres of Unique Farmland) within the Project’s disturbance area. Although the Project Alignment would be constructed within or adjacent
to Farmland, the Pipeline would be constructed underground within Caltrans or other road ROWs, and utility easements and the ground
surface would be restored to its pre-Project condition. The proposed Project would not convert Farmland to a non-agricultural use.
Therefore, impacts regarding the conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural uses would be less than significant and no mitigation is
required.

Portion of Project Within Caltrans ROW - Less than significant impact: As shown in Table C - Designated Farmland within
Riverside County, there is a total of 0.3 acres of Unique Farmland within the portion of the Project’s disturbance area in Caltrans ROW.
Although the portion of the Project Alignment within Caltrans ROW would be constructed underground within Caltrans ROW and the
ground surface would be restored to its pre-Project condition, Project implementation within Caltrans ROW would not convert Farmland
to a non-agricultural use. Therefore, impacts regarding the conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural uses within Caltrans ROW would be
less than significant and no mitigation is required.

4.2b Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

Agriculture production is a major contributor to both Riverside County’s and Imperial County’s economy. (ICGP, p. AE-3, CORGP, p. OS-
16.) Approximately 20 percent of land within Imperial County is used for agricultural purposes, however as shown in Figure 1 Existing
Agricultural Land in Imperial County of the Agricultural Element of the Imperial County General Plan (ICGP) agricultural areas are mostly
located in the central areas known as Imperial Valley, Bard Valley and Palo Verde Valley. (ICGP, pp. AE-4 - AE-6.) In 2010, Imperial
County ceased to renew Williamson Act contracts and is no longer approving any additional contracts. In December 2019 the final
Williamson Act contract expired, leaving Imperial County as the only agricultural county in the State of California to not have the
Williamson Act. (BOS.)

No impact. There are no Williamson Act contracted lands within the portion of the Pipeline Alignment within Riverside County. As shown
on Figure 5 - Zoning Designation and summarized in Table B - Zoning Designations, there is no agriculturally zoned property along or
adjacent to the Pipeline Alignment. For the above reasons, the Project would not conflict with existing zoning for an agricultural use or a
Williamson Act Contract. There will be no impact in this regard and no mitigation is required.
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Portion of Project Within Caltrans ROW - No impact: There are no Williamson Act contracted lands within or adjacent to the portions
of the Pipeline within Caltrans ROW. As shown on Figure 5 - Zoning Designation and summarized in Table B - Zoning Designations,
there is no agriculturally zoned property along or adjacent to the portion of the Pipeline Alignment within Caltrans ROW. For the above
reasons, the portion of the Project within Caltrans ROW would not conflict with existing zoning for an agricultural use or a Williamson Act
Contract. There will be no impact in this regard and no mitigation is required.

4.2¢ Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section
12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Code section 51104(g))?

Forest land, as defined in Public Resources Code (PRC) section 12220(g) is land that can support 10 percent of native tree cover of any
species under natural conditions and that allows for the management of one or more forest resources. Timberland, as defined in PRC
section 4526, means land other than land owned by the federal government and land designated as experimental forest land, which is
capable of growing a crop of trees for any commercial species, including Christmas trees.

No impact. The Project Alignment does not traverse any areas zoned as forest land, timberland or for Timber Production within Riverside
County or Imperial County as shown in Table B - Zoning Designations and on Figure 5 - Zoning Designations. Therefore, since the
Project Alignment is not located within or within proximity to any existing areas zoned for forest land, timberland, and or Timberland
Production, there would be no impact regarding conflicts with existing zoning for these uses. No mitigation is required.

Portion of Project Within Caltrans ROW - No impact: As shown in Table B - Zoning Designations. the portion of the Project
Alignment within Caltrans ROW does not traverse any areas zoned as forest land, timberland or for Timber Production within Riverside
County or Imperial County. Since the portion of the Pipeline within Caltrans ROW is not located within or within proximity to any existing
areas zoned for forest land, timberland, and or Timberland Production, there would be no impact regarding conflicts with existing zoning
within Caltrans ROW. No mitigation is required.

4.2d Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

No impact. As stated in the response to threshold 3.2c, there is no forest land within or in close proximity to the Project Alignment.
Because Project implementation would not result in the loss or conversion of forest land; there would be no impact in this regard and no
mitigation is required.

Portion of Project Within Caltrans ROW - No impact: As stated in the response to threshold 4.2c, there is no forest land within or in
close proximity to the portion of the Project Alignment within Caltrans ROW. Because Project implementation would not result in the loss
or conversion of forest land within Caltrans ROW; there would be no impact in this regard and no mitigation is required.

4.2¢ Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

No impact. The proposed Project consists of a water transmission main that would be constructed underground. The Project would not
result in land use changes and would therefore not convert Farmland to a non-agricultural use. As stated in the response to threshold
4.2d, there is no forest land within the Pipeline Alignment; therefore, Project implementation would not convert forest land to a non-forest
use. For these
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reasons, there would be no impacts regarding changes in the existing environment that would result in the conversion of Farmland or
forest land to non-agricultural or non-forest uses. No mitigation is required.

Portion of Project Within Caltrans ROW - No impact: The portion of the Project within Caltrans ROW does not entail land use changes
and would therefore not convert Farmland to a non-agricultural use. As stated in the response to threshold 4.2d, there is no forest land
within the portion of the Pipeline Alignment within Caltrans ROW; therefore, Project implementation would not convert forest land to a
non-forest use in Caltrans ROW. For these reasons, there would be no impacts regarding changes in the existing environment which
would result in the conversion of Farmland or forest land to non-agricultural or non-forest uses within Caltrans ROW. No mitigation is
required.

Agriculture and Forestry Resources Mitigation Measures

Impacts to agricultural and forestry resources are less than significant; therefore, no mitigation is required.

Agriculture and Forestry Resources Mitigation Measures for the Portions of the Project Within Caltrans ROW
Impacts to agricultural and forestry resources within Caltrans ROW are less than significant; therefore, no mitigation is required.
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Less Than

Significant with
4.3 AIR QUALITY Potentially Mitigation Less Than

Significant Impact| Incorporated | Significant Impact No Impact

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

a.  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
Cort (] ] ] X

b.  Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant

for which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal |:| |X| |:| |:|
or state ambient air quality standard?
c.  Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? |:| |:| |X| |:|
d.  Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely I:I I:I |X| I:I

affecting a substantial number of people?

(Sources: Appendix A, CARB 2024, ICAPCD 2017, ICAPCD 2018, SCAQMD 1993, SCAQMD 2003, SCAQMD 2022, Project Description)
4.3a Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

The Project is located in the Salton Sea Air Basin (Basin) and extends through the South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD) and Imperial County Air Pollution Control District ICAPCD) jurisdictions. The SCAQMD and ICAPCD prepare an Air Quality
Management Plan (AQMP), respectively, for the Basin. The SCAQMD and ICAPCD set forth a comprehensive program that would lead the
Basin into compliance with all federal and state air quality standards. The SCAQMD AQMP’s and the ICAPCD air quality plans include
control measures and related emission reduction estimates that are based upon emissions projections for a future development scenario
derived from land use, population, and employment characteristics defined in consultation with local governments. Accordingly, if a
project demonstrates compliance with local land use plans and/or population projections, then the AQMP would have taken into account
such uses when it was developed. The SCAQMD is required to update its plans on a regular basis; the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP is the most
recent plan. (SCAQMD 2022.) ICAPCD is required to develop an air quality plan for nonattainment criteria pollutants, and most recently
adopted an Ozone State Implementation Plan (SIP) in 2017 (ICAPCD 2017) and an Annual Particulate Matter Less than 2.5 Microns in
Diameter State Implementation Plan in 2018 (ICAPCD 2018.)

No impact. The Project Alignment would not conflict with any land use plan of the jurisdictions along the alignment by virtue of its
underground nature and location in proximity to roadways. Since the Project would not in and of itself result in any changes to the existing
land use patterns in the Project area, the proposed Project does not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the SCAQMD AQMP nor
the ICAPCD air quality plans, and no impacts would occur. No mitigation is required.

Portion of Project Within Caltrans ROW - No impact: As with the proposed Project, because the Project would not in and of itself
result in any changes to the existing land use patterns in the Project area, there would be no impact with regard to conflicting or
obstructing the implementation of applicable air quality plans. No mitigation is required.

4.3b Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard?

The portion of the Basin within which the proposed Project Alignment is located is designated as a non-attainment area for ozone (both
Riverside County and Imperial County) and particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter (PM-10) (Riverside County only) under the
State standards and for ozone (both Riverside
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and Imperial County) , PM-10 (Riverside County only), and PM-2.5 (Imperial County only) under Federal standards. (CARB 2024.) The
SCAQMD considers the thresholds for project-specific impacts and cumulative impacts to be the same. (SCAQMD 2003.) Therefore,
projects that exceed project-specific significance thresholds are considered by SCAQMD to be cumulatively considerable. Based on
SCAQMD'’s regulatory jurisdiction over regional air quality in Riverside County, it is reasonable to rely on an air district’s thresholds to
determine whether there is a cumulative air quality impact.

Air quality impacts can be described in short- and long-term perspectives. Short-term impacts are anticipated to occur during site
preparation and Project construction and consist of fugitive dust and other particulate matter, as well as exhaust emissions generated by
construction-related vehicles. Long-term air quality impacts would occur once the Project is in operation.

All active operations (any activity capable of generating fugitive dust, including, but not limited to, earth-moving activities,
construction/demolition activities, disturbed surface area, or heavy- and light-duty vehicular movement) within the Basin would be
required to comply with existing SCAQMD rules for the reduction of fugitive dust emissions, which is established in SCAQMD Rule 403.
Compliance with this rule would be achieved through application of standard best management practices in construction and operation
activities, such as the application of water or chemical stabilizers to disturbed soils, reducing haul road dust by application of water,
covering haul vehicles, restricting vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to 15 mph, sweeping loose dirt from paved site access roadways,
cessation of construction activity when winds exceed 25 mph and establishing a permanent, stabilizing ground cover on finished sites. In
addition, SCAQMD Rule 403.1 requires specific measures for reducing fugitive dust in the Coachella Valley. Compliance with this
regulation includes having an approved Fugitive Dust Control Plan for activities disturbing more than 5,000 square feet, maintenance of a
daily dust control log on-site, installation of construction project signage with contact information for complaints, and the presence of an
environmental observer for construction sites larger than 50 acres.

The portion of the Project Alignment within ICAPCD jurisdiction will adhere to the procedures established by ICAPCD Regulation VIII for
fugitive dust control, which includes Rules 800 through 805. Regulation VIIl mandates Reasonably Available Control Measures during
construction and operation to reduce particulate matter. Examples include water or chemical soil stabilizers, speed reduction for
construction vehicles, covering haul vehicles, and Track-Out Prevention devices. Rule 800 addresses PM-10 emissions from
anthropogenic fugitive dust sources. Rules 801, 802, 803, 804, and 805 set opacity limits, require dust management plans, and limit dust
emissions from various sources.

Pursuant to the ICAPCD CEQA Air Quality Handbook (ICAPCD 2017), regardless of the size of the project, standard measures for
construction equipment and fugitive PM-10 must be implemented at all construction sites. The implementation of discretionary mitigation
measures, as listed in Section 7.1 of the handbook, apply to those construction sites that are 5 acres or more for non-residential
developments. The footprint for the Project Alignment is approximately 45 acres. Standard and discretionary measures from the ICAPCD
handbook include:

Standard Measures for Fugitive PM-10 Control:

a. All disturbed areas, including bulk material storage which is not being actively utilized, shall be effectively stabilized and visible
emissions shall be limited to no greater than 20 percent opacity for dust emissions by using water, chemical stabilizers, dust
suppressants, tarps or other suitable material such as vegetative ground cover.
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All on-site and off-site unpaved roads will be effectively stabilized and visible emissions shall be limited to no greater than 20
percent opacity for dust emissions by paving, chemical stabilizers, dust suppressants and/or watering.

All unpaved traffic areas one acre or more with 75 or more average vehicle trips per day will be effectively stabilized and visible
emission shall be limited to no greater than 20 percent opacity for dust emissions by paving, chemical stabilizers, dust
suppressants and/or watering.

The transport of bulk materials shall be completely covered unless six inches of freeboard space from the top of the container is
maintained with no spillage and loss of bulk material. In addition, the cargo compartment of all haul trucks is to be cleaned and/or
washed at delivery site after removal of bulk material.

All track-out or carry-out will be cleaned at the end of each workday or immediately when mud or dirt extends a cumulative
distance of 50 linear feet or more onto a paved road within an urban area.

Movement of bulk material handling or transfer shall be stabilized prior to handling or at points of transfer with application of
sufficient water, chemical stabilizers or by sheltering or enclosing the operation and transfer line.

The construction of any new unpaved road is prohibited within any area with a population of 500 or more unless the road meets
the definition of a temporary unpaved road. Any temporary unpaved road shall be effectively stabilized and visible emissions shall
be limited to no greater than 20 percent opacity for dust emission by paving, chemical stabilizers, dust suppressants and/or
watering.

Discretionary Measures for Fugitive PM-10 Control:

Water exposed soil with adequate frequency for continued moist soil.

Replace ground cover in disturbed areas as quickly as possible.

Automatic sprinkler system installed on all soil piles.

Vehicle speed for all construction vehicles shall not exceed 15 mph on any unpaved surface at the construction site.
Develop a trip reduction plan to achieve a 1.5 average vehicle ridership for construction employees.

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

Standard Measures for Construction Combustion Equipment:

a.

Use of alternative fueled or catalyst equipped diesel construction equipment, including all off-road and portable diesel-powered
equipment.

Minimize idling time either by shutting equipment off when not in use or reducing the time of idling to five minutes as a maximum.
Limit, to the extent feasible, the hours of operation of heavy-duty equipment and/or the amount of equipment in use.

Replace fossil fueled equipment with electrically driven equivalents (provided they are not run via a portable generator set).

Less than significant with mitigation incorporated. Air quality impacts from the Project were evaluated in the Air Quality and Greenhouse
Gas (AQ/GHG) Analysis, provided in Appendix A.
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As described above, construction of the Project would be required to comply with SCAQMD Rule 403 and 403.1 for fugitive dust in
Riverside County, as well as the ICAPCD Rules 801, 802, 803, 804, and 805 for fugitive dust in Imperial County.

Short-term emissions from Project construction were evaluated using the CalEEMod program. Operational emissions related to the water
transmission main would be primarily from the infrequent visits by vehicles driven by CVWD operations and maintenance personnel and
are considered negligible; therefore, only short-term impacts were evaluated.

The estimated construction period for the proposed Project is approximately one year and 17 months (see the Air Quality and Greenhouse
Gas (AQ/GHG) Analysis for further details. The results of the analysis of short-term construction emissions from each phase are presented
in Table D - Unmitigated Maximum Daily Construction Emissions.

Table D - Unmitigated Maximum Daily Construction Emissions

Peak Daily Emissions (Ib/day)

Activity VvOoC NOy co SO, PM-10 PM-2.5
Pipeline Trenching/Installation 2023 1.49 13.64 19.73 0.04 29.85 3.57
Pipeline Trenching/Installation 2024 1.41 12.84 19.69 0.04 29.79 3.50
Pipeline Trenching/Installation 2025 1.32 11.94 19.60 0.04 29.71 3.43
Jack and Bore 2024 1.46 13.11 19.66 0.04 22.21 2.74
Pipeline Paving 2025 1.02 5.43 7.98 0.02 15.19 1.74
Maximum' 2.87 25.95 39.33 0.08 51.99 6.24
SCAQMD Daily Construction Thresholds 75 100 550 150 150 55
ICAPCD Threshold 75 100 550 - 150 -
Exceeds Threshold? No No No No No No

Source: Appendix A, Table 2

Note:

T Maximum emissions are the greater of either Pipeline Trenching/Installation 2023, the sum of Pipeline Trenching/Installation 2024 and Jack and Bore
2024, Pipeline Trenching/Installation 2025, or Paving 2025 since some activities overlap. Maximum Emissions are shown in bold.

As shown in Table D above, the estimated emissions from construction of the Project are less than the applicable daily construction
thresholds established by SCAQMD and ICAPCD for all the criteria pollutants. In addition, the short-term estimated emissions do not
exceed SCAQMD’s localized significance thresholds (LST) for the portion of Project construction within Riverside County and therefore
SCAQMD'’s jurisdiction. (Appendix A, Table 4.) The ICAPCD has not established localized thresholds of significance. For these reasons,
construction-related air quality impacts would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

The long-term emissions from the operation of the Project, as discussed previously, are primarily in the form of mobile source emissions,
with no stationary sources of emissions present. According to the SCAQMD’s LST methodology, LSTs only apply to the operational
phase if a project includes stationary sources or on-site mobile equipment generating on-site emissions. The proposed Project does not
include such uses. Therefore, no long-term LST analysis is needed and operational emissions would be less than significant. No
mitigation is required.
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In sum, the Project’s short-term emissions do not exceed the established thresholds of significance from the SCAQMD or ICAPCD and
the Project does not include long-term stationary sources or on-site mobile equipment generating on-site emissions. Therefore, the
Project will not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in criteria pollutant emissions for which the Project region is in non-
attainment and thus impacts are considered less than significant. Nonetheless, the Project contractor(s) would implement mitigation
measure MM AQ-1, and prepare a Dust Control Plan for review and approval by CVWD.

Portion of Project Within Caltrans ROW - Less than significant with mitigation incorporated: As with the proposed Project, because
the construction emissions are below applicable thresholds of significance, the Project would not result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant. Impacts would be less than significant. Nonetheless, the Project contractor(s) would implement
mitigation measure MM AQ-1 and prepare a Dust Control Plan for review and approval by CYWD.

4.3c Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

A sensitive receptor is a person in the population who is particularly susceptible to health effects due to exposure to an air contaminant
including children, the elderly, and persons with pre-existing respiratory and/or cardiovascular illness. SCAQMD defines a “sensitive
receptor” as a land use or facility such as residences, schools, child care centers, athletic facilities, playgrounds, retirement homes, and
convalescent homes where these persons are typically located. (SCAQMD 1993.)

A sensitive receptor is a person in the population who is particularly susceptible to health effects due to exposure to an air contaminant
including children, the elderly, and persons with pre-existing respiratory and/or cardiovascular illness. SCAQMD defines a “sensitive
receptor” as a land use or facility such as residences, schools, child care centers, athletic facilities, playgrounds, retirement homes, and
convalescent homes where these persons are typically located. (SCAQMD 1993.)

Less than significant impact. The closest sensitive receptor to the Riverside County portion of the Project Alignment is a residence that
is approximately one mile north of the alignment, near the intersection of Johnson Street/82" Avenue. The nearest sensitive receptors in
Imperial County include scattered existing residential homes adjacent to the Project Alignment. The construction emissions were found to
be less than significant, as indicated above in the response to threshold 4.3b. Operational emissions were also found to be less than
significant (refer to the response to threshold 4.3b). Hence, the Project will not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations and impacts would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Portion of Project Within Caltrans ROW - Less than significant impact: As with the proposed Project, because the construction
emissions are estimated to be below thresholds, impacts would be less than significant regarding the exposure of sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations. Impacts associated with the portion of the Project within Caltrans ROW are less than significant and
no mitigation is required.

4.3d Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of people?

Less than significant impact. Water does not generate other emissions such as those leading to odors. Therefore, the proposed Project
would not be a source of other emissions during operation of the Pipeline. Construction of the Pipeline presents the potential for
generation of odors in the form of diesel exhaust during construction in the immediate vicinity of the segment of Pipeline under
construction. Odors generated during construction would be short-term and would move along the Pipeline Alignment as construction
takes place;
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thus, construction of the Project would not result in the long-term creation of other emissions or odors. Recognizing the short-term
duration and quantity of construction emissions in the proposed Project area, impacts with regard to other emissions such as odors
affecting a substantial number of people would be less than significant and no mitigation is required.

Portion of Project Within Caltrans ROW - Less than significant impact: As with the proposed Project, because other emissions (such
as odors) generated during construction are short-term and would move along the Project Alignment, impacts resulting from other
emissions within Caltrans ROW would be less than significant and no mitigation is required.

Air Quality Mitigation Measures

Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce impacts to air quality to less than significant.
MM AQ-1: Dust Control Plan. A Dust Control Plan shall be prepared by the contractor(s) , approved by CVWD, and
implemented during Project construction activities.

Air Quality Mitigation Measures for the Portions of the Project Within Caltrans ROW

Implementation mitigation measure MM AQ-1 would reduce impacts to air quality within Caltrans ROW to less than significant.
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Less Than

Significant with
44 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Potentially Mitigation Less Than

Significant Impact| Incorporated | Significant Impact No Impact

Would the project:

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

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

Fish and Wildlife Service? D |X| D D

c. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited |:| |:|
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

]
X

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

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

[

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

X O O

[

(Sources: Appendix B, CVMSHCP)

The analysis in this section is based on the findings of the Biological Resources Technical Report - Highway 86 Water Transmission Main
Phases 3 and 4 Project (the “BRTR” or Appendix B), which is included as Appendix B of this Initial Study. The Project’s BRTR, included as
Appendix B, was prepared by Dokken Engineering in September 2024, to review and evaluate the potential impacts to threatened,
endangered, proposed listed, or sensitive species and protected habitat resources that may result from the proposed Project. General
biological surveys were conducted within a Biological Study Area (BSA) which encompasses the proposed Project centerline plus an
approximate 50-foot buffer along either side of the proposed centerline. The BSA encompasses approximately 186 acres. Literature
research, habitat assessments, and field surveys were conducted to determine the potential for special status species to occur within the
Project area. (Appendix B, pp. 1, 8.)

Literature research was conducted through the USFWS Information for Planning and Consultation (iPaC), the California Natural Diversity
Database (CNDDB), and the CNPS Electronic Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants in order to identify habitats and special-status
species having the potential to occur within the Project area. (Appendix B, p. 8.)

In order to characterize and identify potential sensitive plant and wildlife habitats and to establish the accuracy of the data identified in the
literature search, field surveys and jurisdictional delineations were conducted between April 25 and April 27, 2022. Field survey methods
consisted of walking meandering transects through
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the BSA, observing and mapping the boundary of vegetation communities, compiling notes on observed flora and fauna, photographing
the site, and assessing the potential for existing habitat to support sensitive plants and wildlife species. In addition, Dokken biologists
conducted delineations of the Waters of the U.S. and State following the technical methods outlined in A Field Guide to the Identification
of the Ordinary High-Water Mark (OHWM) in the Arid West Region of the Western United States. A follow up delineation was completed in
2024 to map resources that were inaccessible during the 2022 surveys. (Appendix B, p. 8.)

4.4a Would the Project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by
the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

The Project BSA contains three vegetation communities: Disturbed Desert Scrub, Desert Wash Habitat, Orchard, and Urban/Barren land
cover types, with Disturbed Desert Scrub being the predominant habitat within the BSA. The location of these communities are shown on
Figure 6 - Vegetation Communities? and the approximate area and land cover within the BSA are presented listed in Table E below.
The proposed Pipeline Alignment crosses through a total of 38 desert washes, which are discussed in threshold 4.4b below.

Table E - Vegetation Communities and Land Cover

Approximate Area
within BSA Land Cover
Vegetation Community (acres) within BSA
Disturbed Desert Scrub 89 48%
Desert Wash Habitat 7 4%
Orchard 6 3%
Urban/Barren 84 45%
Totals 186 100%
Disturbed Desert Scrub

Disturbed desert scrub habitat encompasses approximately 89 acres within the BSA. Construction of rural communities and supporting
infrastructure, regional agricultural, and invasion by non-native plants have modified this habitat community so that it reflects different
species composition and density than what would be expected in less disturbed areas of desert scrub. The southern portion of the BSA is
adjacent to the Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area and the desert scrub habitat in this area exhibited lots of damage from off-
highway vehicles and illegal dumping. Common species include native plants such as creosote bush (Larrea tridentata), cheesebrush
(Ambrosia salsola), and cattle saltbush (Atriplex polycarpa), as well as the non-native and invasive saltcedar (Tamarix ramosissima).
Disturbed Desert Scrub habitat provides ample foraging habitat for local bird and reptile species. (Appendix B, p. 9.)

Desert Wash Habitat

Desert wash habitat encompasses approximately 7 acres within the BSA and is formed and maintained by the runoff from the Santa Rosa
Mountains west of the Project. Vegetation within desert wash habitat is sparse but includes scattered desert shrubs/trees that serve as
habitat and food sources for local wildlife populations. Typical vegetation within this habitat includes blue paloverde (Parkinsonia florida),
smoketree (Psorothamnus

2 Figure 7 - Vegetation Communities is an 11 page figure that commences on page 51.
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spinosus), cattle saltbush, saltcedar, and creosote bush. As further discussed in the response to threshold 4.14b, the proposed alignment
crosses 38 desert washes, many of which are highly disturbed by off-road vehicular recreation. (Appendix B, p. 21.)

Orchard

Orchard habitat encompasses approximately 6 acres within the BSA and consists exclusively of date palms (Phoenix dactylifera). This
habitat primarily occurs north of 86 Avenue, in the northern extent of the BSA. Orchard habitat provides adequate cover and foraging
habitat for a variety of birds. ( Appendix B, p. 9.)

Urban/Barren

Roadways, which are interspersed throughout the BSA are either paved or barren and are devoid of any vegetation. The primary roadway
within the BSA is Highway 86 and its associated frontage roads. Roadways associated with urban centers adjacent to Highway 86 are
also present in the BSA. Urban development is interspersed along the entire Pipeline Alignment, but primarily occur within the
communities of Desert Shores and Salton City. (Appendix B, p. 9, 21.)

Less than significant with mitigation incorporated. Prior to field surveys, a list of regional special-status plant and wildlife species with
potential to occur within the Project vicinity was compiled from database searches. The database searches returned a total of 12 plant
species and 34 wildlife species with the potential to occur within the region. No special-status plant species have the potential to occur
within the BSA and no special status plant species were identified during the biological surveys. Based on the results of database
searches for federal and state listed species, no federal or state listed plant species are anticipated to occur within the BSA.

Of the 34 wildlife species with the potential to occur within the region, six (6) sensitive special-status wildlife species have the potential to
occur within the BSA. These consist of two (2) bird species, burrowing ow! (Athene cunicularia) and LeConte’s thrasher (Toxostoma
lecontei), two (2) mammal species, Palm Springs pocket mouse (Perognathus longimembris bangsi) and western yellow bat (Lasiurus
xanthinus), and two (2) reptile species, Colorado Desert fringe-toed lizard (Uma nonata) and flat-tailed horned lizard (Phrynosoma mcallii).
No federal or state listed wildlife species are anticipated to occur within the BSA. Table F - Special Status Wildlife Species Assessment
presents a description of the habitat for each species, the presence of habitat within the BSA, and the potential for each species to occur
within the BSA.

Table F - Special Status Wildlife Species Assessment

Species Name
(Scientific Name)

EDE

Present / Potential for Occurrence and

Status

Bird Species

Habitat Description

Absent

Rationale

Burrowing Owl
(Athene cunicularia)

The species inhabits arid, open areas
with sparse vegetation cover such as

shrub stages of pinyon-juniper and
ponderosa pine habitats. Nests in old
small mammal burrows but may dig
own burrow in soft soil. Nests are lines
with excrement, pellets, debris, grass,
and feathers. The species may use
pipes, culverts, and nest boxes, and
even buildings where burrows are

Present

Fed: -- deserts, abandoned agricultural areas, addition, the BSA includes gently sloping
State -- grasslands, and disturbed open terrain with soft soils, and sparsely spaced
CDFW: SSC habitats. Can be associated with open mammal burrows were found throughout the

High Potential: The BSA includes arid, open
areas that are sparsely vegetated. In

BSA. There is a recent (2021) eBird
occurrence located directly adjacent to
Highway 86 and North Marina Drive,
approximately 230 feet west of the BSA and
numerous other recent occurrences south of
the BSA near the Sonny Bono Salton Sea
National Wildlife Refuge. No burrowing owl
or signs of burrowing owl were observed
during the survey. However, due to the
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Table F - Special Status Wildlife Species Assessment

Species Name
(Scientific Name)

Status

Habitat
Present /
Absent

Potential for Occurrence and
Rationale

Habitat Description

scarce. Breeding occurs March
through August (below 5,300 feet).

presence of potentially suitable habitat and
recent local occurrences, burrowing owls
have a high potential to occur within the
BSA.

(Lasiurus xanthinus)
Fed: --

State --

CDFW: SSC

Angeles and San Bernardino Counties
south to the Mexican border. Inhabits
valley foothill riparian, desert riparian,
desert wash, and palm oasis habitats
in proximity to water. Species utilizes
trees and palms for roosting and
maternity colonies. Births in June and
July (below 2,000 feet).

LeConte’s thrasher An uncommon desert resident Absent Low to Moderate Potential: There is a
(Toxostoma lecontei) inhabiting open desert wash, desert recent (2019) eBird occurrence of this
Fed: -- scrub, alkali desert scrub, desert species approximately 7 miles west of the
State -- succulent shrub and Joshua tree BSA. The BSA includes disturbed desert
CDFW: SSC habitats with scattered desert shrubs scrub habitat with scattered shrubs as well
and cacti. Often nests in dense, spiny as open space. Due to the presence of
shrub or densely branched cactus in suitable habitat and a recent nearby
desert wash habitat, usually 2-8 feet occurrence, LeConte’s thrasher has a low to
above ground. Breeds January through moderate potential to occur within the BSA.
June. The species is especially wary of
hum