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RESOLUTION

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF
THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
CONSENTING TO EASTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT’S
118th FRINGE AREA ANNEXATION
AND FIXING THE TERMS AND
CONDITIONS OF THE ANNEXATION TO
THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the Eastern Municipal Water District (EMWD), a
county water authority situated in the county of Riverside, state of California, pursuant to
Resolution No. 2025-185, in accordance with the provisions of the Metropolitan Water District
Act (MWD Act), has applied to the Board of Directors of The Metropolitan Water District of
Southern California (Metropolitan) for consent to annex thereto certain uninhabited territory
situated in the county of Riverside referred to as 118th Fringe Area Annexation, more
particularly described in an application to the Riverside County Local Agency Formation
Commission (LAFCO), concurrently with 118th Fringe Area Annexation thereof to EMWD,
such annexation to Metropolitan to be upon such terms and conditions as may be fixed by the
Board of Directors of Metropolitan;

WHEREAS, the property owner of the proposed annexing parcel, which is located within
the city of Murrieta in Riverside County, Assessor Parcel Number 909-060-038 (Property), has
applied for annexation into the EMWD and Metropolitan service areas;

WHEREAS, completion of said 118th Fringe Area Annexation shall be contingent upon
approval by the LAFCO;

WHEREAS, Metropolitan requests that LAFCO condition its approval of 118th Fringe
Area Annexation upon a requirement that Metropolitan’s existing and established taxes, benefit
assessments, or property-related fees or charges in place in the service area are levied or fixed
and collected on the parcels being annexed to the agency; these taxes, benefit assessments, or
property-related fees or charges are identified below;

WHEREAS, Metropolitan has levied and collected ad valorem taxes on parcels within
the territory of EMWD. Such charges for fiscal year 2026/27 described in Resolution 9397,
adopted by Metropolitan’s Board on August 18, 2026;

WHEREAS, since fiscal year 1992/93, Metropolitan has levied and collected water
standby charges pursuant to Section 134.5 of the MWD Act on parcels within the territory of
EMWD. Such charges for year 2026 are described in Resolution 9393, adopted by
Metropolitan’s Board on May 12, 2026;

89



9/15/2026 Board Meeting 7-3 Attachment 3, Page 2 of 4

WHEREAS, upon 118th Fringe Area Annexation, the parcel will be within
Metropolitan’s service area, Metropolitan water will be available to such parcel, and such parcel
will receive the benefit of the projects provided in part with proceeds of Metropolitan’s water
standby charges; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), Rancho, acting as Lead Agency and sub-member agency to Eastern Municipal
Water District, approved the AX109 Project (also known as 118th Fringe Area Annexation)
Negative Declaration on February 25, 2024, and Addendum to the Negative Declaration on
March 26, 2026, and approved the Project for the development of the proposed annexation
parcels. Metropolitan, as Responsible Agency under CEQA, reviewed and considered the
information contained in the ND and Addendum prior to approval of the formal terms and
conditions for the 118th Fringe Area Annexation; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Directors of
Metropolitan, acting as Responsible Agency, reviewed and considered the information in
the 2024 ND and 2026 Addendum prior to approval of the final terms and conditions for
the 118th Fringe Area Annexation; and subject to the following terms and conditions, does
hereby grant the application of the governing body of Eastern Municipal Water District for
consent to annex 118th Fringe Area Annexation, to Metropolitan and does hereby fix the
terms and conditions of such annexation.

Section 1. Annexation of said area to EMWD shall be made concurrently with
annexation thereof to Metropolitan, and all necessary certificates, statements, maps, and other
documents required to be filed by or on behalf of EMWD to effectuate 118th Fringe Area
Annexation shall be filed on or before December 31, 2028.

Section 2. Prior to filing a request for a Certificate of Completion of 118th Fringe
Area Annexation proceeding with LAFCO, EMWD shall submit a certified copy of LAFCO’s
resolution approving 118th Fringe Area Annexation to EMWD and shall pay to Metropolitan
$92,513.60 for its annexation fee if annexation is completed by December 31, 2026. If the
annexation is completed during the 2027-calendar year, the annexation charge will be calculated
based on the then-current rate, in accordance with Metropolitan’s Administrative Code
Section 3300.

Section 3. a. Metropolitan shall be under no obligation to provide, construct,
operate, or maintain feeder pipelines, structures, connections, and other facilities required for the
delivery of water to said area from works owned and operated by Metropolitan.

b. EMWD shall not be entitled to demand that Metropolitan deliver
water to EMWD for use, directly or indirectly, within said area, except for domestic or municipal
use therein.
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c. The delivery of all water by Metropolitan, regardless of the nature
and time of use of such water, shall be subject to the water service regulations, including rates
and charges promulgated from time to time by Metropolitan.

d. Except upon the terms and conditions specifically approved by the
Board of Directors of Metropolitan, water sold and delivered by Metropolitan shall not be used
in any manner which intentionally or avoidably results in the direct or indirect benefit of areas
outside Metropolitan, including use of such water outside Metropolitan or use thereof within
Metropolitan in substitution for other water outside Metropolitan.

Section 4. LAFCO has conditioned approval of 118th Fringe Area Annexation upon
a requirement that Metropolitan levy or fix and collect all previously established and collected
taxes, benefit assessments, or property-related fees or charges on parcels being annexed to the
agency.

Section 5. Such charges, which are subject to change over time, include but are not
limited to

a. Metropolitan’s ad valorem tax on properties located within the territory of
EMWD is in the amount of 0.0085 percent of the assessed value of each parcel. Metropolitan
shall levy the ad valorem tax in the amount, at the same time and in the same manner as
ad valorem tax on other properties located within the territory of EMWD. Such charges for
fiscal year 2026/27 are described in Resolution 9397, adopted by Metropolitan’s Board on
August 18, 2026.

b. Metropolitan’s water standby charge on properties located within the
territory of EMWD in the amount of $6.94 per an acre, or per a parcel of less than one acre.
Metropolitan shall levy the water standby charge in the amount, at the same time and in the same
manner as the water standby charge on other properties located within the territory of EMWD.
Such charges for fiscal year 2026 are described in Resolution 9393, adopted by Metropolitan’s
Board on May 12, 2026.

Section 6. That the General Manager is hereby authorized and directed to take all
necessary action to secure the collection of the ad valorem taxes and water standby charges by
the appropriate county officials, including payment of the reasonable cost of collection.

Section 7. That the Board of Directors of Metropolitan, acting as Responsible
Agency under CEQA, reviewed and considered the information in the 2024 ND and 2026
Addendum prior to approval of the final terms and conditions for the 118th Fringe Area
Annexation; and subject to the following terms and conditions, does hereby grant the application
of the governing body of Eastern for consent to annex the 118th Fringe Area Annexation to
Metropolitan and does hereby fix the terms and conditions of such annexation.

91



9/15/2026 Board Meeting 7-3 Attachment 3, Page 4 of 4

Section 8. That the General Manager and General Counsel are hereby authorized to
do all things necessary and desirable to accomplish the purposes of this resolution, including,
without limitation, the commencement of defense of litigation.

Section 9. That if any provision of this resolution or the application to any member
agency, property or person whatsoever is held invalid, that invalidity shall not affect the other
provisions or applications of this resolution which can be given effect without the invalid portion
or application, and to that end the provisions of this resolution are severable.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board Executive Secretary is directed to transmit
forthwith to the governing body of EMWD a certified copy of this resolution.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is a full, true and correct copy of a resolution
adopted by the Board of Directors of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California, at
its meeting held on September 15, 2026.

Secretary of the Board of Directors
of The Metropolitan Water District
of Southern California
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INITIAL STUDY

NOTE: The following is a sample form thal may be tailored by the Lead Agency to satisfy project circumstances. It may
be used to meet the requirements for an initial study when the criteria set forth in the State and Local CEQA Guidelines
have been met. Substantial evidence of potential impacis that are not listed on this form must also be considered. The
sample questions in this form are intended to encourage thoughtful assessment of impacts, and do not necessarily represent
thresholds of significance.

1. Project Title: Annexation No. 109 [Project No. AX109]

2. Lead Agency Name and Address:
Rancho California Water District (Rancho Water/District)
42135 Winchester Road, Temecula, CA 92590

3. Contact Person and Phone Number: Jeff Kirshberg (951) 296-6973

4, Project Location: Assessor’s Parcel Number 909-060-038, Portion of Lot No, 76 of MB 008/359, 10.43 Acres,
located off Adams Avenue between Fig Street and Elm Street

5. Project Sponsor's Name and Address:
David DeRoberts, Member
SYS, LLC, an Alaskan Limited Liability Company
Post Office Box 21656
Anchorage, AK 99509

6. General Plan Designation: Industrial 7. Zoning: General Industrial

8. Description of Project: (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to, later phases of the project,
and any secondary, support, or off-site features necessary for its implementation. Attach additional sheet(s) if
necessary.)

Concurrent annexation of 10.43 acres to Rancho Water, Eastern Municipal Water District (EMWD), and the
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWD}

9.  Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: (Briefly describe the project's surroundings.)
The property is adjacent to business parks, industrial properties, and youth baseball fields.
10. Other public agencies whose approval is required {¢.g., permits, financing approval, or participation agreement):

Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCQ)
EMWD
MWD

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

ABS52 consultation letters will be sent to all Native American tribes on February 20, 2024, prior to public notice.

Note: Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead agencies, and project
proponents to discuss the level of environmental review, identify and address potential adverse impacts to tribal cultural
resources, and reduce the potential for delay and conflict in the environmental review process. (See Public Resources
Code section 21080.3.2.) Information may also be available from the California Native American Heritage Commission’s
Sacred Lands File per Public Resources Code section 5097.96 and the California Historical Resources Information
System administered by the California Office of Historic Preservation. Please also note that Public Resources Code
section 21082.3(c) contains provisions specific to confidentiality,

Initial Study Form Page 1of13 FORM “J”
{Appendix G)
24\JK:1G:hab005\AX109 Page 1

®

Ranche Califormia Water District
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact that
is a "Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

a

000000

O

Aesthetics [0  Agriculture/Forestry Resources [0 Air Quality

Biological Resources [0  Cultural Resources O  Geology / Soils

Greenhouse Gas Emissions [  Hazards & Hazardous Materials [0  Hydrology / Water Quality

Land Use / Planning [0 Mineral Resources [0 Noise

Population / Housing [J  Public Services O  Recreation

Transportation O  Utilities / Service Systems {1  Mandatory Findings of Significance
Tribal Cultural Resources [0  Wildfire 0  Energy

DETERMINATION (To be completed by the Lead Agency):

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

<

|

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

1 find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a
significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project
proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

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

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant ¢ffect on the environment, because all potentially
significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant
to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that eartier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing
further is required.

. February 25, 2024
Signature Date

Jeff Kirshberg, Ph.D., P.E.. Director of Planning Rancho California Water District

Printed Name For

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

[y

2)

3)

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

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

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

[nitial Study Form Page 2 of 13 FORM “J"
(Appendix G)
24\JK:1G:hab00S\AX109 B Page 2

Rancho California Water District
42135 Winchester Road Temecula, California 92590-3800 « (95]) 296-6%10 » FAX (95 1) 296-6R60 * www ranpchowater.com
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4)

5)

6)

0]

8)

9)

“Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated™ applies where the incorporation of
mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” 1o a “Less than Significant Impact.”
The Lead Agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than
significant level (mitigation measures from Section XVII, “Earlier Analyses,” may be cross-referenced).

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion
should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analyses Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

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

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

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checkiist references to information sources for potential impacts
(e.g. general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where

appropnate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources. A source list should be attached, and other scurces used or individuals contacted
should be cited in the discussion,

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies should
normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental effects in whatever
format is selected.

The explanation of each issue should identify:

a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and

b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance.

SAMPLE QUESTION

Issues:

Less Than

Significant
Potentially ~ With Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated  Impact Impact

I. AESTHETICS. Except as provided in public resources code section 21099, would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic O [ O X
vista?
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, O O O Y

including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?

Initial Study Form Page 3 of 13 FORM “J”
(Appendix G)
24\]K:lG:hab005\AX1(_)__Q Page 3

Ranche Califernia Water District
42134 Wanchester Road Temecula, California 92390-48EH) » {951) 296-6904 « FAX, (931) 296-6860 = ww w ranchowater.com
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Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated  Impact Impact
c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade O O i} =
the existing visual character or quality of public
views of the site and its surroundings? {Public
views are those that are experienced from
publicly accessible vantage point). If the
project is in an urbanized area, would the
project conflict with applicable zoning and
other regulations governing scenic quality?)
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare O ad O X

which would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area?

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

Protocols adopted by the Califomia Air Resources Board. Would the project:

a}

b)

<)

d)

€)

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland),
as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of
the California Resources Agency, 10 non-
agricultural use?

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

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

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

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

a

a

O

X

Initial Study Form

(Appendix G)

24\JK:1G:hab00S\AX109

Page 4 of 13
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Ranche California Water District

42135 Winchester Road Temecula, Califorma 923904800 = (951) 296-6900 » FAX (93 |1 296-68640 * www ranchowater com
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I1L. AIR QUALITY. Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality
management  district or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.
Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan?

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

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

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

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

€)

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

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

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

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?

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

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

O

O

O

=

X

Initial Study Form
(Appendix G)
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V. CULTURAL RESQURCES. Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the | 0 O X
significance of a historical resource pursuant to
§ 15064.57

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the O O o X

significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to § 15064.57

Pl

¢) Disturb any human remains, including those a ] O X
interred outside of dedicated cemeteries?

VI. ENERGY. Would the project;

a) Result in potentially significant environmental O a (il X
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 O a O [
for renewable energy or energy efficiency?

VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential ] O O =
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
foss, injury or death involving:

i} Rupture of a known earthquake fault, O O O X

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? O 0 a X
iii) Seismic-related  ground failure, O ad ] X
including liquefaction?
iv) Landslides? O O O <
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of a (]
topsoil?
¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is O O O X

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 0 || 'm| ey
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code,
creating substantial direct or indirect risks to
life or property?

Initiat Study Form Page 6 of 13 FORM *J”

{(Appendix G) @
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Rancho California Water District
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e)

VIII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the project:

a)

b)

IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:

a)

b)

<)

d)

e)

g

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?

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

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

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

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

Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foresecable
upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials inlo the
environment?

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

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

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?

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

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

O

O

=

<

Initial Study Form
{Appendix G)
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X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge  requirements or  otherwise
substantialty degrade surface or ground water

quality?

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

Substantially zalter 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 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;

i) 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

iv} impede or redirect flood flows?

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

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

XI1. LAND USE AND PLANNING., Would the project:

a)
b)

Physically divide an established community?

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?

XII. MINERAL RESOURCES, Would the project:

a)

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

Initial Study Form
(Appendix G)

24\JK:)G:hab005\AX 109

Page 8 of 13
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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?

XI1II. NOISE. Would the project result in:

a)

b)

c)

X1V. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

a)

b)

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?

Generation of excessive groundborne vibration
or groundbotne noise levels?

For a project located within the vicinity of a
private airstrip or an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has nol 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?

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

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

XV. PUBLIC SERVICES. 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:

Fire protection?

Police protection?

Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

O oo o g
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XVI. RECREATION.

a)

b)

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?

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

XVII. TRANSPORTATION. Would the project:

a)

b)

<)

d}

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

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

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

Result in inadequate emergency access?

XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

a)

Would the project cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in Public Resources Code
section 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 iis discretion and
supporled by substantial evidence,
to be significant pursuant to criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code section 5024.1. In
applying the criteria set forth in
subdivision (c¢) of Public Resources
Code section 5024.1, the lead
agency  shall  consider the
significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe.
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XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.
Would the project:

a) Require or result in the relocation or O O O D
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 O a X O
serve the project and reasonably foreseeable
future development during normal, dry and
multiple dry years?

¢) Result in a determination by the wastewater O O O &
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 (| O X 74}
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 X X O X
management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

Summary Explanation of Impacts for Utilities and Service Systems

For issues a, ¢, d, e, : The concurrent annexation is an administrative
action, and as such will have no significant impact.

References: None.

For issue b: The concurrent annexation is an administrative action,
and as such will have no impact of water supplies. However, upon
completion of the annexation process, the property will be eligible for
water service by the Rancho Califormia Water District (RCWD),
which could have an incremental impact of existing systems in the
immediate area. The project will not significantly impact existing
water supplies, nor require expanded water entitlements. This
property would be served by water imported via the Eastern Municipal
Water District (EMWD) from the Metropolitan Water District of
Southern California (MWD), which has indicated that sufficient
capacity exists to meet current and future demands of RCWD, though
additional supplies will be charged a commodity charge for water at
the District’s highest marginal water rate for imported water
(currently referred to as the Tier 2 Imported Water Rate). The property
is within RCWD's Sphere of Influence, and service to this area has
been anticipated within RCWD’s Urban Water Master Plan and Water
Systern Master Plan, which identified sufficient connected capacity at
MWD’s water supply turnouts; therefore no significant impacts are
anticipated as a result of this project.

References: 2015 Water Facilities Master Plan Update, December
2015 and 2020 Urban Water Management Plan, June 2021
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XX. WILDFIRE. Iflocated in or near stale responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severily
zones, would the project:

a) Substantially impair an adopted O O 0O X
emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?
b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and O (| O 4
other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks,
and thereby expose project occupants
to, pollutant concentrations from a
wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a
wildfire?
¢} Require the installation or maintenance O a g ®
of associated infrastructure (such as
roads, fuel breaks, emergency water
sources, power lines or other utilities)
that may exacerbale fire risk or that may
result in temporary or ongoing impacts
to the environment?
d) Expose people or structures to 0 O O X
significant risks, including downslope
or downstream flooding or landslides,
as a result of runoff, post-fire slope
instability, or drainage changes?
XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. (State CEQA Guidelines section 15065(a).)
a O O i
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) Deoes the project have the potential to achieve O O 0 X
short-term  environmenial goals to the
disadvantage of long-term environmental
goals?
c) Does the project have impacts that are O O O =
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 project, and the effects of
probable future projects.)
Initial Study Form Page 12 of 13 FORM “f”
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d) Does the project have environmental effects O il O X
which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Note: Authority cited: Public Resources Code sections 21083, 21083.05, 21083.09.

Reference: Gov. Code section 65088.4; Public Resources Code sections 21073, 21074, 21080(c), 21080.1, 21080.3,
21080.3.1, 21080.3.2, 21082.3, 21083, 21083.3, 21083.5, 21084.2, 21084.3, 21093, 21094, 21095 and 21151; Sundstrom
v. County of Mendocino {1988) 202 Cal.App.3d 296, Leonoff v. Monterey County Board of Supervisors (1990) 222
Cal.App.3d 1337; Eureka Citizens for Responsible Govt. v. City of Eureka (2007) 147 Cal, App.4th 357, Protect the Historic
Amador Waterways v. Amador Water Agency (2004) 116 Cal.App.dth 1099, 1109; San Franciscans Upholding the
Downtown Plan v. City and County of San Francisco (2002) 102 Cal.App.4th 656.
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March 26, 2026

ADDENDUM TO NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR
ANNEXATION NO. 109 [PROJECT NO. AX109]

Rancho California Water District / Eastern Municipal Water District
109" Fringe Area Annexation

Prepared by Rancho California Water District
42135 Winchester Road
Temecula, CA 92590

Introduction:

An initial study and negative declaration (ND) were prepared by the Rancho California
Water District (Rancho Water/District) in accordance with relevant provisions of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the State CEQA Guidelines.

The Notice of Intent (NOI) to adopt a ND was published in April 2024, and an Initial
Study was prepared as part of the NOIL. On June 6, 2024, the Rancho Water Finance and
Planning Committee recommended adoption of the ND. On June 13, 2024, the Rancho
Water Board of Directors held a public hearing, and subsequently adopted the ND and
Initial Study. On July 5, 2024, Rancho Water filed a Notice of Determination and paid
the California Department of Fish and Game’s filing fee.

Project Description:

The project is located within the boundaries of the City of Murrieta and the water service
area of the Rancho California Water District (Rancho Water/District) and the County of
Riverside. The site is located along Adams Avenue. The property is within the Spheres of
Influence of the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWD), Eastern
Municipal Water District (EMWD), and Rancho California Water District (RCWD). The
Project includes APN 909-060-038. The subject annexation consists of approximately
10.43 acres of currently undeveloped land.

Minor Technical Additions:

Rancho Water, acting as the lead agency, was requested to prepare an addendum to the
Initial Study/Negative Declaration (IS/ND) to correct and clarify the following two items:

1. AB 52 Consultation Clarification

The AB 52 section required a clear conclusion confirming that Rancho Water fulfilled its
consultation obligations. Specifically, the addendum needed to state that no consultation
requests were received and include any relevant notification letters.

This has been addressed by expanding the response to Item 11 on the first page of the
Initial Study and by attaching the applicable notification letters to this addendum. Item 11
asks:
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March 26, 2026

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

The revised response is as follows:

AB 52 consultation letters were sent to all identified Native American tribes on February
20, 2024, prior to public notice. No requests for consultation were received within thirty
(30) days of notification.

2. Utilities and Service Systems Clarification

Revisions were also required in Section XIX (Utilities and Service Systems) to ensure
that only one checkbox is selected per subsection, as well as to incorporate additional
explanatory language.

In the original Initial Study, multiple boxes were incorrectly selected. The corrected
determinations are as follows: for Section XIX subsections (a), (c), (d), and (e), “No
Impact” should be indicated; for subsection (b), “Less Than Significant Impact” should
be indicated.

Additionally, the Summary Explanation of Impacts for Section XIX has been revised to
include:
o A statement regarding water use acreages based on Rancho Water’s Plan of
Services; and
e A clarification that a separate CEQA analysis, as appropriate, will be conducted if
the parcel is developed in the future.

The revised response to Section XIX Ultilities and Service Systems is as follows:
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XIX.

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.
Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

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?

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

Result in a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it
has adequate capacity to serve the
project's projected demand in addition
to the provider's existing commitments?

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?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Attachment 4, Page 16 of 28

March 26, 2026

Less Than
Significant
With Less Than
Mitigation Significant  No
Incorporated Impact Impact

U U

U U

U] U

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

Summary Explanation of Impacts for Utilities
and Service Systems

For issues a, ¢, d, e, : The concurrent
annexation is an administrative action, and as such will
have no significant impact.

References: None.

For issue b: The concurrent annexation is an
administrative action, and as such will have no impact
of water supplies. However, upon completion of the
annexation process, the property will be eligible for
water service by the Rancho California Water District
(RCWD), which could have an incremental impact of
existing systems in the immediate area. The project
will not significantly impact existing water supplies,
nor require expanded water entitlements. This property
would be served by water imported via the Eastern
Municipal Water District (EMWD) from the
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
(MWD), which has indicated that sufficient capacity
exists to meet current and future demands of RCWD,
though additional supplies will be charged a
commodity charge for water at the District’s highest
marginal water rate for imported water (currently
referred to as the Tier 2 Imported Water Rate). The
property is within RCWD’s Sphere of Influence, and
service to this area has been anticipated within
RCWD’s Urban Water Master Plan and Water System
Master Plan, which identified sufficient connected
capacity at MWD’s water supply turnouts; therefore no
significant impacts are anticipated as a result of this
project. A separate CEQA analysis, as appropriate, will
be prepared should the parcel develop in the future.
The Rancho Water service area is approximately
99,170 acres in Southern Riverside County, with an
assessed valuation over $3,000,000,000 and an
estimated population of 156,000.

References: 2015 Water Facilities Master
Plan Update, December 2015 and 2020 Urban Water
Management Plan, June 2021

Rancho Water has determined these clarifications to be only minor technical changes.
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Basis for Preparation of Addendum:

Section 15164(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines states “An addendum to an adopted
negative declaration may be prepared if only minor technical changes or additions are
necessary or none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for the preparation
of a subsequent EIR or negative declaration have occurred.”

The proposed annexation is an administrative and fiscal action. Such administrative and
fiscal action is deemed to be a reorganization and does not result in a tangible change in
the physical environment. As a Responsible Agency for the proposed project, Rancho
Water is issuing the Addendum in accordance with the State CEQA Guidelines (Section
15164). The minor textual additions provided herein are not considered to 1) constitute a
substantial change in the project as originally proposed by the County, 2) lead to
substantial changes in the circumstances under which the project is undertaken, or 3)
constitute new information of substantial importance. As such an Addendum was
prepared as opposed to a subsequent negative declaration.

Rancho Water, as “Responsible Agency” has prepared the Addendum:

Digitally signed by Jeffrey Kirshberg

Jeffrey Kirshberg moioiiom

u=Engineering,
Date: 2026.03.26 08:17:24 -07'00"

Signature Date
Jeffrey Kirshberg (Rancho Water Representative) Director of Planning
Printed Name Title

SYS, LLC has reviewed and Zviefs the preparation of the Addendum:
@ 2gignature

Date [ /

SYS, LLC Representative
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VIA E-MAIL: ACBCI-THPO@AGUACALIENTE.NET

Patricia Garcia

Director of Tribal Historic Preservation Office
Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians

5401 Dinah Shore Drive

Palms Springs, CA 92264

SUBJECT: AB52 NATIVE AMERICAN CONSULTATION AND PROJECT NOTIFICATION PROPOSED
CONCURRENT ANNEXATION OF 10.66 ACRES TO RANCHO CALIFORNIA WATER
DISTRICT, EASTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT, AND THE METROPOLITAN WATER
DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA, MURRIETA, RIVERSIDE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

Dear Ms. Garcia:

In accordance with Public Resources Code, section 21080.3.1(d), the Rancho California Water District
(Rancho Water/District) hereby notifies you of the proposed concurrent annexation of 10.66 acres to
Rancho Water, Eastern Municipal Water District, and the Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California in the city of Murrieta in Riverside County, California.

The project/property is located at:

Off Adams Avenue, between Fig Street and Elm Street, Murrieta, CA 92562
APN 909-060-038 (10.43 acres)
and
APN 909-060-009 (0.23 acres)

The District is the lead agency for the proposed Project. The lead agency contact person is Director of
Planning Jeff Kirshberg; contact information is as follows:

Jeff Kirshberg, Director of Planning
Rancho California Water District
42135 Winchester Road
Temecula, CA 92590

(951) 296-6988
kirshbergj@ranchowater.com

You and/or your tribe have previously requested to receive notice of qualifying projects under the Public
Resources Code, section 21080.3.1. You were identified by the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians as
the Tribe’s designated lead contact or tribal representative.

To that end, please take notice that you and your tribe have thirty (30) days from the date of this letter to
request consultation on the proposed project pursuant to Public Resources Code, section 21080.3.1.

If you should have any questions or concerns regarding the Project, please contact Direct of Planning Jeff
Kirshberg at the phone number or email address above.

Sincerely,

RANCHO CALIFORNIA WATER DISTRICT

27 Kt
Jeff Kirshberg, Ph.D., P.E.
Director of Planning

cc: Juan Gonzalez, Water Resources Analyst
Dan Ruiz, Director of Engineering
Robert S. Grantham, General Manager

24\JK:JG:hab004\F475\AB52\AX109
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VIA E-MAIL: RHUAUTE@MORONGO-NSN.GOV

Robert Martin, Tribal Chairman

Raymond Huaute, Cultural Resource Specialist
Morongo Band of Mission Indians

Cultural Resources Department

12700 Pumarra Road

Banning, CA 92220

SUBIJECT: AB52 NATIVE AMERICAN CONSULTATION AND PROJECT NOTIFICATION PROPOSED
CONCURRENT ANNEXATION OF 10.66 ACRES TO RANCHO CALIFORNIA WATER
DISTRICT, EASTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT, AND THE METROPOLITAN WATER
DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA, MURRIETA, RIVERSIDE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

Dear Mr. Martin and Mr. Huaute:

In accordance with Public Resources Code, section 21080.3.1(d), the Rancho California Water District
(Rancho Water/District) hereby notifies you of the proposed concurrent annexation of 10.66 acres to
Rancho Water, Eastern Municipal Water District, and the Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California in the city of Murrieta in Riverside County, California.

The project/property is located at:

Off Adams Avenue, between Fig Street and Elm Street, Murrieta, CA 92562
APN 909-060-038 (10.43 acres)
and
APN 909-060-009 (0.23 acres)

The District is the lead agency for the proposed Project. The lead agency contact person is Director of
Planning Jeff Kirshberg; contact information is as follows:

Jeff Kirshberg, Director of Planning
Rancho California Water District
42135 Winchester Road
Temecula, CA 92590

(951) 296-6988
kirshbergj@ranchowater.com

You and/or your tribe have previously requested to receive notice of qualifying projects under the Public
Resources Code, section 21080.3.1. You were identified by the Morongo Band of Mission Indians as the
Tribe’s designated lead contact or tribal representative.

To that end, please take notice that you and your tribe have thirty (30) days from the date of this letter to
request consultation on the proposed project pursuant to Public Resources Code, section 21080.3.1.

If you should have any questions or concerns regarding the Project, please contact Direct of Planning Jeff
Kirshberg at the phone number or email address above.

Sincerely,

RANCHO CALIFORNIA WATER DISTRICT

S Kot

Jeff Kirshberg, Ph.D., P.E.
Director of Planning

cc: Juan Gonzalez, Water Resources Analyst
Dan Ruiz, Director of Engineering
Robert S. Grantham, General Manager

24\JK:JG:hab003\F475\AB52\AX109
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VIA E-MAIL: EOZDIL@PECHANGA-NSN.GOV

Ebru T. Ozdil, Cultural Analyst

Juan Ochoa, Assistant Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (jochoa@pechanga-nsn.gov)
Pechanga Band of Luisefio Mission Indians

Cultural Resources Center

Post Office Box 2183

Temecula, CA 92593

SUBJECT: AB52 NATIVE AMERICAN CONSULTATION AND PROJECT NOTIFICATION PROPOSED
CONCURRENT ANNEXATION OF 10.66 ACRES TO RANCHO CALIFORNIA WATER
DISTRICT, EASTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT, AND THE METROPOLITAN WATER

DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA, MURRIETA, RIVERSIDE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA
Dear Ms. Ozdil and Mr. Ochoa:

In accordance with Public Resources Code, section 21080.3.1(d), the Rancho California Water District
(Rancho Water/District) hereby notifies you of the proposed concurrent annexation of 10.66 acres to
Rancho Water, Eastern Municipal Water District, and the Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California in the city of Murrieta in Riverside County, California.

The project/property is located at:

Off Adams Avenue, between Fig Street and Elm Street, Murrieta, CA 92562
APN 909-060-038 (10.43 acres)
and
APN 909-060-009 (0.23 acres)

The District is the lead agency for the proposed Project. The lead agency contact person is Director of
Planning Jeff Kirshberg; contact information is as follows:

Jeff Kirshberg, Director of Planning
Rancho California Water District
42135 Winchester Road
Temecula, CA 92590

(951) 296-6988
kirshbergj@ranchowater.com

You and/or your tribe have previously requested to receive notice of qualifying projects under the Public
Resources Code, section 21080.3.1. You were identified by the Pechanga Band of Luisefio Mission Indians
as the Tribe’s designated lead contact or tribal representative.

To that end, please take notice that you and your tribe have thirty (30) days from the date of this letter to
request consultation on the proposed project pursuant to Public Resources Code, section 21080.3.1.

If you should have any questions or concerns regarding the Project, please contact Direct of Planning Jeff
Kirshberg at the phone number or email address above.

Sincerely,

RANCHO CALIFORNIA WATER DISTRICT

=2y e

Jeff Kirshberg, Ph.D., P.E.
Director of Planning

cc: Juan Gonzalez, Water Resources Analyst
Dan Ruiz, Director of Engineering
Robert S. Grantham, General Manager

24\JK:JG:hab002\F475\AB52\AX109

Rancho California Water District
42135 Winchester Road » Temecula, California 92590-4800 ¢ (951) 296-6900 ¢ FAX (951) 296-6860 » www.ranchowater.com

113



7
B

Rancho
Water

Board of Directors

John V. Rossi
President

Brian J. Brady
Senior Vice President

Carol Lee Gonzales-Brady
J. D. Harkey

John E. Hoagland
William E. Plummer

Bill Wilson

Officers

Robert S. Grantham
General Manager

Jason A. Martin
Assistant General Manager

Kathleen M. Naylor
Chief Financial Officer

Kelli E. Garcia
District Secretary

James B. Gilpin
Best Best & Krieger LLP
General Counsel

g
s
[}

N0

V.

=

"
CULITE

Attachment 4, Page 22 of 28

February 20, 2024

VIA E-MAIL: DCOLOCHO@RINCONTRIBE.ORG

Destiny Colocho, Manager

Rincon Band of Luisefio Mission Indians
Cultural Resources Department

1 West Tribal Road

Valley Center, CA 92082

SUBJECT: AB52 NATIVE AMERICAN CONSULTATION AND PROJECT NOTIFICATION PROPOSED
CONCURRENT ANNEXATION OF 10.66 ACRES TO RANCHO CALIFORNIA WATER
DISTRICT, EASTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT, AND THE METROPOLITAN WATER
DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA, MURRIETA, RIVERSIDE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

Dear Ms. Colocho:

In accordance with Public Resources Code, section 21080.3.1(d), the Rancho California Water District
(Rancho Water/District) hereby notifies you of the proposed concurrent annexation of 10.66 acres to
Rancho Water, Eastern Municipal Water District, and the Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California in the city of Murrieta in Riverside County, California.

The project/property is located at:

Off Adams Avenue, between Fig Street and Elm Street, Murrieta, CA 92562
APN 909-060-038 (10.43 acres)
and
APN 909-060-009 (0.23 acres)

The District is the lead agency for the proposed Project. The lead agency contact person is Director of
Planning Jeff Kirshberg; contact information is as follows:

Jeff Kirshberg, Director of Planning
Rancho California Water District
42135 Winchester Road
Temecula, CA 92590

(951) 296-6988
kirshbergj@ranchowater.com

You and/or your tribe have previously requested to receive notice of qualifying projects under the Public
Resources Code, section 21080.3.1. You were identified by the Rincon Band of Luisefio Mission Indians as
the Tribe’s designated lead contact or tribal representative.

To that end, please take notice that you and your tribe have thirty (30) days from the date of this letter to
request consultation on the proposed project pursuant to Public Resources Code, section 21080.3.1.

If you should have any questions or concerns regarding the Project, please contact Direct of Planning Jeff
Kirshberg at the phone number or email address above.

Sincerely,

RANCHO CALIFORNIA WATER DISTRICT

Jeff Kirshberg, Ph.D., P.E.
Director of Planning

cc: Juan Gonzalez, Water Resources Analyst
Dan Ruiz, Director of Engineering
Robert S. Grantham, General Manager

24\JK:JG:hab001\F475\AB52\AX109

Rancho California Water District
42135 Winchester Road » Temecula, California 92590-4800 ¢ (951) 296-6900 ¢ FAX (951) 296-6860 » www.ranchowater.com

114



9/15/2026 Board Meeting

Peter Aldana
Riverside County
Assessor-County Clerk-Recorder

Attachment 4, Page 23 of 28

2724 Gateway Drive
Riverside, CA 92507
{951) 486-7000
WWW.rivcoacr.org
Receipt: 24-191794 '
Product Name Extended
FISH CLERK FISH AND GAME FILINGS $2,966.75
#Pages 4
Document # E-202400729
Filing Type 2
State Fee Prev Charged false
No Charge Clerk Fes false
F&G Nagative Declaration §2,916.75
F&G Clerk Handling Fee 3 5 $50.00
Total $2,966.75
Tender (On Account) $2,968.75
Account# CEQARCWD
Account Name CEQARCWDO - Rancho California Water District-CEQA Filings
Balance $3,166.75 .
Comment 85733235651

715124 10:14 AM
Gateway Clerk
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State of California - Dapartment of Fish and Wildlife
2024 ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT FILING FEE
CASH RECEIPT
DFW 753.5a (REV. 01/01/24) Previously DFG 753.5a
RECEIPT NUMBER:
24-191794
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NUMBER (if applicabla)
'SEEINSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE. TYPE OR PRINTCLEARLY.
[LEAD AGENCY LEADAGENCY EMAIL DATE
RANCHO CALIFORNIA WATER DISTRICT BUEROH@RANCHOWATER.COM 07/05/2024
COUNTY/STATE AGENCY OF FILING DOCUMENT NUMBER
RIVERSIDE E-202400729
PROJECT TITLE )
ANNEXATION NO. 108
PROJECT APPLICANT NAME IPROJECT APPLICANT EMAIL PHONE NUMBER
RANCHO CALIFORNIA WATER DISTRICT BUEROH@RANCHOWATER.COM (951) 296-6900
PROJECT APPLICANT ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP CODE
42135 WINCHESTER ROAD, TEMECULA CA 92590
PROJECT APPLICANT (Check appropriate box)
[X] Local Public Agency ] Sehool District [ other Spectal District ] state Agency [ Private Entity
CHECK APPLICABLE FEES:
O Envirormental impact Report (EIR} $4,051.25 $ 0
Kl MitigatediNegative Declaration (MND)(ND) $201676 § $2,916.75
O Certified Regutatosy Program (CRP) document - payment due directly to COFW $1,377.25 $
[J Exempt from fee
O Notice of Exemption {attach)
[ CDFW No Effect Determination (attach)
O Fee previously paid (attach previously issued cash receipt copy)
[Q water Right Appfication or Petition Fea (State Walar Resources Canlrol Beard anly) $85000 §
El County documentary handing fee : $ $50.00
0 Other $
PAYMENT METHOD:
TOTAL RECEIVED  § $2,966.75

[ cash [J Credit [J Check Kl Cther

SIGNATURE

IAGENCY OF FILING PRINTED NAME AND TITLE

Deputy  jsabel Tejeda

X S dyera_
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NOTICE OF DETERMINATION
TO: O Clerk of the Board of Supervisors FROM: | Public Agency/Lead Agency:
or Rancho California Water District (Rancho
R County Clerk Water/District)
Address: Address:
County Clerk 42135 Winchester Road
County of Riverside Temecula, CA 92590
Post Office Box 751 Contact:  Jeff Kirshberg, Ph.D., P.E
Riverside, CA  92502-0751 ontact: - GH RISHDELE, TR, TE
Director of Planning
Phone:  (951) 296-6900
TO: X Office of Planning and Research Lead Agency (if different from above)
P. 0. Box 3044
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 Address:
3 1400 Tenth Street, Rm. 113
Sacramento, CA 95814 Contact:
Phone:

SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public Resources Code.

State Clearinghouse Number
(If submitted to SCH):

Project Title: Annexation No. 109 [Project No. AX109]

FILED/POSTED

Project Applicant (include address and telephone number): County of Riverside

Peter Aldana
fissessor-County Clerk-Recorder

David DeRoberts, Member €-202480729
8YS, LLC, an Alaskan Limited Liability Company 37105{20?‘10: 14 AN Fee: § 296B.75
Post Office Box 91656 age © o

sputy

s 1K 95 (T e |

Specific Project Location — Identify street address and cross street or attach a map showing project site (preferably a
USGS 15 or 7%’ topographical map identified by quadrangle name):

Asessor’s Parcel Number 909-060-038, Portion of Lot No. 76 of MB 008/359
10,43 Acres, located off Fig Street and Adams Avenue '

General Project Location {City and/or County): Murrieta, Riverside County

Project Description: Concurrent annexation of 10.43 acres to Rancho Water, Eastern Municipal Water District (EMWD),
and the Metropolitan Water District of Southem California (MWD)

Identify the person or entity undertaking the project, including any private applicant, any other person undertaking an
activity that receives financial assistance from the Public Agency as part of the project, and any person receiving a lease,
permit, license, certificate, or other entitlement of use from the Public Agency as part of the project.

Notice of Determination Page | FORM “F”

24\JK:)G:habODS\AN109

Rancho California Water District
42135 Winchester Rood + Post Office Box 9017 « Temeculs, Californis 92589-9017 = (951) 296-6900 + FAX (951} 296-6860 « www.ranchowaler.com
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This is to advise that the (& Lead Agency or [J Responsible Agency) has approved the above-described project on June
13, 2024, and has made the following determinations regarding the above-described project:

1. The project [ w111 B will not] have a significant effect on the cnvironment.

—

2.0 |An antronmemal Impact Report was prepared and certified for this project pursuant to the provisions of
i CEQA and reﬂects the mdependent judgment of the Lead Agency.

® | A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA and reflects the
mdependent judgment of the Lead Agency

'l

O | A Mitigated Negative Dcclaratwn was prepared for this project pursuant te the pmwsmns of CEQA and
reflects the independent judgment of the Lead Agency.

3.0 Mmgahon measures [ Clwere I were not] made a condition of the approval of the pm]ect

4 0 | A Mitigation Momtonng or Reponmg Plan [ [0 was B was not] adopted for this pro_|ect.

5. 0 | A Statement of Overriding Considerations [ [ I was [ was not] adopted for this pro;ect

6. O Findings [ [] were & were not] made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

This is to certify that the Final EIR with comments and responses and record of project approval, or the
Negative Declaration, is avallable to General Public at:

Custodian: Location: -
Rancho California Water District 42135 Winchester Road '
(951) 296-6900 Temecula, CA 92590

- ——
Date: July 5, 2024
Signa
Name: Jeff Kirshberg, Ph.D., P.E.
Title: Director of Planning
Clerk’s File Stamp: ) ==
Authority cited: Sections 21083, Public Resources Code.
Reference Section 2100021174, Public Resources Code.
Notice of Determination Page 2 FORM “F”

24\}KJG:hab002\AX109 3
Rancho Californis Water District
42135 Winchester Road » Post Office Box 9017 » Temecula, Californis 925859017 » (951) 296-6900 » FAX (9511 2966860 « www.ranchowsier.com
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NEGATIVE DECLARATION

1. Name or description of project:

2. Project Location — Identify street )
address and cross sreets or attacha | Assessor’s Parcel Number 909-06{?-038, Portion of Lot No. 76 of MB
map showing project site (preferably 008/359, 10.43 Acres, located off Fig Street and Adams Avenue
a USGS 15’ or 7 1/2’ topographical |
map identified by quadrangle name):

Annexation No. 109 [Project No. AX109]

3,  Entity or Person undertaking project:

A.  Entty SYS, LLC, an Alaskan Limited Liability Company
(1) Name: ) David DeRoberts, M&nbm - b
@ Address: Post Office Box 91656
) Anchorage, AK 99509 i
B ]; Other (Private) a
(1) . Name: -
@ Address: - B ]

The Lead Agency, having reviewed the Initial Study of this proposed project, having reviewed the written comments
received prior to the public meeting of the Lead Agency, and having reviewed the recommendation of the Lead Agency's
Staff, does hereby find and declare that the proposed project will not have a significant effect on the environment. A

brief statement of the reasons supporting the Lead Agency’s findings are as follows: |

No significant impacts are anticipated as a result of this project, as the project is a concurrent annexation only. However,
upon completion of the annexation process, the property will be eligible for water service by the Rancho California
Water District (Rancho Water/District), which could have an incremental impact of existing systems in the immediate
area. The project will not significantly impact existing water supplies, nor require expanded water entitlements. The
property is within Rancho Water’s Sphere of Influence and service to this arca has been anticipated within the District’s
Water System Master Plan and Urban Water Master Plan.

The Lead Agency hereby finds that the Negative Declaration reflects its independent judgment. A copy of the Initial
| Study is attached.

| The location and custodian of the documents and any other material which constitute the record of proceedings upon
which the Lead Agency based its decision to adopt this Negative Declaration are as follows:

Rancho California Water District
| 42135 Winchester Road
Temecula, CA 92590

[ Phone No.: | (951) 296-6900

Date Received
for Filing: % % % ? —
Jeff Kirgh Ph.D.. P.E.

Director of Planning

Negative Declaration FORM “E” @
24\K:)G:hab00B\AX109 _ Page 1

“Rancbo California Water District
42135 Winchester Road Temeculs, California 925904801 » (351 296-5900 « FAX (951) 196-6860 = www.mnchowster.com
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Location Map for Annexation No. 109 (Project No. AX109)

e
A Legend

K

B Subject Property

District Sphere

Current Service Area

- e

Rancho California Water District
42135 Winchester Road
Temecula, Ca. 92590
(951) 206-6900

The information shown on this map was compled from
the Riverside County GIS and the Rancho Califomia
GIS. The jand base and iaclily nformation on this
map is for display purposes only and should not be
relied upon withoul independant venficaton as 1o
its accuracy. Riverside County and Rancho Catfomia
Water Distncd will nol be held responsible for any
claims, 'osses or damages resulling from the use of Lhis map.
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THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT

» OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

® Board of Directors
Engineering, Operations, and Technology Committee

9/15/2026 Board Meeting

8-1
Subject

Award a $42,710,530.01 construction contract to Mountain Cascade Inc. to rehabilitate the circulating water and
sump discharge piping systems at the Colorado River Aqueduct pumping plants; the General Manager has
determined that the proposed action is exempt or otherwise not subject to CEQA

Executive Summary

The five Colorado River Aqueduct (CRA) pumping plants each have a circulating water and sump discharge
piping system. The existing systems are 85 years old, have deteriorated, and need to be replaced. Failure of the
circulating water systems could result in flooding of the facility and overheating of the main CRA pumps, while
failure of the sump discharge piping systems could cause sump basin overflows and flooding of the pump bays.
Rehabilitation of the circulating water and sump discharge piping systems will maintain Metropolitan’s ability to
deliver water reliably.

This action awards a $42,710,530.01 construction contract to rehabilitate the circulating water and sump
discharge piping systems at the five CRA pumping plants. See Attachment 1 for the Allocation of Funds,
Attachment 2 for the Abstract of Bids, Attachment 3 for the Subcontractors for the Low Bidder, and
Attachment 4 for the Location Map.

Proposed Action(s)/Recommendation(s) and Options

Staff Recommendation: Option #1

Option #1

Award a $42,710,530.01 construction contract to Mountain Cascade Inc. to rehabilitate the circulating water
and sump discharge piping systems at the Colorado River Aqueduct pumping plants.

Fiscal Impact: Expenditure of $55.7 million in capital funds. Approximately $29 million will be incurred in
the current biennium and has been previously authorized. The remaining capital expenditures will be funded
from the next capital investment plan budget.
Business Analysis: This project will enhance the reliability of the CRA pumping plants and reduce the risk of
unplanned outages.

Option #2
Do not proceed with this project at this time.
Fiscal Impact: None
Business Analysis: This option may lead to more extensive and costly repairs in the future.

Alternatives Considered

Staff initially considered phasing the project’s construction by completing the work at one plant at a time across
multiple contracts. This would delay the replacement of deteriorating equipment at the plants, increasing
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maintenance needs and reducing the reliability of the existing piping systems. Additionally, the Metropolitan-
furnished equipment would be past its warranty period by the time all the contracts are executed and completed.

The selected option will replace the deteriorated sump and circulating water systems across all five plants
expeditiously, ensuring continued, reliable operations of the CRA. Additionally, bundling a larger construction
contract to include all five pumping plants will provide an opportunity for a larger pool of bidders and a more
competitive bidding environment since contracts in the Desert Region generally attract a very limited pool of
bidders.

Applicable Policy

Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 8121: General Authority of the General Manager to
Enter Contracts

Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 11104: Delegation of Responsibilities
Related Board Action(s)/Future Action(s)

By Minute Item 51423, dated December 11, 2018, the Board awarded a contract to rehabilitate the circulating
water and sump discharge piping systems at all five CRA pumping plants.

By Minute Item 54446, dated April 14, 2026, the Board appropriated a total of $1.025 billion for projects
identified in the Capital Investment Plan for Fiscal Years 2026/2027 and 2027/2028.

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

CEQA determination for Option #1:

On December 11, 2018, the Board approved the Circulating Water and Sump Discharge Piping Systems
Rehabilitation at all five CRA pumping plants. The General Manager determined the project to be exempt from
CEQA pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15301 and 15302. The current board action does not result in
any substantial change to the project. Accordingly, no further CEQA determinations or documentation are
necessary.

CEQA determination for Option #2:
None required.

Details and Background

Background

The CRA is a 242-mile-long conveyance system that transports water from the Colorado River to Lake Mathews.
It consists of five pumping plants; 124 miles of tunnels, siphons, and reservoirs; 63 miles of canals; and 55 miles
of conduits. The aqueduct was constructed in the late 1930s and was placed into service in 1941.

Within the pump house at each of the five CRA pumping plants, there are two main sumps and five auxiliary
sumps that collect water leakage from the main CRA pumps, backwash flows from the domestic water treatment
system, washwater from plant maintenance activities, and return cooling water after it has been used to cool the
main CRA pumps. These flows can at times exceed 2,700 gallons per hour. The sumps are located at the lowest
level of each four-level pump house. Each main sump is approximately 9 feet wide, 20 feet long, and 35 feet deep,
while each auxiliary sump is approximately 8 feet wide, 10 feet long, and 6 feet deep. The main sump basins are
located at either end of each pump house, and the five auxiliary sump basins are located at intermediate locations.

The sump basins contain portions of two separate piping systems: the sump discharge system and the circulating
water system. Each of these systems includes 16-inch diameter piping, pumps, valves, and couplings. The sump
discharge system pumps water from the sump basins back to the CRA or to the pumping plant forebay, depending
on the pumping plant. The circulating water system pressurizes water from the pumping plant’s 16-foot-diameter
inlet pipe, located upstream of the plant, into a closed piping system that passes through the sump basins. This
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water is delivered to separate storage tanks for the fire protection, potable water, and main pump cooling water
systems. The circulating water system is also used to dewater the plant inlet pipe during shutdowns.

The sump discharge systems and circulating water systems were installed in the 1930s. These systems are
partially submerged and operate in a humid and corrosive environment. Pipe leaks have become more frequent in
recent years, requiring immediate system shutdowns for repair by divers. The circulating water systems are
integral to the pumping plant operation. Failure of the sump discharge or circulating water systems could result in
overflow from the sump basins into the main pump bays, damaging electrical and mechanical equipment, and
potentially interrupting deliveries from the CRA.

In December 2018, Metropolitan’s Board awarded a construction contract to rehabilitate the sump and circulating
water systems at all five CRA pumping plants. The contractor completed procurement of long-lead equipment
with plans to begin installation in May 2020. However, in March 2020, in response to the COVID-19 pandemic,
Metropolitan suspended all on-site construction activities indefinitely due to confined working conditions and the
need to protect staff health and safety. With ongoing pandemic-related uncertainties, Metropolitan elected to
reduce the contract scope, eliminating all installation work. At the same time, equipment already in the
procurement process was delivered and placed in long-term storage at each plant. Equipment furnished under the
original contract and now available to be utilized in the new contract include new pump assemblies and valves for
all five plants, as well as several structural components, such as platforms, ladders, and handrails.

Staff revised the original construction bid package to account for delivered equipment, repairs to the system made
to maintain reliability, and the inclusion of the replacement of sump system piping above the sump area, which
was previously not included in the original project. Design is now complete, and staff recommend awarding a
construction contract at this time.

Colorado River Aqueduct Pumping Plants Sump Rehabilitation — Construction

The scope of the construction contract includes implementation of temporary pumping systems to ensure
continued operations of the facilities during construction; installation of the Metropolitan furnished equipment,
procurement of remaining equipment and materials, removal and replacement of the existing pumps, actuators,
valves, and associated piping for each sump basin; replacement of existing platforms, grating, ladders, handrails,
and sump covers, including lighting and ventilation; electrical and instrumentation and controls upgrades; and
hazardous material handling and disposal. Metropolitan force activities will include: (1) dewatering and shutdown
of the sump and circulating water systems and 480 V power systems; (2) facilitating contractor access;

(3) installation of conduits and electrical wiring into the pump plant control rooms; (4) system integration into the
Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition system; (5) refurbishment of medium voltage circulating water pump
motor starters; and (6) return of the sump and circulating water systems and 480 V power systems to service.

A total of $55,700,000 is allocated for this work. Allocated funds for professional services include $325,000 for
Project Labor Agreement administration and $97,000 for environmental monitoring under existing board-
authorized on-call agreements. Allocated funds for Metropolitan staff include $1,950,000 for submittal review,
response to requests for information, and preparation of record drawings; $2,760,000 for Metropolitan force
activities described above; $5,408,000 for construction management and inspections; $488,000 for contract
administration, environmental support, project management, and project controls; and $1,961,469.99 for
remaining budget. Attachment 1 provides the allocation of the required funds.

Award of Construction Contract (Mountain Cascade Inc.)

Specifications No. 2008 for the rehabilitation of the CRA Pumping Plants Sump Rehabilitation was advertised for
bids on June 9, 2026. As shown in Attachment 2, 4 bids were received and opened on August 4, 2026. The low
bid from Mountain Cascade Inc. in the amount of $42,710,530.01 complies with the requirements of the
specifications. The other bids ranged from $50.9 million to $60.6 million, while the engineer’s estimate was
$36.3 million. Staff investigated the difference between the engineer’s estimate and the low bid and attributes the
high bid to recent market volatility of material costs associated with electrical equipment, challenges with work in
remote locations, such as costs associated with housing of contract workers for an extended period at remote
locations, fuel prices, and costs associated with supporting concurrent construction at multiple plants. For this
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contract, Metropolitan established a Small Business Enterprise participation level of at least 20 percent of the bid
amount. Mountain Cascade Inc. has committed to meet this level of participation. The subcontractors for this
contract are listed in Attachment 3. This contract will be conducted under the terms of Metropolitan’s PLA.

This action awards a $42,710,530.01 contract to Mountain Cascade Inc, to rehabilitate the circulating water and
sump discharge piping systems at all five CRA pumping plants. As described above, Metropolitan staff will
perform construction management and inspection. Engineering Services’ performance metric target range for
construction management and inspection of projects with construction costs greater than $3 million is 9 to

12 percent. For this project, the performance metric for inspection is 9.2 percent of the total construction cost
($58,513,794), which includes the construction contract ($42,710,530.01), previously procured Metropolitan
equipment ($13,043,264), and Metropolitan force construction ($2,760,000).

Project Milestone

November 2029 — Completion of construction

A W 8/25/2026

MaiM. Hattar ! Date
Chief Engineer
Engineering Services

%uwz' W\ 8/25/2026

Shivaji Dgfhmukh Date
General Manager

Attachment 1 — Allocation of Funds
Attachment 2 — Abstract of Bids
Attachment 3 — Subcontractors for Low Bidder

Attachment 4 — Location Map
Ref# es12704044
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Attachment 1, Page 1 of 1

Labor
Studies & Investigations
Final Design
Owner Costs (Program mgmt.,
envir. support)
Submittals Review & Record Drwgs.
Construction Inspection & Support
Metropolitan Force Construction
Materials & Supplies
Incidental Expenses
Professional/Technical Services
PLA Admin. Consultant
Environmental Monitoring Consultant
Right-of-Way
Equipment Use
Contracts
Mountain Cascade Inc.
Remaining Budget
Total

Current Board
Action
(Sep. 2026)

488,000

1,950,000
5,383,000
2,557,000
203,000
25,000

325,000
97,000

42,710,530.01
1,961,469.99

55,700,000

The total amount expended to date is approximately $25.8 million. The total estimated cost to complete the rehabilitation of
the sump and circulating water systems at all five CRA pumping plants, including the amount appropriated to date, and funds
allocated for the work described in this action, is $81.5 million.
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The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
Abstract of Bids Received on August 4, 2026, at 2:00 P.M.

Specifications No. 2008
CRA Pumping Plants Sump System Rehabilitation

The work includes removal and replacement of the existing pumps, actuators, valves, and associated piping at five
CRA pumping plants; replacement of existing platforms, grating, ladders, handrails, and sump covers, including
lighting and ventilation; electrical and instrumentation and controls upgrades; and hazardous material handling
and disposal.

Engineer’s estimate: $36,300,000

Bidder and Location Total SBE $ SBE % | Met SBE!

Mountain Cascade Inc. $42,710,530.01 $9,204,035 22% Yes
Livermore, CA

Steve P. Rados Inc. $50,891,950 - - -
Santa Ana, CA

Caliagua Inc. $54,826,000 - - -
Fullerton, CA

Garney Pacific Inc. $60,569,000 - - -
Temecula, CA

' Small Business Enterprise (SBE) participation level established at 20% for this contract.
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The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

Subcontractors for Low Bidder

Specifications No. 2008

CRA Pumping Plants Sump System Rehabilitation

Low bidder: Mountain Cascade Inc.

Carson, CA

Subcontractor Service Category; Specialty
ACCO Engineered Systems HVAC
San Diego, CA
Commerce Coating Services Paintings & Coatings

D2 Industrial Services
Rancho Cucamonga, CA

Lead/Asbestos Abatement

Santa Fe Springs, CA

Full Armor Welding and Fabrication Furnish/Install Metal
Menifee, CA
Leed Electric Electrical
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Location Map
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® Board of Directors
Engineering, Operations, and Technology Committee

9/15/2026 Board Meeting
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Subject

Authorize (1) an increase of $172,849,771 to an existing design-build agreement with J.F. Shea Construction Inc.
for a new not-to-exceed amount of $276,209,771 to authorize Phase 2B of the Sepulveda Pump Stations project;
(2) an increase of $1.59 million to an existing agreement with Carollo Engineers Inc. for a new not-to-exceed
amount of $4.89 million to serve as the owner’s advisor; and (3) an increase of $857,000 to an existing agreement
with Parametrix Inc. for a new not-to-exceed amount of $1.402 million for cost estimating and scheduling
services; the General Manager has determined that the proposed action is exempt or otherwise not subject to
CEQA

Executive Summary

The statewide drought that ended in 2023 resulted in a historically low allocation of State Water Project (SWP)
supplies that impacted Metropolitan’s ability to deliver water to the SWP-dependent west service area. The
Sepulveda Feeder Pump Stations Project will construct two new pump stations, one at the existing Venice
pressure control facility and one at the existing Sepulveda Canyon Pressure Control Facility, to facilitate
conveying water from Metropolitan’s central pool into the SWP-dependent west service area during times of
extremely low SWP allocations. The project is being implemented using the progressive design-build (PDB)
project delivery method to expedite its development. The current project will enable deliveries of 30 cubic feet per
second (cfs) of Colorado River Aqueduct (CRA) and Diamond Valley Lake (DVL) water supplies to SWP-
dependent agencies in Metropolitan’s west service area. The current project will include provisions to expand the
pump stations to 160 cfs in a future project.

Construction of the first pump station at the Venice Pressure Control Structure is currently ongoing under the
existing PDB agreement with J.F. Shea Construction Inc. (J.F. Shea). This action authorizes a planned amendment
to this agreement to authorize construction of the second pump station at the Sepulveda Canyon Control Facility.
This work, referred to as Phase 2B of the project, includes ground improvements at the Sepulveda Canyon
Control Facility site, construction of the Sepulveda Pump Station, and full testing and commissioning of the two
new pump stations. This action also amends two existing agreements for the owner’s advisor and cost
estimating/scheduling services for the project. See Attachment 1 for the Allocation of Funds, Attachment 2 for
the List of Subcontractors, and Attachment 3 for the Location Map.

Proposed Action(s)/Recommendation(s) and Options

Staff Recommendation: Option 1

Option #1

a. Authorize an increase of $172,849,771 to an existing design-build agreement with J.F. Shea Construction
Inc. for a new not-to-exceed amount of $276,209,771 to authorize Phase 2B of the Sepulveda Pump
Stations project;

129



9/15/2026 Board Meeting 8-2 Page 2

b. Authorize an increase of $1.59 million to an existing agreement with Carollo Engineers Inc. for a new
not-to-exceed amount of $4.89 million to serve as the owner’s advisor; and

c. Authorize an increase of $857,000 to an existing agreement with Parametrix Inc. for a new not-to-exceed
amount of $1.402 million for cost estimating and scheduling services.

Fiscal Impact: Expenditure of $219.75 million in capital funds. Approximately $125 million will be incurred
in the current biennium and has been previously authorized. The remaining funds from this action will be
accounted for in the next biennial budget.
Business Analysis: This action supports the expansion of Metropolitan’s ability to serve Diamond Valley
Lake and Colorado River water to a portion of the distribution system that normally receives water from the
West Branch of the SWP and will provide an alternate route to deliver treated water to Metropolitan’s west
service area during drought, emergencies, or when major feeders are removed from service for rehabilitation.
Phase 2B work will provide a turnkey delivery of the pump stations.

Option #2
Do not authorize Phase 2B of the project at this time.
Fiscal Impact: None
Business Analysis: This option will forego an opportunity to enhance drought resiliency and seismic
resiliency in the western portion of Metropolitan’s service area.

Alternatives Considered

Staff initially considered constructing the slope stabilization work separately from the Sepulveda Feeder Pump
Stations Project. However, the required slope-stability work is more efficiently performed first, which would
delay completion of the Sepulveda Feeder Pump Stations Project. To enhance the overall resiliency of deliveries
through the Sepulveda Feeder, staff proposes including slope stabilization work in the Sepulveda Pump Stations
PDB agreement.

Applicable Policy

Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 8121: General Authority of the General Manager to
Enter Contracts

Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 8§148: Alternative Project Delivery
Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 11104: Delegation of Responsibilities
Related Board Action(s)/Future Action(s)

By Minute Item 52703, dated February 8, 2022, the Board authorized the West Area Water Supply Reliability
Improvements.

By Minute Item 53377, dated September 12, 2023, the Board authorized an agreement for Phase 1 design-build
services for the Sepulveda Feeder Pump Stations Project.

By Minute Item 53718, dated July 9, 2024, the Board amended the agreement for design-build services for the
Sepulveda Feeder Pump Stations Project to purchase long-lead electrical equipment.

By Minute Item 53791, dated September 10, 2024, the Board amended the agreement for design-build services for
the Sepulveda Feeder Pump Stations Project to purchase long-lead mechanical equipment.

By Minute Item 54200, dated July 8, 2025, the Board amended the agreement for design-build services for the
Sepulveda Feeder Pump Stations Project to authorize construction of the Venice Pump Station, and amended two
professional services agreements to authorize owner’s advisor and cost estimating and scheduling services.

By Minute Item 54446, dated April 13, 2026, the Board appropriated a total of $1.025 billion for projects
identified in the Capital Investment Plan for Fiscal Years 2026/27 and 2027/28.
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California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

CEQA determination for Option #1:

The proposed action is exempt from CEQA because the action consists of the operation, repair, maintenance,
permitting, leasing, licensing, or minor alteration of existing public structures, facilities, mechanical equipment, or
topographical features involving negligible or no expansion of existing or former use and no possibility of
significantly impacting the physical environment. In addition, the proposed action consists of construction and
location of limited numbers of new, small facilities or structures; installation of small new equipment and
facilities in small structures; and the conversion of existing small structures from one use to another where only
minor modifications are made in the exterior of the structure. Finally, the proposed action consists of minor public
or private alterations in the condition of land, water, and/or vegetation, which do not involve removal of healthy,
mature, scenic trees except for forestry or agricultural purposes. (State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15301, 15303,
and 15304).

CEQA determination for Option #2:
None required

Details and Background

Background

Metropolitan’s distribution system was initially constructed in the 1940s to deliver treated CRA water supplies
throughout its service area. The system was expanded in the 1970s to connect to and distribute supplies from the
SWP. The distribution system was designed to take advantage of the region’s topography and primarily utilizes
gravity to move water through the system. While much of Metropolitan’s service area benefits from access to
both sources of supply and stored water in DVL, certain portions of the system can only receive limited DVL and
CRA water due to inherent hydraulic limitations of the gravity-fed system.

The western portion of Metropolitan’s service area typically receives SWP water from the Joseph Jensen Water
Treatment Plant (Jensen plant) through the Sepulveda Feeder and connecting pipelines. During periods of low
deliveries from the West Branch of the SWP, or when the Jensen plant is out of service, the west service area can
be served by the Weymouth plant through the East Valley Feeder and the Greg Avenue Pump Station. However,
this pumping system is limited to a maximum capacity of approximately 50 cubic feet per second (cfs). During
the multi-year drought California experienced from 2020 through 2023, SWP-dependent areas suffered
disproportionately because they were unable to offset SWP supply reductions with CRA supplies or DVL stored
water.

To strengthen the drought resiliency of Metropolitan’s western service area, the Sepulveda Feeder Pump Stations
Project will construct two pump stations in tandem along the Sepulveda Feeder: the first at the Venice Pressure
Control Facility in Culver City; the second at the Sepulveda Canyon Pressure Control Facility near the Brentwood
neighborhood of Los Angeles. When completed, these pump stations will reverse flows in the Sepulveda Feeder,
allowing delivery of up to 30 cfs of CRA and DVL water from the central portion of Metropolitan’s service area
to the western portion. The initial capacity of this project was limited to 30 cfs due to pressure limitations on the
Prestressed Concrete Cylinder Pipe (PCCP) sections of the feeder.

Each pump station will include pumps, motors, interconnection piping to the Sepulveda Feeder, valve control
structures, mechanical equipment for surge control, and electrical equipment. The pump stations will include
provisions, such as adequate site space and electrical infrastructure, to readily accommodate the expansion of the
pump station capacity to 160 cfs under a future project. Future expansion to full capacity will require additional
surge mitigation improvements to protect the PCCP portions of the Sepulveda Feeder from overpressurization
before operating the expanded pump stations. Surge mitigations could include relining PCCP segments and
upgrading steel fittings on the Sepulveda Feeder north of the pump stations or constructing surge tanks.

To expedite completion, the Sepulveda Feeder Pump Stations Project is being implemented utilizing a PDB
project delivery model. The PDB model utilizes a two-phase process: Under Phase 1, the selected design-build
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entity (DBE) collaboratively progresses the design and procurement specifications to approximately 70 percent
complete; under Phase 2, the DBE completes final design and builds the facility for a guaranteed maximum price
(GMP).

In September 2023, Metropolitan’s Board authorized Phase 1 of the PDB agreement with J.F. Shea for the
Sepulveda Feeder Pump Stations Project for a not-to-exceed total of $9.8 million. In July 2024 and September
2024, the Board authorized amendments to the PDB agreement to cover portions of the Phase 2 work, including
the procurement of long-lead equipment such as electrical transformers, pumps, large valves, electrical
switchgear, and motor control centers. In July 2025, the Board authorized the first of two Phase 2 physical
construction packages (Phase 2A) to complete design and construction of the Venice pump station, and to begin
Phase 2 work for the Sepulveda Canyon Pump Station, including completion of final design and demolition of an
existing 11.5-million-gallon water tank at the proposed Sepulveda Canyon Pump Station site. This action
increased the agreement amount to $103.36 million.

The Sepulveda Canyon Control Facility, the site of the proposed Sepulveda Canyon Pump Station, sits above a
steep slope that is susceptible to liquefaction-induced slope failure during a major earthquake. A separate CIP
project previously underway investigated and developed conceptual solutions to mitigate liquefaction and protect
existing distribution system facilities at the site, including its two large water tanks and pressure control structure.
For project efficiency, the design and construction of the soil improvements needed to mitigate liquefaction,
primarily jet-grouting, will now be completed under the Sepulveda Feeder Pump Stations PDB project.

This action authorizes the Phase 2B work for the project, including completion of final design and construction of
soil improvement for the Sepulveda Canyon Control Facility site, construction of the pump station at the
Sepulveda site, and testing and commissioning of both pump stations (Venice and Sepulveda sites).

Staff recommends authorizing an amendment to the Sepulveda Feeder Pump Stations PDB agreement for

Phase 2B design-build services for the Sepulveda Feeder Pump Stations with J.F. Shea, including a $172,849,771
increase for a not-to-exceed amount of $276,209,771. Similar to GMP No. 1, Metropolitan also utilized a third
party to develop an independent cost estimate to support cost reconciliation and negotiations with J.F. Shea to
achieve the best overall value for Metropolitan.

Sepulveda Feeder Pump Stations — PDB Phase 2B Agreement Amendment (J.F. Shea Construction Inc.)

The planned activities for Phase 2B include completion of final design drawings; construction of the ground
improvement work at the Sepulveda Canyon Control Facility; installation of long-lead equipment for the pump
station at the Sepulveda site; coordination with utility companies for electrical services to the new pump station;
acquisition of permits for construction work; and construction of the new pump station including new valve
vaults, electrical building, and a large concrete water tank at the Sepulveda Canyon site. J.F. Shea will perform
phase 2B design-build services under an amendment to the existing PDB contract. Metropolitan force activities
include dewatering the Sepulveda Feeder, establishing clearances, and returning the pipeline to service.

The provisions of the Public Contract Code authorizing the PDB project delivery model, as well as the Phase 1
agreement, permit a shared savings provision for any savings between the final cost of performance and the GMP.
The shared savings provision creates an incentive for the contractor to find cost savings during the project and
encourages innovation and efficiency during the construction phase. Upon completion of the work, if the total
contract cost is less than the final GMP, then the savings will be divided evenly between Metropolitan and

J.F. Shea. The Phase 2 agreement amendment will also include a shared savings provision for unused construction
contingency. The construction contingency covers any cost of work unanticipated by J.F. Shea. Unused
construction contingency will also be divided evenly between Metropolitan and J.F. Shea.

A total of $219.75 million is allocated for this Phase 2B work. Allocated funds include $172,849,771 for

Phase 2B design-build services by J.F. Shea; $1,590,000 for owner’s advisor services throughout Phase 2 by
Carollo Engineers Inc.; $857,000 for cost estimating and scheduling services by Parametrix Inc; $500,000 for a
consultant to provide onsite QA/QC services during the jet grout production phase, which will be executed under
an existing agreement; and $9.768 million for electrical service by the local provider. Allocated funds for
Metropolitan staff include $2.058 million for technical oversight, review of design builder’s work, and
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identification of technical requirements; $2.755 million for project management, contract administration, and
other owners’ costs; $19,352,500 for construction management and inspection; $3.085 million for submittals
review and responding to requests for information; and $6,934,729 for the remaining budget. Attachment 1
provides the allocation of the required funds.

Engineering Services’ performance metric target range for construction management and inspection of projects
with construction costs of more than $3 million is 9 to 12 percent. For this project, the performance metric goal
for inspection is 10.6 percent of the total construction cost. The total construction cost for this project is

$272.2 million, which includes previously purchased long-lead equipment ($40 million), GMP No. 1 Phase 2A
construction costs ($52.96 million), Metropolitan force construction ($1.892 million), Los Angeles Department of
Water and Power construction costs ($4.5 million), and GMP No. 2 Phase 2B construction costs ($172.85
million).

This action authorizes an amendment to the Phase 1 PDB agreement with J.F. Shea Construction Inc. to authorize
Phase 2B design-build services, including a $172,849,771 increase for a not-to-exceed amount of $276,209,771.
The PDB agreement is being conducted under the terms of Metropolitan’s Project Labor Agreement. For this
agreement, Metropolitan has established a Small Business Enterprise and Disabled Veteran Business Enterprise
participation level of 4 percent. J.F. Shea Construction Inc. has agreed to meet this level of participation. The lead
designer is Tetra Tech Inc., and the subcontractors for the Phase 2B work are listed in Attachment 2. The total
estimated cost to complete the installation of the new pump stations, including the amount appropriated to date,
and funds allocated for the work described in this action, is $352.4 million.

Owner’s Advisor Services — Agreement Amendment (Carollo Engineers Inc.)

This action authorizes an increase of $1,590,000 to an existing board-authorized agreement with Carollo
Engineers Inc. for a new not-to-exceed total of $4.89 million for Phase 2B owner’s advisor services. For

Phases 1 and 2A, Carollo was selected to provide owner’s advisor services based on the firm’s expertise in
design-build contracts and its familiarity with the Sepulveda Feeder Pump Stations Project. The Board previously
authorized an increase of $810,000 in July 2025 for Phase 2A owner’s advisory services. This new increase will
account for Phase 2B owner’s advisor services.

The planned owner’s advisor services for Phase 2B will include: (1) implementing partnering sessions between

Metropolitan and J.F. Shea to identify and resolve issues; (2) facilitating project meetings and progress reviews;
(3) reviewing invoices, technical plans, procedures, schedules, guidelines, and submittals; and (4) advising staff
throughout the second phase of the project.

This action authorizes an increase of $1,590,000 to an existing agreement with Carollo Engineers Inc. for a new
not-to-exceed amount of $4.89 million for owner’s advisor services during Phase 2B of PDB for the Sepulveda
Feeder Pump Stations. Due to the specialized nature of the work, no Small Business Enterprise participation level
has been established.

Cost Estimating and Scheduling Services — Agreement Amendment (Parametrix Inc.)

This action authorizes an increase of $857,000 to an existing board-authorized agreement with Parametrix Inc. for
a new not-to-exceed total of $1.042 million for cost estimating and scheduling services during Phase 2B.
Parametrix was prequalified via Request for Qualification No. 1363 and selected for this project based on its
experience supporting alternative delivery projects. Parametrix developed an independent estimate to support cost
reconciliation and negotiations with J.F. Shea for GMP Nos. 1 and 2. The Board previously authorized an increase
of $296,000 in July 2025 for cost estimating and scheduling services during Phase 2A.

Parametrix will now provide cost estimating and scheduling services during construction, including, but not
limited to, evaluating costs associated with extra work orders, assisting with construction disputes and formal
change order resolutions, and assisting with risk management and analysis. It will also evaluate associated
schedules for cash flow projections.

This action authorizes a $857,000 amendment to an existing agreement with Parametrix Inc. for a new,
not-to-exceed total of $1.402 million for cost estimating and scheduling services during Phase 2B for the
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Sepulveda Feeder Pump Stations. The subconsultants planned for this agreement include Griffin Hill and
Associates LLC and Tanner Pacific Inc. Due to the specialized nature of the work, no Small Business Enterprise
participation level has been established.

Project Milestone
Spring 2030 — Start-Up and Commissioning

7‘; ;A( W 8/26/2026

Mai'M. Hattar ! Date
Chief Engineer
Engineering Services

%M’ W\ 8/26/2026

Shivaji Deghmukh Date
General Manager

Attachment 1 — Allocation of Funds
Attachment 2 — List of Subcontractors

Attachment 3 — Location Map
Ref# es12710210
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Allocation of Funds for Sepulveda Feeder Pump Stations Project — Phase 2B

8-2

Attachment 1, Page 1 of 1

Labor
Studies & Investigations
Final Design
Owner Costs (Program mgmt.,
contract admin.)
Submittals Review & Record Drwgs.
Construction Inspection & Support
Metropolitan Force Construction
Materials & Supplies
Incidental Expenses (Electrical service)
Professional/Technical Services
Carollo Engineers Inc.
Parametrix Inc.
Jet Grout Consultant
Right-of-Way
Equipment Use
Contracts
J.F. Shea Construction Inc.
Remaining Budget
Total

The total amount expended to date is approximately $44.7 million. The total estimated cost to complete the installation of the
new pump stations, including the amount appropriated to date, and funds allocated for the work described in this action, is

$352.4 million.

Current Board
Action
(Sep. 2026)

2,058,000
2,755,000

3,085,000
19,352,500

9,768,000

1,590,000
857,000
500,000

172,849,771
6,934,729

$

219,750,000
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The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

Subcontractors for Progressive Design Build Agreement with J.F. Shea Construction Inc.

Specifications No. 2060
Sepulveda Feeder Pump Stations

Subcontractor/ Subconsultant

Service Category; Specialty

United Mechanical Contractors HVAC
Simi Valley, CA

Morrow Meadows Corp. Electrical
City of Industry, CA

Frank S. Smith Masonry Masonry
Pomona, CA

GTE Metal Erectors Metals
Canby, OR

Courtney Inc. Roof and Sheet Metal
Irvine, CA

MC Painting Painting
Oceanside, CA

CMC Rebar Rebar
San Bernardino, CA

Concrete Coring Company Wire Saw
Paramount, CA

Western Paving Paving
Irwindale, CA

Tetra Tech Inc. Design
Irvine, CA

Condon Johnson & Associates Inc. Jet Grouting
Los Angeles, CA

Deans Welding Welding

Temecula, CA

Fireside Experts
Rancho Cucamonga, CA

Overhead Doors

DN Tank
San Diego, CA

Post Tensioned Tank Walls

Superior Gunite
Sylmar, CA

Shotcrete

Los Angeles Signal Construction, Inc.
San Dimas, CA

Traffic Signal
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Distribution System
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EEO Officers Report for September 2026
Monthly EEO Complaint Data

As part of the EEO Office’s ongoing commitment to transparency in the EEO process, the following complaint
data for July 1, 2026—August 17, 2026, is included in this report. Since July 1, 2026, the EEO Office has received
nine complaints, with five complaints filed in August 2026, as of the running of this report.

EEO Concurrence Process

To assist with addressing employee concerns regarding promotional opportunities at Metropolitan, the EEO
Office participated as neutral observers on 13 interview panels in August. EEO’s role on interview panels ensures
there is consistency across the recruitment and selection process, and that no irrelevant factors outside of a
candidate’s knowledge, skills and abilities influence interview scores. EEQ’s participation as an observer in select
recruitments may also help reduce the perception of bias and allow employee concerns to be addressed at an early
stage to reduce the risk of future EEO complaints.

This month, EEO also participated in 1 Hiring Strategy Meeting. The purpose of a Hiring Strategy Meeting is for
EEO to meet with Human Resources Recruitment staff and the hiring manager prior to posting any position that is
underutilized or has been flagged by EEO requiring EEO’s oversight. Discussion topics include, but are not
limited to: the requirements for the position and ensuring that only requirements and criteria that are relevant to
the position and justified by “business necessity” are included; the efforts undertaken to enhance outreach efforts
when the position to be filled is in a job group identified as having underutilization; and the list of recruitment
sources to be used, ensuring the source list demonstrates good faith efforts to attract qualified women, people of
color, protected veterans, and individuals with disabilities.

Additionally, in August, EEO completed 1 formal concurrence assessment for a recruitment that implicated
potential EEO policy concerns or allegations. EEO conducts a formal assessment of recruitment-related
complaints to determine the circumstances surrounding the allegations. The review identifies whether corrective
action is necessary and helps address concerns, meet legal obligations, and reduce long-term organizational risk.

Mandatory EEO Training Compliance

Per Metropolitan’s EEO policies, all Metropolitan employees and Board Directors are required to complete
sexual harassment prevention training. The training is aimed at increasing the understanding of, and preventing,
workplace sexual harassment and other types of harassment, discrimination, and retaliation based on
EEO-protected characteristics, and abusive conduct.

Compliance statistics for August: Supervisor/Manager (95 percent compliance rate); Non-Manager (98.6 percent
compliance rate); and Board of Directors (100 percent compliance rate).
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While every Metropolitan employee and Board Director is responsible for ensuring they remain in compliance
with their respective training requirements, EEO staff will continue monitoring compliance records and issuing
reminder compliance notices to individuals whose training requirement has elapsed, in order to seek a 100 percent
compliance rate.

QOutreach & Engagement

This month, Jonaura Wisdom, Chief EEO Officer, attended the Public Sector Affinity Group meeting hosted by
the Association of Workplace Investigators. The peer-led forum brings together professionals who conduct or
manage workplace investigations across government, municipal, educational, and other public-sector
organizations. The meeting provided an opportunity for Jonaura to share Metropolitan’s experience and learn from
other public-sector entities about emerging challenges, effective practices, and the unique statutory and due
process requirements governing public employees.

These discussions help ensure Metropolitan’s EEO Office remains informed of evolving practices and continues
to strengthen and innovate its approach to workplace investigations.

Professional Development

EEO staff continue to complete trainings to support professional development in order to continue providing
excellent work and abiding by industry best practices. Some trainings completed this month include, but are not
limited to: How Much Do We Trust AI? Navigating Bias, Ethics, and Transparency in Artificial Intelligence;
Straight from the Source: A Fireside Chat with EEOC Legal Counsel; Al in Employment: Regulations, Risk and
Readiness; Association of Workplace Investigators: Employment Law Update; 2026 Workplace Compliance
Trends to Watch, Empowering Your Workforce: Strategic Veteran Recruitment Strategies, and Surrender to Lead:
Leadership Forum by Culture Partners.

EEO’s Guiding Principles

AWARENESS ACCOUNTABILITY INTEGRITY
We seek to create a We hold ourselves to the We will communicate openly
heightened awareness of highest standards. We live and honestly, listen, and
EEO rights and edify the our values and truths, and respectfully value multiple
Metropolitan family through  work to maintain reliable and perspectives. We will do
professional and personal trustworthy governance. We what we say and be
growth. We commit to enforce a zero-tolerance accountable for everything
creating a harassment-free policy that prohibits we do. We strive to do the
work environment and discrimination, harassment right thing, always, even
enhancing cultural and retaliation in any form. when it isn’t easy.
competency. We will work diligently to
ensure corrective action is
taken in response to any
EEO policy violation.
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