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Mitigation Measures 

None required.

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact.

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? 

The Project Site is surrounded by security fencing and is subject to facility maintenance 
activities that discourage wildlife use and occupation. Directly adjacent, however, is the 
San Jacinto River and its floodplain, which is an important wildlife corridor and also serves 
as a seasonal fishery. The Project Site is separated from this corridor by a large levee and 
by fencing. Impacts would be limited to the Project Site, which is wholly within the security 
fencing and lacks wildlife corridors and nursery sites. Project implementation will not 
create any new wildlife movement barriers or erect any new permanent fencing. No 
impacts to off-site wildlife corridors or nurseries would occur. There would be no impact. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

No Impact. 

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

The Proposed Project would not involve the removal of trees and does not propose actions 
in conflict with local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources. There would 
be no impact. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

No Impact. 
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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? 

There are two habitat conservation plans (HCPs) in the region – the Stephens’ Kangaroo 
Rat HCP and the Western Riverside County Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Plan 
(MSHCP) (Appendix C). The Project Site is located within the Stephen’s kangaroo rat HCP 
Plan Area but is not near any designated core areas for the HCP. As described above, the 
Project Site is already developed and does not provide suitable habitat for Stephen’s 
kangaroo rat and would not result in any conflicts with this HCP.  

The Project Site is located within the Plan Area for the Western Riverside County MSHCP, 
and approximately 1.5 acres of the eastern portion of Pond 2 is located within MSHCP 
Criteria Cell 2893. The Study Area is also adjacent to the San Jacinto River, which is 
designated as MSHCP Conserved Public/Quasi-Public Lands. EMWD is not a signatory to 
the MSHCP and is not required to obtain MSHCP consistency approval or rely on MSHCP 
take coverage unless EMWD elects to participate as a Special Entity or such participation 
is otherwise required by an approving/permitting agency. The Proposed Project would 
occur within an existing developed and maintained recycled water storage facility. As 
discussed in more detail in the BRA (Appendix C), the Proposed Project would not affect 
MSHCP Reserve Assembly goals, riparian/riverine or vernal pool habitat, narrow endemic 
plant species, or conserved lands, and would implement pre-construction surveys and 
avoidance measures for burrowing owl, San Bernardino Merriam’s kangaroo rat, Los 
Angeles pocket mouse, and other special-status species as described above. Therefore, 
the Proposed Project would not conflict with the goals or provisions of the MSHCP. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required.

Significance Determination 

No Impact. 
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4.5 Cultural Resources 

Issues
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of a 
historical resource pursuant to § 
15064.5?

   

b) Cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of an 
archaeological resource pursuant 
to § 15064.5?

    

c) Disturb any human remains, 
including those interred outside 
of dedicated cemeteries? 

    

Discussion 

A Cultural Resources Inventory was prepared for the Proposed Project in May 2026, which includes 
a comprehensive discussion on the archaeological, ethnographic, and historic context of the 
Project Site vicinity, as well as an evaluation of potential historic, cultural, and archaeological 
resources located within the Project Site (see Appendix D). The investigation included a literature 
review, records search, and field survey, which are evaluated in the impact analysis below, as well 
as a Sacred Lands File (SLF) search and Native American outreach, which are discussed in Section 
4.18. 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource 
pursuant to § 15064.5? 

No historical resources were identified within the Project Site during the Cultural Resources 
Inventory. The records search identified four previous cultural resource studies intersecting 
portions of the Project Site; however, no previously recorded cultural resources were 
identified within the Project Site. Within the 0.5-mile radius surrounding the Project Site, 
the records search identified 14 additional cultural resource studies and three previously 
recorded historic-period resources, consisting of a sparse refuse scatter, a historic 
residence, and remnants of the former Raymar Dairy facility. However, these resources are 
located outside of the Project Site and would not be impacted by the Proposed Project. In 
addition, the field survey of the Project Site did not identify any historic-period or 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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precontact cultural resources. Therefore, the Proposed Project would result in a less-than-
significant impact on historic resources. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to § 15064.5? 

No archaeological resources were identified within the Project Site during the Cultural 
Resources Inventory (Appendix D). The landforms within the Project Site consist primarily 
of former channels and riverwash associated with the San Jacinto River, which represent 
unstable depositional environments where intact archaeological deposits are unlikely to 
be preserved. Therefore, archaeological sensitivity within the Project Site is considered low. 
In addition, the field survey did not identify any new resources within the Project Site. As 
discussed in Impact a), the records search identified four previous cultural resource 
studies but did not identify any previously recorded cultural resources within the Project 
Site. Of the three previously recorded resources identified within the surrounding 0.5-mile 
radius, all were historic-period resources and none were archaeological in nature. In 
addition, a search of the Native American Heritage Commission SLF returned negative 
results, indicating a low potential for sensitive Native American cultural resources within 
or near the Project Site. However, previously unidentified archaeological resources could 
be encountered during ground-disturbing construction activities, which is a potentially 
significant impact. Implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-1 through CUL-5 would 
reduce impacts to archaeological resources by requiring monitoring during ground-
disturbing activities and establishing procedures for the identification, evaluation, and 
treatment of any resources discovered during construction. 

Mitigation Measures  

CUL-1: Tribal Monitoring  

Tribal Monitoring Agreement: At least 30 days prior to the start of ground-
disturbing activities, EMWD shall contact the Consulting Tribe to develop a 
Cultural Resources Treatment and Monitoring Agreement (Agreement). The 
Agreement shall address the treatment of archaeological resources 
inadvertently discovered on the project site; project grading; ground 
disturbance and development scheduling; the designation, responsibilities, 
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and participation of tribal monitor(s) during grading, excavation, and 
ground-disturbing activities; and compensation for the tribal monitors, 
including overtime, weekend rates, and mileage reimbursement. 

Tribal Monitoring: A tribal monitor shall be present for ground-disturbing 
activities associated with the project. At least seven business days prior to 
ground-disturbing activities, EMWD shall notify the Tribe(s) of the 
grading/excavation and monitoring program/schedule, to coordinate the 
tribal monitoring schedule. The tribal monitor shall have the authority to stop 
and redirect grading activities to evaluate the nature and significance of any 
archaeological resources discovered within the project limits. Such 
evaluation shall include culturally appropriate temporary and permanent 
treatment pursuant to the Cultural Resources Treatment and Monitoring 
Agreement, which may include avoidance of cultural resources, in-place 
preservation, data recovery, and/or reburial so the resources are not subject 
to further disturbance in perpetuity. Any reburial shall occur at a location 
determined between EMWD and the Consulting Tribe, details of which shall 
be addressed in the Cultural Resources Treatment and Monitoring 
Agreement. Treatment may also include curation of the cultural resources at 
a tribal curation facility, as determined in discussion among EMWD, the 
project archaeologist and tribal representatives as addressed in the Cultural 
Resources Treatment and Monitoring Agreement. 

CUL-2 Worker Training

Worker Environmental Awareness Program: A qualified archaeologist and 
Consulting Tribe(s) tribal monitor shall attend a pre-grade meeting with 
EMWD staff, the contractor, and appropriate subcontractors to discuss the 
monitoring program, including protocols to be followed if cultural material 
is encountered. A worker environmental awareness pamphlet shall be 
prepared and kept on site at all times in order to train new staff on protocols.

CUL-3 Evaluation of Discovered Artifacts

Artifacts discovered at the Project Site shall be inventoried and analyzed by 
the tribal monitor. A monitoring report will be prepared by the project 
archaeologist detailing the methods and results of the monitoring program, 
as well as the disposition of cultural material encountered. If no cultural 
material is encountered, a brief letter report will be sufficient to document 
monitoring activities. 

CUL-4 Disposition of Inadvertent Discoveries

If Native American cultural resources are recovered during the course of 
grading (inadvertent discoveries), the following procedures shall be carried 
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out for final disposition of the discoveries with the tribe. EMWD shall 
relinquish ownership of all cultural resources, including sacred items, burial 
goods, and all archaeological artifacts and non-human remains as part of the 
required mitigation for impacts to cultural resources, and adhere to the 
following: 

1. Preservation-in-place is the preferred option; preservation-in-place 
means avoiding the resources and leaving them in the place where 
they were found with no development affecting the integrity of the 
resource. 

2. If preservation-in-place is not feasible, on-site reburial of the 
discovered items as detailed in the plan required pursuant to 
Mitigation Measure CUL-1 is the next preferable treatment 
measure. This shall include measures and provisions to protect the 
future reburial area from further impacts in perpetuity. Reburial shall 
not occur until all legally required cataloging and basic recordation 
have been completed. No recordation of sacred items shall be 
permitted without the written consent of all Consulting Native 
American Tribal Governments. 

3. In the event that on-site reburial is not feasible, EMWD will enter into 
a curation agreement with an appropriate qualified repository within 
Riverside County that meets federal standards per 36 CFR 800 Part 
79 and therefore would be curated and made available to other 
archaeologists/researchers for further study. The collections and 
associated records shall be transferred, including title, to an 
appropriate curation facility within Riverside County, to be 
accompanied by payment of the fees necessary for permanent 
curation. 
 
 

CUL-5 Non-Disclosure of Reburial Locations

It is understood by all parties that unless otherwise required by law, the site 
of any reburial of culturally sensitive resources shall not be disclosed and 
shall not be governed by public disclosure requirements of the California 
Public Records Act. The coroner, pursuant to the specific exemption set forth 
in California Government Code 6254(r), parties, and Lead Agencies will be 
asked to withhold public disclosure information related to such reburial. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant with Mitigation. 
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c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of dedicated 
cemeteries? 

The Cultural Resources Inventory did not identify any records of human remains within the 
Project Site or surrounding 0.5-mile radius. While the likelihood of encountering human 
remains is low, there is the potential for unknown remains to be unearthed during ground-
disturbing construction activities, which could result in a potentially significant impact. 
Implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-6 would reduce potential impacts to human 
remains by halting work and contacting the County coroner to take the appropriate course 
of action.  

Mitigation Measures  

CUL-6 Procedure for Discovery of Human Remains 

If Native American human remains are encountered, Public Resources Code 
Section 5097.98 and California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 will 
be followed. If human remains are encountered, no further disturbance shall 
occur until the Riverside County Coroner has made the necessary findings as 
to the origin. Further, pursuant to California Public Resources Code Section 
5097.98(b), the remains shall be left in place and free from disturbance until 
a final decision as to the treatment and disposition has been made. If the 
Riverside County Coroner determines the remains to be Native American, 
the coroner shall contact the Native American Heritage Commission within 
24 hours. Subsequently, the Native American Heritage Commission shall 
identify the person or persons it believes to be the “most likely descendant.” 
The most likely descendant shall then make recommendations and engage 
in consultations concerning the treatment of the remains as provided in 
Public Resources Code Section 5097.98.
 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant with Mitigation. 
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4.6 Energy 

Issues
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Would the project:

a) Result in potentially significant 
environmental impact due to 
wasteful, inefficient, or 
unnecessary consumption of 
energy resources, during project 
construction or operation? 

   

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state 
or local plan for renewable 
energy or energy efficiency? 

    

Discussion 

This section evaluates whether construction or operation of the Proposed Project could result in 
the wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources. The analysis considers 
anticipated electricity and fuel use, consistency with applicable energy-efficiency plans and 
regulations, and opportunities to reduce energy demand. These issues are evaluated because 
efficient energy use helps conserve finite resources, reduce environmental effects associated with 
energy production and consumption, and support State and local energy-conservation goals. 

a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, 
or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or 
operation? 

Construction of the Proposed Project is anticipated to last 18 months and would result in 
energy consumption in the form of fuel (i.e. gasoline and diesel) for worker, hauling, and 
vendor vehicle trips. However, project-related fuel consumption would be temporary and 
would cease upon completion of construction. Fuel consumption associated with 
construction would also be typical of similar construction projects and would not require 
the use of new or uncommon energy resources beyond those routinely consumed in 
California. In addition, the Proposed Project would comply with CARB’s In-Use Off-Road 
Diesel-Fueled Fleets Regulation, which imposes limits on idling and mandates construction 
fleets reduce emissions by phasing out older high-emitting diesel vehicles, improving the 
overall fuel efficiency of the fleet. Therefore, construction of the Proposed Project would 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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not result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, and 
impacts would be less than significant.  

The Proposed Project, which involves passive recycled water storage, is expected to require 
a similar level of O&M activities as the existing ponds; therefore, operational energy usage 
is expected to remain consistent with existing conditions. Accordingly, operation of the 
Proposed Project would not result in a wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption 
of energy resources, and impacts would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required.  

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact.  

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy 
efficiency? 

Construction equipment used for the Proposed Project would comply with CARB’s In-Use 
Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Fleets Regulation. In addition, the Proposed Project involves 
passive recycled water storage and is not anticipated to substantially increase operational 
energy demand beyond existing conditions. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not 
conflict with or obstruct implementation of any applicable state or local plan for renewable 
energy or energy efficiency, and impacts would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact.  

  



Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Alessandro Ponds Optimization Phase II Project 49 September 2026 

4.7 Geology and Soils 

Issues
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Would the project:

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

    

i) Rupture of a known 
earthquake fault, as 
delineated on the most 
recent Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zoning 
Map, issued by the State 
Geologist for the area or 
based on other substantial 
evidence of a known fault? 
Refer to Division of Mines 
and Geology Special 
Publication 42.

   

ii) Strong seismic ground 
shaking?   

iii) Seismic-related ground 
failure, including 
liquefaction? 

    

iv) Landslides?   
b) Result in substantial soil erosion 

or the loss of topsoil?

c) Be located on a geologic unit or 
soil that is unstable, or that 
would become unstable as a 
result of the project, and 
potentially result in on- or off-
site landslide, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction or 
collapse?

    

d) Be located on expansive soil, as 
defined in Table 18-1-B of the 
Uniform Building Code (1994), 

   

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
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creating substantial direct or 
indirect risks to life or property?

e) Have soils incapable of 
adequately supporting the use of 
septic tanks or alternative waste 
water disposal systems where 
sewers are not available for the 
disposal of waste water? 

    

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a 
unique paleontological resource 
or site or unique geologic 
feature?

  

Discussion 

This section evaluates whether the Proposed Project could expose people or structures to hazards 
associated with geologic, seismic, or soil conditions. The analysis considers potential effects 
related to fault rupture, seismic ground shaking, liquefaction, landslides, erosion, unstable or 
expansive soils, soil suitability for wastewater disposal systems, and paleontological resources. 
These issues are evaluated because unsuitable geologic and soil conditions could affect structural 
stability, public safety, and the integrity of proposed facilities or result in the loss of scientifically 
important paleontological resources. A map of soils within the Project Site is provided as Figure 
4-3. 

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk 
of loss, injury, or death involving: 
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-

Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map, issued by the State Geologist for the area 
or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of 
Mines and Geology Special Publication 42. 
According to the Geotechnical Investigation Report prepared for the Proposed Project 
(Appendix A), the Project Site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault 
Zone or other known active fault zone. The nearest Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault 
Zone is associated with the San Jacinto Fault Zone, including the Claremont Fault 
located approximately 800 feet northeast of the Project Site and the Casa Loma Fault 
located approximately 2.06 miles southwest of the Project Site (Appendix A). 
Although the Project Site is located within a seismically active region of Southern 
California, no known active fault is mapped as crossing the Project Site. Appendix A 
concluded that the likelihood of surface fault rupture occurring at the Project Site 
during the life of the proposed improvements is low. Therefore, the potential for 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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surface fault rupture at the Project Site is low, and the Proposed Project would not 
expose people or structures to substantial adverse effects associated with rupture of 
a known earthquake fault. Impacts would be less than significant. 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? 

The Project Site is located within a seismically active region of Southern California and 
could be subject to strong ground shaking from earthquakes occurring on nearby 
active faults. A deterministic seismic hazard analysis was performed as part of 
Appendix A for the Project Site. This analysis identified the San Jacinto Fault Zone as 
the controlling seismic source, and it is expected that very strong ground shaking 
could occur at the Project Site (estimated maximum considered earthquake ground 
acceleration of approximately 0.446g). Appendix A concluded that the potential for 
strong ground motion at the Project Site is high during the design life of the Proposed 
Project. Although the Project Site could experience strong seismic ground shaking, 
the Proposed Project consists of improvements to an existing recycled water storage 
facility and would not involve the construction of habitable structures or other land 
uses that would substantially increase the number of people exposed to seismic 
hazards. Furthermore, Appendix A concluded that the Proposed Project is feasible 
from a geotechnical standpoint, provided that the recommendations contained in the 
report are incorporated into project design and construction. These 
recommendations include requirements related to earthwork, fill placement and 
compaction, excavation and trench construction, foundation design, drainage control, 
and geotechnical observation during construction. Implementation of these 
recommendations would reduce potential geologic and seismic hazards associated 
with strong ground shaking The Proposed Project would also be designed and 
constructed in accordance with the California Building Code. Therefore, compliance 
with applicable building and implementation of the recommendations contained in 
Appendix A would reduce seismic hazards to acceptable levels. Impacts related to 
strong seismic ground shaking would be less than significant. 

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

Liquefaction is the process by which saturated, unconsolidated soils temporarily lose 
strength during strong seismic shaking and behave as a fluid. Liquefaction is most 
likely to occur in loose sandy soils with shallow groundwater conditions. Soils 
underlying the Project Site primarily consist of sandy alluvial soils of the Dello and 
Grangeville series with generally low slopes ranging from 0 to 5 percent (Natural 
Resources Conservation Service, 2026; Figure 4-3). Although the California Geological 
Survey does not identify the Project Site within a mapped liquefaction hazard zone, 
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Appendix A evaluated liquefaction potential because operation of the ponds can 
saturate underlying soils. Under assumed maximum pond water levels and a design-
level seismic event, the geotechnical investigation identified potentially liquefiable 
soil layers beneath portions of the Project Site and estimated seismic settlement 
ranging from approximately 5 to 9 inches. However, as discussed in Impact a.ii), 
Appendix A did determine that the Proposed Project is feasible from a geotechnical 
standpoint, provided that the recommendations contained in the report are 
incorporated into project design and construction. The Proposed Project would be 
designed and constructed in accordance with the recommendations of Appendix A 
and applicable California Building Code requirements. Therefore, impacts related to 
seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction, would be less than significant. 

iv) Landslides? 

Seismically induced landslides and other slope failures can occur during or following 
earthquakes in areas characterized by steep terrain and unstable slopes. The Project 
Site consists of an existing recycled water storage facility located on relatively flat 
terrain and is not located on or adjacent to steep natural slopes. Although the 
Proposed Project includes expansion of the ponds and raising of existing berms, it 
would not alter regional topography or create conditions that would increase the 
potential for landslides. Furthermore, Appendix A concluded that the potential for 
earthquake-induced landslides at the Project Site is low. Therefore, the potential for 
seismically induced landslides or slope failure at the Project Site is low, and impacts 
related to landslides would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact. 
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b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Construction of the Proposed Project would involve excavation, grading, berm raising, 
pipeline installation, and other activities that would temporarily disturb soils and increase 
the potential for erosion. As described in Section 2.6, Environmental Commitments, the 
contractor would prepare and implement a SWPPP in accordance with the National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Construction General Permit. The SWPPP 
would include BMPs to control erosion, sedimentation, stormwater runoff, and tracking of 
soils onto public roadways. In addition, disturbed pond berms would be stabilized through 
the application of soil-cement. Therefore, substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil would 
not occur during construction or operation , and impacts would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact. 

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable 
as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 

As discussed under Impacts a.iii) and a.iv), the Project Site is relatively flat, is not located 
on or adjacent to steep slopes susceptible to landslides, and would be designed and 
constructed in accordance with the recommendations contained in the Appendix A. 
Although the Proposed Project would involve excavation, grading, and berm raising 
activities, the pond berms would be stabilized through the application of soil-cement to 
improve long-term slope stability. Appendix A concluded that onsite soils have negligible 
collapse potential and a very low expansive potential, with an expansion index of 0. In 
addition, the report evaluated liquefaction and seismic settlement hazards and concluded 
that the Proposed Project is feasible from a geotechnical standpoint provided its 
recommendations are incorporated into project design and construction. Therefore, the 
Proposed Project would not be located on a geologic unit or soil that would become 
unstable and result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, 
collapse, or expansive soil hazards. Impacts would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 



Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Alessandro Ponds Optimization Phase II Project 55 September 2026 

Significance Determination

Less-than-Significant Impact.

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code 
(1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property? 

Expansive soils can shrink and swell as moisture content changes, which can result in 
damage to foundations, pavements, pipelines, and other improvements. As discussed 
under Impact a.iii), soils underlying the Project Site are characterized by very low linear 
extensibility, indicating a low shrink-swell potential. Appendix A concluded that onsite 
soils have a very low expansive potential, with an Expansion Index of zero, and that 
expansive soils are not anticipated to be present at the Project Site. The Proposed Project 
would also be designed and constructed in accordance with the recommendations 
contained in Appendix A. Therefore, impacts associated with expansive soils would be 
less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact.  

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative 
waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of 
waste water? 

The Proposed Project would not require septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal 
systems because it would not generate wastewater needing treatment. Any temporary 
sanitary facilities used during construction would be serviced by an authorized waste 
hauler and would not be disposed of onsite. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

No Impact. 
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f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 

Ground-disturbing activities associated with the Proposed Project, including pond 
excavation, pipeline trenching, monitoring well relocation, and berm improvements, could 
encounter previously unknown paleontological resources during construction. The Project 
Site is underlain by Quaternary alluvium  (Figure 4-3 and Appendix A), a geologic unit 
that is considered to have high paleontological sensitivity at depths of 10 feet or greater 
below the ground surface (County of Riverside, 2015). The Project Site is also located within 
an existing disturbed recycled water storage facility that has been subject to prior grading 
and excavation activities, which reduces the potential for intact paleontological resources 
to occur near the surface. Most excavation activities associated with the Proposed Project 
would occur at relatively shallow depths; however, pond deepening and monitoring well 
construction could extend into previously undisturbed sediments with higher 
paleontological sensitivity. Therefore, there is some potential to encounter previously 
unknown paleontological resources during excavation. Mitigation Measure GEO-1 
requires a paleontological resources mitigation and monitoring plan to be prepared prior 
to commencing construction activities that would exceed four feet in depth. Therefore, 
while there is some potential to encounter previously unknown paleontological resources 
during excavation, impacts would be less than significant with mitigation. 

Mitigation Measures  

GEO-1: Paleontological Resources Mitigation and Monitoring Plan  

A Paleontological Resources Mitigation and Monitoring Plan shall be 
prepared prior to commencing construction activities that would exceed four 
feet in depth that could directly affect geologic formations with high 
paleontological resource sensitivity. A qualified paleontologist shall be 
retained to carry out and manage the plan. Fieldwork may be carried out by 
a qualified paleontological monitor working under the direction of the 
paleontologist. Components of the Paleontological Resources Mitigation 
and Monitoring Plan shall include, but not be limited to: 

 The paleontologist shall attend the pre-grading meeting(s) to inform 
the grading and excavation contractors of the paleontological 
resource mitigation program and shall consult with them with respect 
to its implementation. 

 The paleontological monitor shall spot check the original cutting of 
previously undisturbed sediments within high-resource-sensitivity 
formations at subsurface depths of four feet or greater to inspect 
exposed cuts for fossils. 

■ 

■ 
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If fossils are discovered, the paleontologist or monitor shall recover 
them. In instances where recovery requires an extended salvage time, 
the paleontologist or monitor shall be allowed to temporarily direct, 
divert, or halt ground-disturbing activities to allow recovery of fossil 
remains in a timely manner. Where deemed appropriate by the 
paleontologist or monitor, a screen-washing operation for small 
fossil remains shall be set up. 

 Recovered fossils, along with copies of pertinent field notes, 
photographs, and maps, shall be deposited in a scientific institution 
with paleontological collections. A final summary report that outlines 
the results of the mitigation program shall be completed. This report 
shall include discussion of the methods used, stratigraphy exposed, 
fossils collected, and significance of recovered fossils. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant with Mitigation.  

4.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Issues 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas 
emissions, either directly or 
indirectly, that may have a 
significant impact on the 
environment?

   

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, 
policy or regulation adopted for 
the purpose of reducing the 
emissions of greenhouse gases?

    

Discussion 

The detailed greenhouse gas (GHG) analysis presented in Appendix B, including the regulatory 
framework, environmental setting, methodology, and full impact analysis, is incorporated herein 
by reference. The discussion below provides a summary of impacts. 

■ 

■ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a 
significant impact on the environment? 

The 2019 Riverside County Climate Action Plan (CAP) establishes a screening threshold of 
3,000 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent ( ) per year for small projects 
(Riverside County, 2019). Projects below this threshold are considered less than significant 
and would not require mitigation. Based on guidance from the SCAQMD, total 
construction GHG emissions resulting from a project should be amortized over the lifetime 
of a project, which is defined as 30 years (SCAQMD, 2008). GHG emissions associated with 
the Proposed Project would result primarily from construction activities and would involve 
emissions from off-road heavy equipment operation, worker vehicle commutes, and haul 
truck activity for the export of approximately 120,400 CY of excavated soil. The Proposed 
Project is not expected to generate operational GHG emissions, as it involves passive water 
storage and would not require increased levels of O&M activities. Consequently, 
operational emissions were not quantified and there are no emissions to compare against 
established thresholds. Total GHG emissions from the Proposed Project’s two-year 
construction duration are detailed in Table 4-3 and are approximately 2,485.72 MT CO2e 
total, or 82.86 MT CO2e amortized, below the 3,000 MT CO2e/year screening threshold 
established by the Riverside County CAP. Accordingly, impacts would be less than 
significant and no mitigation is required. 

Table 4-3: Total Estimated Construction GHG Emissions (MT CO2e/year) 

Summary Report Emissions 
2027 1,644.08 
2028 841.64 

Total Construction Emissions  2,485.72 
Amortized Construction Emissions 82.86

2019 Riverside CAP Threshold  3,000
Thresholds Exceeded? No

Source: Appendix B 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact. 
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b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of 
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

As discussed in Impact a), the Proposed Project would result in construction GHG 
emissions below the 3,000 MT CO2e/year screening threshold, as established by the 
Riverside County CAP, and negligible operational GHG emissions. As such, the Proposed 
Project would not result in emissions that would adversely affect state-wide attainment of 
GHG emission reduction goals as described in Assembly Bill (AB) 32 and Senate Bill (SB) 
32. AB 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, established a statewide 
goal of reducing GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020, while SB 32 extended California's 
climate goals by requiring a reduction in statewide GHG emissions to 40 percent below 
1990 levels by 2030. Project emissions would therefore have a less than cumulatively 
considerable contribution to global climate change impacts, and the Proposed Project 
would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose 
of reducing GHG emissions. No impact would occur.  

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

No Impact. 

4.9 Hazards and Hazardous Materials  

Issues 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant 

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?

   

b) Create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment 
through reasonably foreseeable 
upset and accident conditions 
involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the 
environment?

    

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 



Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Alessandro Ponds Optimization Phase II Project 60 September 2026 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or 
handle hazardous or acutely 
hazardous materials, substances, 
or waste within one-quarter mile 
of an existing or proposed 
school?

   

d) Be located on a site which is 
included on a list of hazardous 
materials sites compiled 
pursuant to Government Code § 
65962.5 and, as a result, would it 
create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment?

    

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

    

f) Impair implementation of or 
physically interfere with an 
adopted emergency response 
plan or emergency evacuation 
plan?

    

g) Expose people or structures, 
either directly or indirectly, to a 
significant risk of loss, injury or 
death involving wildland fires?

    

Discussion 

This section evaluates whether construction or operation of the Proposed Project could create a 
significant risk to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, storage, or 
disposal of hazardous materials or through reasonably foreseeable accidental releases. The 
analysis also considers existing hazardous-materials sites, proximity to schools and airports, 
emergency-response and evacuation planning, and wildfire-related hazards where applicable. 
These issues are evaluated because hazardous conditions or accidental releases could adversely 
affect public health, worker safety, soil, groundwater, surface water, and surrounding land uses. 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 

Construction of the Proposed Project would involve the use of routine hazardous materials 
such as fuels, lubricants, and solvents. For the purpose of this analysis, hazardous materials 
are substances that, because of their chemical or physical properties, could pose a risk to 
human health or the environment if improperly handled, stored, used, or released. In small 
quantities, and with proper management, these materials are not acutely hazardous and 
do not represent a significant hazard to the public or the environment. Improper handling 
of hazardous materials has the potential to result in spills or leaks, which could 
contaminate soil, groundwater, and surface water, including the nearby San Jacinto River. 
However, as described in Section 2.6, the Proposed Project would be subject to EMWD 
standard construction specifications, practices, and procedures, which require compliance 
with all relevant and applicable federal, State, and local regulations that pertain to the 
transport, storage, use, and disposal of hazardous materials and waste during construction 
of proposed facilities. Specifically, the Proposed Project would be required to comply with 
CCR Title 22 and the Hazardous Waste Control Law; the Division of Occupational Safety 
and Health of California Construction Safety Plan/Hazard Communication Program; and 
CFR Section 1910.120, Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency Response. During 
operation, the Proposed Project would involve the use of small quantities of vermin 
abatement and weed control products, as needed. However, these uses represent routine 
facility maintenance activities that would be subject to applicable State and local 
regulations. Therefore, impacts related to the routine transport, use, or disposal of 
hazardous materials would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required.  

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact. 

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably 
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous 
materials into the environment? 

As described in Impact a) above, construction and operation of the Proposed Project 
would involve the use of routine hazardous materials; however, these materials are not 
acutely hazardous and do not represent a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment. However, construction and operation activities could result in accidental 
spills or releases of fuels, lubricants, or other hazardous materials. To reduce this risk, the 
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Proposed Project would be required to comply with the Division of Occupational Safety 
and Health of California Construction Safety Plan/Hazard Communication Program and 29 
CFR 1910.120, Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency Response. These regulations 
establish requirements for hazardous material handling, worker safety, and emergency 
response procedures. Therefore, impacts related to reasonably foreseeable upset and 
accident conditions involving hazardous materials would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required.

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact.  

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? 

Rose-Salgado Elementary School is located approximately 0.27 mile south of Pond 3. 
Hazardous materials utilized during construction of the Proposed Project would be limited 
to small amounts of fuels, lubricants, and solvents, which do not represent a significant 
hazard to the public or environment. Project construction would be undertaken in 
compliance with applicable federal, state, and local regulations pertaining to the proper 
use of these common hazardous materials. During operation, the Proposed Project would 
involve the use of small quantities of vermin abatement and weed control products, as 
needed. However, these uses represent routine facility maintenance activities that would 
be subject to applicable State and local regulations. Therefore, the Proposed Project would 
not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 
one-quarter miles of a school. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact. 

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled 
pursuant to Government Code § 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant 
hazard to the public or the environment? 

Review of the EnviroStor and GeoTracker databases determined that the Project Site is not 
located on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code 
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Section 65962.5 (DTSC, 2026; SWRCB, 2026). Therefore, the Proposed Project would not 
create a significant hazard to the public or environment. There would be no impact. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

No 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 working in 
the project area? 

The Project Site is not located within an airport land use plan. The nearest airport, Hemet-
Ryan Airport, is located approximately 6.2 miles southwest of the Project Site. Accordingly, 
the Proposed Project is not located within the two-mile distance where airport operations 
could expose people to safety hazards or excessive noise. Therefore, the Proposed Project 
would not result in a safety hazard or excessive noise related to airport use for people 
residing or working in the Project area; there would be no impact.   

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

No Impact. 

f) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

The Proposed Project would result in a temporary increase in vehicle traffic during 
construction. However, as described in Section 2.6, construction traffic would be managed 
through implementation of a Traffic Control and Detour Plan approved by the City and 
County, which would maintain traffic flow and ensure emergency access is maintained 
throughout construction activities. Upon completion of construction, roadways would 
return to existing conditions. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not impair 
implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan, and impacts would be less than significant. 
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Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact. 

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, 
injury or death involving wildland fires? 

The Project Site is located primarily within “Very High” and “High” Fire Hazard Severity 
Zones (FHSZ), with a small portion located within a Moderate FHSZ, and is in a Local 
Responsibility Area (California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection [CAL FIRE], 
2026). However, the Proposed Project would not introduce any habitable structures or 
substantially increase human presence onsite that could expose people to a significant risk 
of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires. Human presence at the Project Site would 
be limited to temporary construction activities and periodic O&M activities, which would 
remain consistent with existing conditions at the facility.  

During construction, the Proposed Project could temporarily increase wildfire ignition risk 
through the use of construction equipment and vehicles on site. However, the Project Site 
is largely denuded of vegetation due to ongoing maintenance practices which minimizes 
the risk of fire. Furthermore, as described in Section 2.6, the Proposed Project would be 
subject to EMWD standard construction specifications, practices, and procedures, which 
require the implementation of fire prevention measures. These measures include regular 
inspection of the work area and storage areas to ensure fire prevention measures are 
enforced, maintaining fully charged fire extinguishers onsite, equipping construction 
equipment with spark arrestors, using a fire watch or spotter during welding activities, and 
properly storing flammable materials to prevent ignition. With the implementation of 
these measures, impacts would be less than significant.   

Mitigation Measures  

None required.  

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact.  

  



Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Alessandro Ponds Optimization Phase II Project 65 September 2026 

4.10 Hydrology and Water Quality 

Issues
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality 
standards or waste discharge 
requirements or otherwise 
substantially degrade surface or 
ground water quality?

   

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

    

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

    

i) result in a substantial 
erosion or siltation on- or 
off-site;

    

ii) substantially increase the 
rate or amount of surface 
runoff in a manner which 
would result in flooding on- 
or offsite; 

    

iii) create or contribute runoff 
water which would exceed 
the capacity of existing or 
planned stormwater 
drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional 
sources of polluted runoff; 
or 

   

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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iv) impede or redirect flood 
flows?   

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or 
seiche zones, risk release of 
pollutants due to project 
inundation?

 

e) Conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of a water 
quality control plan or 
sustainable groundwater 
management plan?

    

Discussion 

This section evaluates whether construction or operation of the Proposed Project could adversely 
affect surface water, groundwater, drainage patterns, or water quality. The analysis considers 
potential effects related to erosion, stormwater runoff, flooding, groundwater recharge and 
supplies, and consistency with applicable water-quality control plans and sustainable groundwater 
management programs. These issues are evaluated because changes in drainage or the release 
of pollutants could affect water resources, aquatic environments, nearby properties, and public 
health. 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise 
substantially degrade surface or ground water quality? 
The Project Site is located adjacent to the San Jacinto River and surface water features 
occur south of the site across Ramona Expressway, including an emergent wetland and 
freshwater ponds (USFWS, 2026; Figure 4-2). Construction of the Proposed Project would 
involve excavation, grading, pond deepening, berm improvements, pipeline installation, 
dewatering, and soil export, which could temporarily increase the potential for erosion, 
sedimentation, non-stormwater discharges, and accidental spills that could affect surface 
water or groundwater quality. Dewatering associated with excavation of saturated soils 
beneath the ponds would require temporary groundwater pumping. Groundwater 
generated during dewatering would be reused onsite for soil compaction or dust control, 
pumped to Pond 1A, and/or discharged to an existing EMWD sewer adjacent to the site 
located on Ramona Expressway just southwest of Pond 3 (Figure 2-4). Discharge to the 
existing sewer could be conducted via a temporary above-ground pipe. Groundwater 
would not be discharged to any wetlands or streams. As described in Section 2.6, 
Environmental Commitments, the contractor would be required to prepare and implement 
a SWPPP and associated BMPs in accordance with the NPDES Construction General Permit. 
These measures would control erosion, sedimentation, non-stormwater discharges, and 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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accidental releases during construction. Following construction, operation of the 
expanded recycled water storage facility would be similar to existing conditions and would 
not introduce new sources of pollutants that could substantially degrade surface water or 
groundwater quality.  

Therefore, the Proposed Project would not violate water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface water or groundwater 
quality. Impacts would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination

Less-than-Significant Impact.  

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

The Proposed Project would expand an existing recycled water storage facility and would 
not substantially increase groundwater extraction, water demand, or introduce new 
residential, commercial, industrial, or agricultural uses requiring groundwater supplies. 
Although temporary dewatering would occur during construction, the extracted 
groundwater would be managed onsite or discharged to the existing EMWD sewer system 
and would not constitute a long-term groundwater withdrawal. In addition, the Proposed 
Project would not substantially increase impervious surfaces, alter groundwater recharge 
patterns within the basin, or impede implementation of the applicable groundwater 
sustainability plan. Rather, the Proposed Project is intended to increase EMWD’s capacity 
to store recycled water produced by existing reclamation facilities for later beneficial reuse, 
thereby supporting sustainable water resource management. Therefore, the Proposed 
Project would not substantially decrease groundwater supplies, interfere with groundwater 
recharge, or conflict with sustainable groundwater management of the basin, and impacts 
would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required.  

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact. 
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c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including 
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of 
impervious surfaces, in a manner which would: 
i) result in a substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; 

Construction of the Proposed Project would involve excavation, grading, pond 
deepening, berm improvements, pipeline installation, and other ground-disturbing 
activities that could temporarily increase the potential for erosion and sedimentation. 
As discussed under Impact a), the contractor would prepare and implement a SWPPP 
and associated BMPs in accordance with the NPDES Construction General Permit to 
control erosion, sedimentation, and stormwater runoff during construction. In 
addition, disturbed pond berms would be stabilized through the application of soil-
cement. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not substantially alter existing 
drainage patterns in a manner that would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- 
or off-site, and impacts would be less than significant. 

ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which 
would result in flooding on- or offsite; 

The Proposed Project would occur within an existing recycled water storage facility 
and would not substantially increase impervious surfaces onsite. Although temporary 
grading and construction activities could alter localized drainage patterns during 
construction, implementation of the SWPPP and associated BMPs would control 
runoff from disturbed areas. Following construction, the expanded ponds would 
continue to function as water storage facilities and would not substantially increase 
surface runoff or flooding potential. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not 
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would 
result in flooding on- or off-site, and impacts would be less than significant. 

iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or 
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources 
of polluted runoff; or 

As discussed under Impact a), the contractor would prepare and implement a SWPPP 
and associated BMPs in accordance with the NPDES Construction General Permit to 
minimize erosion, sedimentation, and polluted runoff during construction. The 
Proposed Project would not substantially increase impervious surfaces or generate 
substantial new stormwater runoff during operation. In addition, the Proposed Project 
would not require construction of new stormwater drainage infrastructure or 
substantially alter existing drainage systems. Therefore, the Proposed Project would 
not create or contribute runoff water that would exceed the capacity of existing or 
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planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff, and impacts would be less than significant. 

iv) impede or redirect flood flows? 

The Project Site is adjacent to the San Jacinto River levee system and located within 
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Zone X (Area with Reduced 
Flood Risk due to Levee) (FEMA, 2026). Appendix A further determined that the 
Project Site is not located within a dam inundation hazard area identified by the 
California Department of Water Resources Division of Safety of Dams. The Proposed 
Project would not alter the course of the San Jacinto River or other offsite 
watercourses and would not impede the function of the adjacent levee. Although 
temporary construction access may occur adjacent to the levee, no construction 
activities would occur on the levee itself. In addition, the Proposed Project would not 
substantially increase impervious surfaces or alter regional drainage patterns. 
Therefore, the Proposed Project would not impede or redirect flood flows, and 
impacts would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required.  

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact.  

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project 
inundation? 

As discussed under Impact c.iv), the Project Site is located adjacent to the San Jacinto 
River levee system within FEMA Flood Zone and is not located within a dam inundation 
hazard area. Appendix A also concluded that the Project Site is not subject to tsunami 
hazards. Construction activities would involve the use of fuels, lubricants, and other 
materials that could potentially affect water quality if released. However, implementation 
of the SWPPP and associated BMPs, as discussed under Impact a), would minimize the 
potential for accidental spills and pollutant releases during construction. In addition, 
operation of the Proposed Project would be similar to existing conditions and would not 
involve substantial quantities of hazardous materials that could be released as a result of 
inundation. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not create a significant risk of release 
of pollutants due to flooding, tsunami, or seiche hazards, and impacts would be less than 
significant. 
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Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact. 

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or 
sustainable groundwater management plan? 

As discussed under Impact a) and b), construction activities associated with the Proposed 
Project could potentially affect water quality or groundwater conditions if not properly 
managed. However, the Proposed Project would implement BMPs and erosion control 
measures through implementation of a site-specific SWPPP in compliance with the NPDES 
Construction General Permit and would not substantially increase groundwater extraction 
or interfere with groundwater recharge. In addition, the Proposed Project is intended to 
improve EMWD’s ability to store recycled water produced by existing reclamation facilities 
for later reuse. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of an applicable water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater 
management plan. Impacts would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required.  

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact.  
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4.11 Land Use and Planning 

Issues
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established 
community?  

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

    

Discussion 

This section evaluates whether the Proposed Project could physically divide an established 
community or conflict with an applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted to avoid or 
mitigate an environmental effect. The analysis considers the relationship of the Proposed Project 
to surrounding land uses and relevant planning documents. These issues are evaluated because 
incompatible development or conflicts with adopted land use policies could adversely affect 
community cohesion, planned development patterns, and environmental resources. 

a) Physically divide an established community? 

The Proposed Project involves the increase in water storage capacity of the existing ponds 
through deepening, expansion, and raising of the berms. The Proposed Project would be 
contained within the Project Site and would not physically divide an established 
community. A construction access easement would be placed immediately west of Pond 3 
but would be returned to its existing state following project completion. Additionally, the 
existing fence would be moved to the EMWD property line, although this would not 
physically divide an established community and would remain on EMWD land. No impact 
would occur. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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Significance Determination

No Impact.

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

The Alessandro Ponds recycled water facility has been located at the Project Site since the 
1980s.  

A portion of the Project Site is located in the City limits and has a General Plan designation 
of Public/Institutional (City of San Jacinto, 2022), while the remainder of the Project Site is 
located within the jurisdiction of the County and has an agricultural land use designation 
(County of Riverside, 2021). The Proposed Project would improve the existing recycled 
water facility through the expansion of ponds and would not alter the current land use of 
the Project Site or physically impact any surrounding land uses. As described throughout 
this IS/MND, any potentially significant impacts to the environment would be mitigated, 
and all other impacts not requiring mitigation would be less than significant or would have 
no impact. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not conflict with any land use plan, 
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental 
effect. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact.
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4.12 Mineral Resources 

Issues
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of 
a known mineral resource that 
would be a value to the region 
and the residents of the state?

   

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

 

Discussion 

This section evaluates whether the Proposed Project could result in the loss of availability of known 
mineral resources that are valuable to the region or the State. The analysis considers mineral 
resource areas identified in applicable plans, maps, or regulatory classifications, as well as locally 
important mineral recovery sites. These issues are evaluated because development within 
designated mineral resource areas could permanently preclude the future extraction of 
economically or regionally significant resources. 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be a value 
to the region and the residents of the state? 

The Riverside County General Plan Multipurpose Open Space Element designates the 
Project Site as Mineral Resource Zone (MRZ)-3, land for which the significance of mineral 
resources cannot be determined (County of Riverside, 2015). Land classified as MRZ-3 is 
not considered a significant mineral resource. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not 
result in the loss of availability of known mineral resources that would be of value to the 
region and the residents of the state or of a locally important mineral resource recovery 
site. No impact would occur. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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Significance Determination

No Impact.

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

The Land Use Plan in the San Jacinto Valley Area Plan (Riverside County General Plan) does 
not identify the Project Site an Open Space for mineral resources (County of Riverside, 
2021). The Project Site is not delineated as a locally important mineral resource recovery 
site on any local land use plans. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not impact a locally 
important mineral resource recovery site and no impact would occur. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

No Impact.  

4.13 Noise 

Issues 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Would the project result in: 

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

  

b) Generation of excessive 
groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? 

    

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 

    

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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airport, would the project expose 
people residing or working in the 
project area to excessive noise 
levels? 

Discussion 

This section evaluates whether construction or operation of the Proposed Project could expose 
nearby sensitive receptors to excessive noise or groundborne vibration. The analysis considers 
temporary construction noise, operational noise, vibration, and consistency with applicable local 
noise standards and land use compatibility criteria. These issues are evaluated because excessive 
noise or vibration can disrupt daily activities, interfere with sleep and communication, and 
adversely affect the health and well-being of nearby residents and other sensitive receptors. 

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

Construction 

Onsite Construction 

Construction of the Proposed Project would result in temporary increases in ambient noise 
levels from operation of heavy equipment associated with pond excavation, grading, berm 
repair and raising, pipeline installation, monitoring well relocation, soil export, and soil-
cement placement. Construction equipment would include excavators, scrapers, dozers, 
graders, rollers, drill rigs, water trucks, and a temporary soil-cement batch plant. 
Construction is anticipated to occur over approximately 18 months. The Project Site is 
located partially within the City of San Jacinto and partially within unincorporated Riverside 
County. As discussed in Section 2.6, construction activities  would occur between 7:00 
a.m. and 5:00 p.m. on weekdays. These hours would be compliant with the City of San 
Jacinto Development Code Section 8.40.090 and Riverside County Ordinance No. 847, 
however, EMWD, as a public agency, is not subject to other jurisdictional agencies’ 
established noise standards, such as from the City or County. Furthermore, EMWD has not 
established an applicable noise standard of its own for permanent or temporary ambient 
noise levels. Instead, EMWD voluntarily follows a “good neighbor” approach by applying 
local and federal noise standards as appropriate to evaluate the Proposed Project’s noise 
impacts under CEQA. 

An Acoustical Analysis Report was prepared for the Proposed Project (Appendix E). The 
analysis evaluated construction noise levels at the nearest sensitive receptors, consisting 
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of four residences (all associated with a residential community located approximately 0.38 
miles south of Pond 3) and one school located (approximately 0.27 mile south of Pond 3). 
The locations of the modeled sensitive receptors are shown on Figure 4 of Appendix E. 
Construction noise modeling was performed using CadnaA acoustical modeling software 
and assumed a conservative worst-case condition in which all construction equipment 
would operate simultaneously. Because neither the City nor County establishes a 
quantitative construction noise threshold, Appendix E utilized a construction noise 
criterion of 80 A-weighted decibels (dBA) equivalent continuous sound level (Leq) at 
residential land uses based on the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Transit Noise and 
Vibration Impact Assessment Manual for evaluating temporary construction noise impacts 
at noise-sensitive receptors.  

Predicted construction noise levels at the nearest sensitive receptors ranged from 49.9 dBA 
Leq to 54.8 dBA Leq. The highest predicted noise level, 54.8 dBA Leq at the residence located 
at 21848 Olmstead Street, would remain approximately 25 dBA below the 80 dBA Leq

threshold. Therefore, temporary construction noise would not result in a substantial 
increase in ambient noise levels. 

While temporary construction noise impacts would be less than significant, the Proposed 
Project incorporates several construction noise (BMPs to minimize temporary noise effects 
(see Section 2.6). These measures include limiting construction activities to daytime hours 
consistent with City of San Jacinto Development Code Section 8.40.090 and Riverside 
County Ordinance 847; locating stationary noise-generating equipment, staging areas, 
and materials as far from sensitive receptors as feasible; orienting equipment to minimize 
noise exposure to adjacent receptors; maintaining construction equipment in good 
working order and utilizing appropriate noise control devices such as mufflers and engine 
enclosures; prohibiting unnecessary idling of internal combustion engines; utilizing 
electrically powered equipment where feasible; and limiting the use of horns, alarms, 
whistles, and bells to safety warning purposes only. These measures would further reduce 
temporary construction noise exposure at nearby sensitive receptors. Construction 
impacts would be less than significant. 

Off-Site Hauling 

In addition to on-site construction, Proposed Project would also generate temporary truck 
traffic associated with the export of approximately 120,400 cy of soil. As described in 
Appendix E, traffic noise impacts were evaluated using CadnaA acoustical modeling 
software to compare existing traffic noise levels along representative haul routes (see 
Figure 5 of Appendix E) with future traffic noise levels that include project-generated haul 
truck traffic. The analysis evaluated the average daily export of approximately 40 one-way 
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truck trips and calculated resulting roadway noise levels at representative sensitive 
receptors along the potential haul routes. Consistent with standard acoustical practice, a 
project-related increase of 3 dBA was used as the threshold of significance because it 
represents a doubling of acoustic energy and is generally considered the minimum change 
that may be perceptible under outdoor conditions. Modeled traffic noise increases at 
sensitive receptors along the haul routes ranged from 0.0 to 0.3 dBA. Because all predicted 
increases are substantially below the 3 dBA significance threshold, soil export activities 
would not result in a substantial increase in ambient noise levels. 

Operation 

Following construction, operation of the expanded recycled water storage facility would 
not introduce substantial new noise-generating equipment or activities. Operational 
activities would be consistent with those occurring under baseline conditions, including 
routine inspections, monitoring, vegetation management, minor maintenance, and 
occasional repairs. No new employees would be required for O&M activities, and no 
substantial increase in operational traffic would occur. Therefore, operation of the 
Proposed Project would not result in a permanent increase in ambient noise levels. 

Therefore, the Proposed Project would not generate a substantial temporary or permanent 
increase in ambient noise levels in excess of applicable standards established by local 
ordinances or other agencies. Operation impacts would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required.  

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impacts.

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? 

Construction of the Proposed Project would involve excavation, grading, berm repair and 
raising, pipeline installation, monitoring well relocation, and soil export activities. These 
activities would generate temporary groundborne vibration from the operation of heavy 
construction equipment. The vibratory roller is anticipated to generate the highest 
vibration levels of the equipment expected to be used during construction and therefore 
represents the worst-case vibration source for the Proposed Project.  

Appendix E evaluated potential vibration impacts at nearby sensitive receptors. The 
analysis utilized vibration source data published in the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration 
Impact Assessment Manual. Based on FTA reference vibration levels, a vibratory roller 
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generates a peak particle velocity (PPV) of approximately 0.210 inches per second at a 
distance of 25 feet. The significance of construction vibration is typically evaluated based 
on the potential for structural damage and human perception. The Caltrans Transportation 
and Construction Vibration Guidance Manual identifies a PPV threshold of 0.5 inches per 
second for potential damage to modern residential structures. The Caltrans guidance also 
identifies vibration perception levels, with PPVs of approximately 0.01 inches per second 
considered "barely perceptible," 0.04 inches per second considered "distinctly 
perceptible," 0.10 inches per second considered "strongly perceptible," and 0.40 inches 
per second considered "severe." 

The nearest off-site structure is located approximately 1,230 feet west of the area where 
the vibratory roller would operate closest to adjacent receptors, along the western 
boundary of the Project Site. Using the FTA vibration attenuation methodology, vibration 
levels generated by the vibratory roller would attenuate to approximately 0.003 inches per 
second PPV at the nearest structure. This vibration level is substantially below the Caltrans 
structural damage threshold of 0.5 inches per second and is also below the 0.01 inches per 
second threshold associated with barely perceptible vibration. Because construction 
vibration levels would remain well below thresholds associated with structural damage and 
would not be perceptible at nearby sensitive receptors, construction activities would not 
generate excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels.  

No operational sources of substantial groundborne vibration are associated with the 
Proposed Project because operation of the expanded recycled water storage ponds would 
not involve vibration-generating equipment beyond routine maintenance activities similar 
to existing conditions. 

Therefore, vibration impacts during construction and operation would be less than 
significant. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required.  

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impacts. 
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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 working in the 
project area to excessive noise levels? 

The closest airport to the Project Site is Hemet-Ryan Airport, located approximately 6.2 
miles to the southwest. Therefore, the Project Site is not located within two miles of any 
public airport or public-use airport, and would not expose people residing or working in 
the project area to excessive noise levels from such uses. Therefore, this impact would be 
less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required.  

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impacts. 

4.14 Population and Housing  

Issues 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Would the project:

a) Induce substantial unplanned 
population growth in an area, 
either directly (for example, by 
proposing new homes and 
businesses) or indirectly (for 
example, through extension of 
roads or other infrastructure)?

   

b) Displace substantial numbers of 
existing people or housing, 
necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere?

    

Discussion 

This section evaluates whether the Proposed Project could directly or indirectly induce substantial 
population growth or displace existing housing or residents. The analysis considers the 
construction of new homes, businesses, infrastructure, or other improvements that could facilitate 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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growth beyond that anticipated in adopted plans. These issues are evaluated because unplanned 
growth or displacement could increase demand for housing, infrastructure, public services, and 
other community resources. 

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for 
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, 
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)? 

The Proposed Project is limited to the storage expansion of the recycled water facility 
ponds and would not introduce any residential, commercial, or other uses. The Proposed 
Project would expand Ponds 1, 2, and 3, allowing for increased recycled water storage 
capacity and improved water transportation. As such, the Proposed Project would meet 
existing and future demand for planned development and would not provide for excess 
capacity that could induce unplanned growth. The EMWD Urban Water Management Plan 
describes a database for planned projects that allows EMWD to track planned 
development and prepare for future project demands accordingly; thus, the Proposed 
Project would support growth that has been planned for (EMWD, 2025). Therefore, the 
Proposed Project would not induce substantial unplanned population growth either 
directly or indirectly. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact. 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 
The Proposed Project would be contained within the Project Site and would not impact 
any existing residential structures. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not displace any 
existing people or housing and no impact would occur. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

No Impact. 
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4.15 Public Services 

Issues
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Would the project:

a) Result in substantial adverse 
physical impacts associated with 
the provision of new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, 
need for new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, 
the construction of which could 
cause significant environmental 
impacts, in order to maintain 
acceptable service ratios, 
response times, or other 
performance objectives for any 
of the public services: 

    

i) Fire protection?    
ii) Police protection?     
iii) Schools?     
iv) Parks?    
v) Other public facilities?     

Discussion 

This section evaluates whether the Proposed Project could increase demand for public services or 
require the construction or expansion of public facilities that could result in significant 
environmental effects. The analysis considers fire protection, police protection, schools, parks, and 
other public services. These issues are evaluated because population growth, new development, 
or changes in land use can affect the ability of service providers to maintain acceptable levels of 
service. 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

IZI 

IZI 

IZI 

IZI 

IZI 
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a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new 
or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered 
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response 
times, or other performance objectives for any of the public services: 
i) Fire protection? 

Fire protection services for the Project Site and vicinity are provided by the Riverside 
County Fire Department. The Proposed Project is limited to the expansion of the 
existing recycled water ponds’ storage capacity and would not introduce any 
residential, commercial, or other uses that would require fire protection services. The 
Project Site would continue to be served by the Riverside County Fire Department 
and additional services would not be required. Therefore, the Proposed Project would 
not require new or expanded fire protection facilities and no impact would occur.  

ii) Police protection? 

Police services for the Project Site and vicinity are provided by the Riverside County 
Sheriff’s Department. The Proposed Project is limited to the expansion of the existing 
recycled water facility ponds’ storage capacity and would not introduce any 
residential, commercial, or other uses that would require police protection services. 
The Project Site would continue to be served by the Riverside County Sheriff’s 
Department and additional services would not be required. Therefore, the Proposed 
Project would not require new or expanded police protection services and no impact 
would occur. 

iii) Schools? 

Construction and operation of the Proposed Project would not introduce any 
residential uses that would generate student enrollment or otherwise increase 
demand for school services. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not require new 
or expanded school facilities and no impact would occur. 

iv) Parks? 

Construction and operation of the Proposed Project would not introduce any 
residential uses that would generate any population increase that would increase 
demand for parks. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not require new or 
expanded parks and no impact would occur. 
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v) Other public facilities?
Other public facilities include libraries and government administrative services. The 
Proposed Project is limited to the expansion of the recycled water facility ponds and 
would not introduce any residential uses that would generate any population increase 
that would increase demand for other public facilities. Therefore, the Proposed Project 
would not require new or expanded public facilities and no impact would occur. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required.

Significance Determination 

No Impact. 

4.16 Recreation  

Issues 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

   

b) 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? 

 

Discussion 

This section evaluates whether the Proposed Project could increase the use of existing parks or 
recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities that could 
result in significant environmental effects. The analysis considers whether project-related 
population growth or changes in land use could accelerate the physical deterioration of 
recreational resources. These issues are evaluated because increased demand may affect the 
condition, capacity, and availability of parks and other recreational facilities. 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 



Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Alessandro Ponds Optimization Phase II Project 84 September 2026 

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

The Proposed Project is limited to the expansion of the existing recycled water facility 
ponds’ storage capacity, and would not introduce any residential uses that would increase 
population or demand for parks. The Proposed Project would meet existing and future 
demand for planned development and would not provide for excess capacity that could 
induce growth that would increase the use or demand for parks. Therefore, no impacts to 
existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities are anticipated to 
result from the Proposed Project. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

No Impact. 

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on 
the environment? 

The Proposed Project is limited to the expansion of the recycled water facility ponds and 
would not include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities. The San Jacinto Wildlife Area is located approximately 2 miles north 
of the Project Site, although the portion of the San Jacinto River that runs adjacent to the 
Project Site is not considered a recreational area The nearest park is Sallee Park, 
approximately 1 mile southwest of the Project Site. The Proposed Project would not impact 
these recreational spaces. Therefore, there would be no impact. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

No Impact. 
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4.17 Transportation 

Issues
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Would the project:

a) Conflict with a program, plan, 
ordinance or policy addressing 
the circulation system, including 
transit, roadway, bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities?

   

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with 
CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3, 
subdivision (b)? 

 

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

    

d) Result in inadequate emergency 
access?   

Discussion 

This section evaluates whether the Proposed Project could affect the transportation system or 
conflict with applicable transportation plans, policies, or safety standards. The analysis considers 
vehicle miles traveled (VMT), roadway and intersection operations where relevant, access and 
circulation, hazards associated with roadway design, emergency access, and facilities for transit, 
bicycles, and pedestrians. These issues are evaluated because transportation-related changes can 
affect mobility, safety, accessibility, air quality, and the overall efficiency of the circulation network. 

a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system, 
including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities? 

The Proposed Project is limited to construction activities to expand the water storage 
capacity of the existing water storage ponds; once constructed, it would not require any 
new maintenance activities that would generate vehicle trips. As detailed in Section 2.4, 
Construction, the primary transportation activity associated with construction of the 
Proposed Project would be the removal of approximately 120,400 cy of soil from the 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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Project Site generated from the deepening of the ponds. Excavated soil could be hauled 
by truck to nearby sites for use as fill using City-designated truck routes such as Ramona 
Expressway, Lake Park Drive, North State Street, and North Sanderson Avenue. If no sites 
are available to accept the soil, the soil would be hauled to the Lamb Canyon Landfill north 
of San Jacinto by way of Ramona Expressway and North Sanderson Avenue. 

Excavation would occur over 18 months, and the export of soil is expected to generate an 
average of approximately 40 one-way truck trips per day. In addition, approximately 33 
daily one-way vehicle trips would be generated by construction workers commuting to 
and from the Project Site. In total, the Proposed Project would generate, on average, 73 
vehicle trips per day – vehicles that would be added to the local roadway network. The 
Transportation Impact Analysis prepared for the 2040 General Plan EIR (Kittelson & 
Associates, 2021) indicated that existing average daily traffic (ADT) on West Ramona 
Expressway is approximately 23,861 trips, and operates at Level of Service B.2 The addition 
of vehicle trips generated by construction of the Proposed Project on West Ramona 
Expressway (approximately 73 vehicle trips per day) would represent less than a 1-percent 
increase in traffic levels, and therefore would not result in any noticeable change in 
operating conditions. Project contributions to traffic levels on other local roadways would 
be even smaller, as vehicle trips would disperse as they travel further away from the Project 
Site. Furthermore, these trips are temporary in nature and would cease upon completion 
of construction. 

Construction access to the Project Site would be from one or two temporary construction 
entrances directly off West Ramona Expressway (Figure 2-4). All construction staging, 
including construction equipment and worker vehicles, would be located fully within the 
Project Site, with the exception of hauling trucks staging along Ramona Expressway during 
the export hauling operation. The temporary construction entrances on Ramona 
Expressway will require Encroachment Permits from Riverside County and/or the City of 
San Jacinto . The Encroachment Permits provide necessary regulation of the encroachment 
process to safeguard the public interest in the roadway facility and to ensure continuing 
safety and convenience for the traveling public. 

To minimize the effects of increased haul truck and construction worker vehicle activity at 
the access driveway, the construction contractor would submit a Traffic Control and Detour 
Plan to the County and City for review and approval. This will supplement and expand 
upon the conditions identified in the required Encroachment Permits. The Traffic Control 
and Detour Plan is included as an Environmental Commitment (see Section 2.6). The 

 
2 Level of service (LOS) letter grades range from LOS A to LOS F (from better to worse congestion), with 
LOS A signifying free-flow traffic and LOS F signifying operations that are over roadway capacity. 
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Traffic Control and Detour Plan would allow the coordination of daily construction activity 
and would include measures to ensure that traffic conditions are maintained as near 
normal as practicable. Such measures would likely include standard efforts such as the use 
of cones, barriers, signs, and flaggers, where applicable.  

There are no bus stops near the Project Site. A shared-use path is located on the south 
side of West Ramona Expressway; the Traffic Control and Detour Plan would maintain 
access along this facility for bicycles and pedestrians. Therefore, the Proposed Project 
would not conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation 
system, and impacts would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact. 

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3, subdivision (b)? 

The Proposed Project would not result in a permanent change to  VMT, as no new 
operational vehicle trips would be generated once construction activities have concluded. 
Truck haul and construction worker vehicle trips would be temporary, occurring over the 
18-month construction period. Furthermore, both the City and the County exempt projects 
generating fewer than 500 and 110 daily vehicle trips, respectively, from preparing a VMT 
analysis, with the presumption that VMT impacts would be less than significant based on 
the substantial evidence provided in the Office of Planning and Research (OPR) Technical 
Advisory supporting SB743 implementation (City of San Jacinto, 2020; County of Riverside, 
2020; OPR 2018). Since construction of the Proposed Project would generate fewer daily 
vehicle trips than the City and County thresholds described above, no further VMT analysis 
is required and impacts related to consistency with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, 
subdivision (b) would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact. 
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c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves 
or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

The Proposed Project is limited to construction work that would be conducted fully within 
the Project Site and would not make any permanent changes to the existing circulation 
network. Increases in truck haul and construction worker vehicle trips at the temporary 
construction entrance located directly off West Ramona Expressway at the southern corner 
of Pond 3 (see Figure 2-4) would be temporary and would be managed by a Traffic Control 
and Detour Plan, which would maintain safe traffic flow and pedestrian/bicycle access 
along West Ramona Parkway. The entrance would be gated to control access to 
construction vehicles. If a second temporary construction entrance is required, it would be 
developed at the southwestern corner of Pond 3 and would be developed as described 
above. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not substantially increase hazards due to a 
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses, and 
impacts would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact.

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

Increases in truck haul and construction worker vehicle trips at the construction access 
driveway, would be temporary and would be managed by a Traffic Control and Detour 
Plan, which would maintain traffic flow and pedestrian/bicycle access along West Ramona 
Parkway. As described in Section 4.17a above, vehicle trips generated during construction 
and operation would not result in a noticeable change in roadway operations. Therefore, 
the Proposed Project would not result in inadequate emergency access to or from the 
Project Site, and impacts would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact. 
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4.18 Tribal Cultural Resources 

Issues
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Would the project cause a 
substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a tribal cultural 
resource, defined in Public 
Resources Code § 21074 as either 
a site, feature, place, cultural 
landscape that is geographically 
defined in terms of the size and 
scope of the landscape, sacred 
place, or object with cultural 
value to a California Native 
American tribe, and that is: 

   

i) Listed or eligible for listing 
in the California Register of 
Historical Resources, or in a 
local register of historical 
resources as defined in 
Public Resources Code 
section 5020.1(k), or

    

ii) A resource determined by 
the lead agency, in its 
discretion and supported by 
substantial evidence, to be 
significant pursuant to 
criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public 
Resources Code § 5024.1. In 
applying the criteria set 
forth in subdivision (c) of 
Public Resource Code § 
5024.1, the lead agency shall 
consider the significance of 
the resource to a California 
Native American tribe.

 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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Discussion

This section analyzes the potential impacts of the Proposed Project on tribal cultural resources 
(TCRs), both identified and undiscovered, in accordance with AB 52, which requires consultation 
between lead agencies and Native American tribal organizations during the CEQA process. A 
Cultural Resource Inventory was conducted for the Proposed Project, which includes the results 
of a SLF search and a summary of consultation efforts with relevant tribal organizations under AB 
52, as well as an overview of the archaeological, ethnographic, and historic context of the Project 
Site vicinity (see Appendix D). 

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal 
cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code § 21074 as either a site, feature, 
place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope 
of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native 
American tribe, and that is: 
i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or 

in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code 
section 5020.1(k), or 

ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by 
substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code § 5024.1. In applying the criteria set 
forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code § 5024.1, the lead agency shall 
consider the significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe. 

The Project Site does not contain any known cultural, historic, or archeological 
resources that are eligible for listing in a local register of historical resources or the 
California Register of Historical Resources, as defined in PRC Section 5020.1(k) or PRC 
Section 5024.1(c). As discussed in Section 4.5, no known TCRs, as defined in PRC 
Section 21074, were identified within the Project Site during the Cultural Resources 
Inventory prepared for the Proposed Project, which included a literature review, 
records search, and field survey.  

Enacted in 2014, AB 52 amended CEQA to require TCRs to be considered as potentially 
significant cultural resources under the CEQA environmental review process. The 
procedures under AB 52 offer tribes an opportunity to take an active role in the CEQA 
process in order to protect TCRs. 

Per AB 52 and as lead agency for the Proposed Project, EMWD initiated consultation 
with Native American Tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the 
geographic area of the Proposed Project to identify resources of cultural or spiritual 
value to affected tribes. On April 17, 2026 EMWD sent consultation notification letters 
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via certified mail to Native American Tribal representatives on the EMWD’s Master List
pursuant to the requirements of AB 52 pertaining to government-to-government 
consultation. The tribes that were notified included the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla 
Indians, Morongo Band of Mission Indians, Pechanga Band of Indians (Pechanga), 
Rincon Band of Luiseño Indians, Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians (Soboba), and the 
Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel Nation (YSMN). To date, EMWD has received three 
responses: Pechanga, Soboba, and YSMN requested tribal consultation under AB 52. 

Prior to the consultation meeting, EMWD forwarded the consulting tribes the 
following deliverables for review: 90% preliminary designs for the Alessandro Ponds 
Optimization Phase II project, the results of the confidential records search, draft 
geotechnical investigation report, and GIS shapefiles depicting the EMWD-owned 
parcels associated with the project and the Alessandro Ponds. 

EMWD conducted consultation with YSMN on June 09, 2026. During the consultation 
meeting, YSMN expressed concerns with the new excavation for the expansion of 
Pond 3, since this earth work could potentially impact unknown tribal cultural 
resources. EMWD also guaranteed that the project would be confined to the EMWD-
owned parcels the ponds are located on and that there would be no impacts to the 
San Jacinto River. 

EMWD conducted consultation with Pechanga on June 16, 2026. Pechanga stated that 
there are recorded TCRs in close proximity to all sides of the project site, highlighting 
the significance of this area to Luiseño history. Pechanga shared concerns of new 
excavations that are proposed as part of the project. 

EMWD conducted consultation with Soboba on June 22, 2026, where Soboba 
highlighted the closeness of the project site to the Soboba Reservation. Soboba also 
shared that the proximity to the San Jacinto River was also significant to the Tribe and 
that previous projects in this area had impacted unknown tribal cultural resources. 

There are no known TCRs listed or eligible for listing that would be impacted by 
implementation of the Project. Additionally, no specific TCRs were identified within 
the Project footprint during the tribal consultation process. 

The Pechanga, Soboba, and YSMN tribes expressed concerns with the potential 
unearthing of unknown tribal cultural artifacts during the excavation of the ponds 
associated with their expansion and deepening due to the area’s tribal cultural 
significance and the ground-disturbing activities associated with the Project. The 
potential impacts to these resources, as well as subsurface archaeological deposits or 
human remains, are considered significant. Therefore, the Proposed Project would be 
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required to implement Mitigation Measures CUL-1 through CUL-5 as outlined in 
Section 4.5, Cultural Resources, which require Native American tribal monitoring, 
worker environmental awareness training, and evaluation and proper disposition of 
any discovered resources. In addition, the Proposed Project would be required to 
implement Mitigation Measure CUL-6, as outlined in Section 4.5, which requires 
EMWD to avoid impacts to Native American human remains in the event that they are 
discovered. With implementation of Mitigation Measures CUL-1 through CUL-6 in 
Section 4.5, which require monitoring during ground-disturbing activities and 
establish procedures for the identification, evaluation, and treatment of any cultural 
resources or human remains discovered during construction, potential impacts to 
TCRs would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated. 

Mitigation Measures  

See Mitigation Measures CUL-1 through CUL-6 in Section 4.5. 

Significance Determination 

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. 
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4.19 Utilities and Service Systems 

Issues
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation

Less than 
Significant 

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 could cause 
significant environmental effects?

   

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

    

c) Result in a determination by the 
waste water 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? 

    

d) Generate solid waste in excess of 
state or local standards, or in 
excess of the capacity of local 
infrastructure, or otherwise 
impair the attainment of solid 
waste reduction goals? 

    

e) Comply with federal, state, and 
local management and reduction 
statutes and regulations related 
to solid waste? 

    

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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Discussion

This section evaluates whether the Proposed Project could require new or expanded utility 
infrastructure or affect the capacity of existing utility and service systems. The analysis considers 
water supply and treatment, wastewater collection and treatment, stormwater drainage, electric 
power, natural gas, telecommunications, and solid waste disposal. These issues are evaluated 
because inadequate system capacity or the construction of new infrastructure could result in 
physical environmental effects or affect the ability of service providers to meet existing and future 
demands. 

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, 
wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or 
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 
The Proposed Project would increase the recycled water storage capacity of an existing 
recycled water storage facility and would include replacement and installation of on-site 
PVC pipelines to improve inter-pond water transfer and pond fill. The Proposed Project 
would not include new habitable buildings, industrial facilities, treatment plants, pump 
stations, substations, utility corridors, or other infrastructure that would require the 
construction or expansion of off-site water, wastewater treatment, stormwater drainage, 
electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities. Utility improvements 
associated with the Proposed Project would be limited to on-site infrastructure located 
within the existing disturbed Project Site and would not require substantial expansion of 
utility systems. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not require or result in the 
construction or relocation of utility facilities that could cause significant environmental 
effects. No impact would occur. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Significance Determination 

No Impacts. 

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably 
foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years? 
The Proposed Project would increase recycled water storage capacity from 172 acre-feet 
to 369 acre-feet to improve EMWD's ability to store recycled water produced by the San 
Jacinto Valley Regional Water Reclamation Facility during periods of lower irrigation 
demand for later beneficial reuse. Excess recycled water is stored in winter when there is 
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less demand for irrigation and pumped out of the ponds during the summer when 
irrigation demands increase. The Proposed Project would not include new residential, 
commercial, industrial, or other water-demanding land uses and would not substantially 
increase operational water demand. Water use associated with construction activities 
would be temporary and limited to activities such as dust control and soil compaction. 
Because the Proposed Project is intended to improve storage and management of existing 
recycled water supplies rather than increase water demand, sufficient water supplies would 
be available to serve the Proposed Project during normal, dry, and multiple dry years. 
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required.  

Significance Determination 

No Impacts. 

c) Result in a determination by the waste water treatment provider, which serves or 
may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected 
demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments? 

The Proposed Project would not include new residential, commercial, industrial, or other 
land uses that would generate wastewater requiring treatment. Rather, the Proposed 
Project would increase the storage capacity of recycled water already produced by existing 
EMWD wastewater reclamation facilities. The Proposed Project would not increase 
wastewater treatment demand or require expansion of wastewater treatment facilities. 
Therefore, the Proposed Project would not require a determination regarding additional 
wastewater treatment capacity beyond existing commitments. No impact would occur. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required.  

Significance Determination 

No Impacts. 

d) Generate solid waste in excess of state or local standards, or in excess of the capacity 
of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction 
goals? 
Construction of the Proposed Project would generate solid waste associated with 
excavation, pipeline replacement, removal of existing materials, and general construction 
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debris. Most excavated soil would be exported for beneficial reuse at off-site construction 
projects. If suitable reuse sites are unavailable, excavated soil could be disposed of at a 
facility authorized to accept uncontaminated fill, such as the Lamb Canyon Landfill. Given 
the temporary nature of construction activities and the availability of regional disposal 
facilities, the Proposed Project would not generate solid waste in excess of State or local 
standards or exceed the capacity of local solid waste infrastructure. Operation of the 
expanded recycled water storage facility would be similar to existing conditions and would 
not result in a substantial increase in solid waste generation. Therefore, impacts related to 
solid waste generation and disposal capacity would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impacts. 

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste? 

As discussed under Impact d), construction of the Proposed Project would generate 
limited amounts of construction debris and other solid waste. The contractor would be 
required to comply with all applicable federal, State, and local solid waste management 
requirements, including Riverside County and City of San Jacinto construction and 
demolition waste diversion requirements, as applicable. In addition, excavated soil would 
be beneficially reused where feasible, reducing the amount of material requiring disposal. 
Operation of the Proposed Project would be similar to existing conditions and would not 
generate substantial quantities of solid waste. Therefore, the Proposed Project would 
comply with applicable statutes and regulations related to solid waste management and 
reduction, and impacts would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required.  

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impacts. 
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4.20 Wildfire 

Issues
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

a) Substantially impair an adopted 
emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan?

   

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, 
and other factors, exacerbate 
wildfire risks, and thereby expose 
project occupants to pollutant 
concentrations from a wildfire or 
the uncontrolled spread of a 
wildfire? 

    

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

    

d) Expose people or structures to 
significant risks, including 
downslope or downstream 
flooding or landslides, as a result 
of runoff, post-fire slope 
instability, or drainage changes?

    

Discussion 

This section evaluates whether the Proposed Project could expose people, structures, or the 
environment to significant risks associated with wildfire. The analysis considers emergency 
response and evacuation, the potential to exacerbate wildfire hazards, the adequacy of 
infrastructure and fire-protection measures, and post-fire effects such as erosion, flooding, and 
slope instability. These issues are evaluated because development in or near fire-prone areas may 
increase risks to public safety, property, natural resources, and emergency-response capabilities. 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan? 

Construction of the Proposed Project would result in temporary construction traffic on 
West Ramona Expressway; however, access to surrounding roadways would be maintained 
throughout construction. Furthermore, as discussed in Section 4.17, the addition of 73 
construction trips per day represents less than 1 percent of the ADT on this roadway. The 
contractor would be required to prepare and implement a Traffic Control and Detour Plan 
approved by the City of San Jacinto and/or Riverside County to ensure that construction 
activities do not interfere with emergency access or evacuation routes. In addition, the 
Proposed Project would not introduce permanent road closures or circulation changes 
that would impair emergency response or evacuation. Therefore, impacts would be less 
than significant. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required.  

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impacts. 

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and 
thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the 
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 

The Project Site is located primarily within “Very High” and “High” FHSZ, with a small 
portion located within a Moderate FHSZ (CAL FIRE, 2026). Construction activities could 
temporarily increase wildfire ignition risk through the use of construction equipment and 
vehicles. However, the Proposed Project would be required to implement standard fire 
prevention measures during construction, including maintaining fire extinguishers on site, 
use of spark arrestors on equipment, and use of spotters during welding activities. 

The Proposed Project would not introduce habitable structures or substantial numbers of 
occupants and would occur within an existing recycled water storage facility consisting 
largely of disturbed surfaces and open recycled water storage ponds, which would not 
substantially increase fuel loading or wildfire spread potential. Therefore, the Proposed 
Project would not substantially exacerbate wildfire risks or expose people or structures to 
significant wildfire hazards. Impacts would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required.  
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Significance Determination

Less-than-Significant Impacts.

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

The Proposed Project consists of improvements within an existing recycled water storage 
facility. The Proposed Project would not require new permanent roads, fuel breaks, power 
lines, or other infrastructure associated with wildfire management. Therefore, the 
Proposed Project would not result in temporary or ongoing environmental impacts related 
to wildfire infrastructure, and no impact would occur. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required.  

Significance Determination 

No Impacts. 

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream 
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage 
changes? 

Although the Project Site is primarily located within areas designated by CAL FIRE as “Very 
High” and “High” FHSZ (CAL FIRE, 2026), the site is relatively flat and is not located on or 
adjacent to steep slopes where post-fire landslides or debris flows would typically occur. 
The Proposed Project would consist primarily of improvements to existing recycled water 
storage ponds and associated infrastructure within a previously disturbed facility and 
would not substantially alter existing drainage patterns. Therefore, the Proposed Project 
would not expose people or structures to significant risks associated with post-fire 
flooding, slope instability, landslides, or drainage changes, and impacts would be less than 
significant. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required.  

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impacts. 
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4.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

Issues
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Does the project have the 
potential to substantially 
degrade the quality of the 
environment, substantially 
reduce the habitat of a fish or 
wildlife species, cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below 
self-sustaining levels, threaten to 
eliminate a plant or animal 
community, substantially reduce 
the number or restrict the range 
of a rare or endangered plant or 
animal or eliminate important 
examples of the major periods of 
California history or prehistory?

   

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

    

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

    

Discussion 

This section considers whether the Proposed Project, individually or in combination with other 
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects, could result in significant environmental 
effects that warrant additional analysis. The evaluation addresses potential effects on biological 
and cultural resources, cumulative environmental impacts, and environmental effects that could 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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directly or indirectly cause substantial adverse effects on human beings. These findings provide 
an overall determination of whether the Proposed Project could have a significant effect on the 
environment under CEQA. 

a) Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the 
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a 
fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate 
a plant or animal community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range 
of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the 
major periods of California history or prehistory? 

As described in Section 4.4 above, implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-4 and 
BIO-5 would reduce potential impacts to migratory and nesting birds. The Proposed 
Project does not have the potential to result in any other impacts that would substantially 
degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife 
species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten 
to eliminate a plant or animal community, or substantially reduce the number or restrict 
the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal. As described in Sections 4.5 and 4.7, 
the Proposed Project would not impact any known historical, archeological, or 
paleontological resources and Mitigation Measures CUL-4 and GEO-1 are in place in the 
event of inadvertent discoveries during construction to minimize any potential impacts. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact with Mitigation. 

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

As described in the IS/MND, all potential impacts would be mitigated to a level less than 
significant. Air quality is a regional issue and the cumulative study area for air quality 
impacts encompasses the SCAB as a whole. Therefore, the cumulative analysis addresses 
regional air quality plans and policies as well as the Proposed Project’s contribution to a 
net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the SCAB is listed as a non-attainment area. 
As described in Section 4.3 above, the Proposed Project does not include growth-
generating components, but rather would increase the water storage capacity of the 



Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Alessandro Ponds Optimization Phase II Project 102 September 2026 

existing recycled water facility. As such, the Proposed Project would be consistent with 
growth projections contained in the AQMP forecasts. Based on these considerations and 
pursuant to SCAQMD guidelines, project-related emissions are accounted for in the 
AQMP. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of the applicable air quality plan. As described in Section 4.4 above, the 
Proposed Project would be consistent with the MSHCP. Projects that are consistent with 
the MSHCP would not contribute a cumulative impact to biological resources. As described 
in Section 4.5, implementation of Mitigation Measures CUL-1 through CUL-6 would 
reduce potential impacts on cultural and archaeological resources to a level less than 
significant. As described in Section 4.18, implementation of Mitigation Measures CUL-1 
through CUL-6 would reduce potential impacts to TCRs to a level less than significant, 
thereby avoiding cumulative impacts. As described throughout the IS/MND, all other 
project-level impacts not requiring mitigation would be less than significant or have no 
impact. Therefore, the project would not result in any project-level significant impacts that 
could contribute to an existing cumulative impact on the environment. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact. 

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

As described in Sections 4.1 through 4.20, the Proposed Project would not result in any 
substantial adverse direct or indirect impacts to human beings. Therefore, impacts would 
be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures  

None required. 

Significance Determination 

Less-than-Significant Impact. 
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