
Tuesday, January 11, 2022
Meeting Schedule

Board of Directors - Final - Revised 1

January 11, 2022

12:00 PM

08:30 a.m. - L&C
10:30 a.m. - OP&T
11:30 a.m. - Break
12:00 p.m. - BOD

Agendas, live streaming, meeting schedules, and other board materials are available 
here: https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/Calendar.aspx. If you have technical difficulties 
with the live streaming page, a listen-only phone line is available at 1-877-853-5257; 
enter meeting ID: 891 1613 4145. Members of the public may present their comments 
to the Board on matters within their jurisdiction as listed on the agenda via in-person 
or teleconference. To participate via teleconference 1-833-548-0276 and enter 
meeting ID: 815 2066 4276 or click 
https://us06web.zoom.us/j/81520664276pwd=a1RTQWh6V3h3ckFhNmdsUWpKR1c2Z
z09

MWD Headquarters Building • 700 N. Alameda Street • Los Angeles, CA 90012

1. Call to Order

1.1 Invocation:  Cheryl Auger, Team Mgr-Info Security, Information Technology 
Group

1.2 Pledge of Allegiance: Director Richard Atwater, Foothill Municipal Water District

2. Roll Call

3. Determination of a Quorum

4. Opportunity for members of the public to address the Board on 
matters within the Board's jurisdiction.  (As required by Gov. Code § 
54954.3(a))

5. OTHER MATTERS AND REPORTS

A. 21-753Report on Directors' Events Attended at Metropolitan's Expense

01112022 BOD 5A Report.pdfAttachments:

Zoom Online

1

https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1845
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=876b2d96-9843-4c28-934a-23f75928cbc3.pdf
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B. 21-754Chairwoman's Monthly Activity Report

01112022 BOD 5B Report.pdfAttachments:

C. 21-755General Manager's summary of activities

01112022 BOD 5C Report.pdfAttachments:

D. 21-756General Counsel's summary of activities

01112022 BOD 5D Report - RevisedAttachments:

E. 21-757General Auditor's summary of activities

01112022 BOD 5E Report.pdfAttachments:

F. 21-758Ethics Officer's summary of activities

01112022 BOD 5F Report.pdfAttachments:

G. 21-760Presentation of Commendatory Resolutions for Director Michael T. 
Hogan representing San Diego County Water Authority

H. 21-790Presentation of Commendatory Resolution for Director John 
Murray, Jr. representing the city of Los Angeles

I. 21-791Presentation of Commendatory Resolution for Director Jerry 
Butkiewicz representing the San Diego County Water Authority

** CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS -- ACTION **

6. CONSENT CALENDAR OTHER ITEMS - ACTION

A. 21-752Approval of the Minutes of the Special Meeting for November 23, 
2021 and the Regular Meeting for December 14, 2021 (Copies 
have been submitted to each Director) Any additions, corrections, 
or omissions

01112021 BOD 6A1 Minutes.pdf

01112021 BOD 6A2 Minutes.pdf

Attachments:

Zoom Online

2

https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1846
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=e870b448-9e8d-47d4-8500-560c55263aea.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1847
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=887474e5-afd1-43ad-9ce6-aa568369bf6c.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1848
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=5ade4bc5-3fd7-4606-8c0a-58eb0978b471.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1849
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=e995950f-2d74-46fa-a2d1-6683222c48f5.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1850
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=933a5879-4ca6-448a-996b-9f6ec87441d4.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1852
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1882
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1883
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1844
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=faa9ee82-de70-4beb-9343-9b763f850954.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=0c443799-d327-4a7b-b954-05b9c78f5ef1.pdf
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B. 21-744Adopt resolution to continue remote teleconference meetings 
pursuant to the Brown Act Section 54953(e) for meetings of 
Metropolitan’s legislative bodies for a period of 30 days; the 
General Manager has determined that the proposed action is 
exempt or otherwise not subject to CEQA

01112022 BOD 6B Resolution.pdf

Resolution 9295.pdf

Attachments:

C. Approve Committee Assignments

7. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS - ACTION

7-1 21-741Authorize on-call agreements with Aspen Environmental Group 
and Environmental Science Associates in amounts not-to-exceed 
$750,000 per year each, for a maximum of four years for 
environmental planning services to support O&M and 
board-authorized Capital Investment Plan projects; the General 
Manager has determined that the proposed action is exempt or 
otherwise not subject to CEQA (EO)

01112022 EO 7-1 B-L.pdf

01102022 EO 7-1 Presentation.pdf

Attachments:

7-2 21-742Award a $1,936,977 contract to All American Asphalt for pavement 
rehabilitation at the Robert A. Skinner Water Treatment Plant; the 
General Manager has determined that the proposed action is 
exempt or otherwise not subject to CEQA (EO)

01112022 EO 7-2 B-L.pdf

01102022 EO 7-2 Presentation.pdf

Attachments:

7-3 21-745Approve The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California's 
salary schedules pursuant to CalPERS regulations; the General 
Manager has determined that the proposed action is exempt or 
otherwise not subject to CEQA (OPT)

01112022 OPT 7-3 B-L.pdf

01112022 OPT 7-3 Presentation.pdf

Attachments:

Zoom Online

3

https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1836
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=aa9e2047-c8e7-48ae-a690-e9c9a899a600.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=e5747a99-c51e-4d02-991e-df1913641a0a.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1833
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=838e114c-7561-4425-b91d-718b70e473a9.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=7da9e666-92d5-4c43-b8d6-def25181fcef.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1834
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=2e6cc18a-4d75-406e-a47a-7a826990bd5c.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=d2201775-0a3b-45c3-9b82-ed436804999d.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1837
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=71b2cc78-5b26-4673-9305-279b55b580ee.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=e8c0f524-4a64-4e55-88c2-d14d9faef3fe.pdf
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7-4 21-746Review and consider County of Riverside’s adopted Mitigated 
Negative Declaration and take related CEQA actions, and 
authorize the General Manager to grant a permanent easement for 
drainage purposes to County of Riverside Flood Control and Water 
Conservation District on Metropolitan property in Riverside County 
(RPAM)

01112022 RPAM 7-4 B-L.pdf

01112022 RPAM 7-4 Att 2

01112022 RPAM 7-4  Presentation.pdf

Attachments:

7-5 21-747Authorize the execution of an amendment to a license agreement 
with Fountains La Verne MHP Associates, L.P. for recreational 
vehicle parking on Metropolitan fee-owned property in the City of 
La Verne; the General Manager has determined that this action is 
exempt or otherwise not subject to CEQA (RPAM)

01112022 RPAM 7-5 B-L.pdf

01112022 RPAM 7-5 Presentation.pdf

Attachments:

7-6 21-664Authorize modifications to the On-Site Retrofit Program; the 
General Manager has determined that the proposed action is 
exempt or otherwise not subject to CEQA (WPS)

01112022 WPS 7-6 B-L.pdf

01102022 WPS 7-6 Presentation.pdf

Attachments:

7-7 21-750Authorize a three-year agreement for Inspection and Verification 
Services for Conservation Programs with WaterWise Consulting, 
Inc.; the General Manager has determined that the proposed 
action is exempt or otherwise not subject to CEQA (WPS)

01112022 WPS 7-7- B-L.pdf

01102022 WPS 7-7 Presentation.pdf

Attachments:

Zoom Online

4

https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1838
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=27081c9a-dcaf-46a6-a626-1318d5c001d5.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=3e4b5094-696d-4ab4-a480-9cb2c301b436.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=325ca6d8-acf6-4b6f-a5e0-5c3d5887d63e.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1839
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=cb2ff05f-f705-4acc-a591-7515023e1b76.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=cf0c9002-04b9-4994-9936-942dedfbf8fb.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1756
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=746b4862-6cb4-463c-93d5-392f2240c836.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=d8946ef1-0bf8-4992-925e-a5efef2ff66a.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1842
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=68a5018b-c6a7-4f65-ac5c-2c467eeacba7.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=2edc5aa3-e37e-46dc-b179-91e2d864de1d.pdf
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7-8 21-749Authorize: (1) renewal of the Municipal Water Quality Investigations 
Agreement between the Department of Water Resources, the 
State Water Contractors and participating urban State Water 
Project Contractors; and (2) renewal of the Municipal Water Quality 
Investigations Program Specific Project Agreement between the 
State Water Contractors and participating urban State Water 
Project Contractors; the General Manager has determined that the 
proposed actions are exempt or otherwise not subject to CEQA 
(WPS)

01112022 WPS 7-8- B-L.pdf

01102022 WPS 7-8 Presentation.pdf

Attachments:

7-9 21-748Approve Agreement for Temporary Emergency Delivery of a 
Portion of the Mexican Treaty Waters of the Colorado River to the 
International Boundary in the Vicinity of Tijuana, Baja California, 
Mexico, and for Operation of Facilities in the United States; the 
General Manager determined that the proposed action is exempt or 
otherwise not subject to CEQA (WPS)

01112022 WPS 7-9 B-L.pdf

01102022 WPS 7-9 Presentation.pdf

Attachments:

7-10 21-794Approve amendments to the Administrative Code to establish 
changes in the committee structure of the Board; the General 
Manager has determined that the proposed action is exempt or 
otherwise not subject to CEQA [ADDED ITEM 1/6/2022] (LC)

01112022 LC 7-10 B-L.pdf

Proposed Edits to One Water Committee from Dir Quinn.pdf

Attachments:

** END OF CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS **

8. OTHER BOARD ITEMS - ACTION

None

9. BOARD INFORMATION ITEMS

9-1 21-751Board Report on Conservation

01112022 WPS 9-1 Report.pdfAttachments:

Zoom Online

5

https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1841
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=161b55f2-60f7-4ff0-ba89-08bcad446752.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=4995e8d7-01f2-4c51-8af4-ff6792f79535.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1840
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=ead7af2d-125a-4d3e-994d-935d0adfde02.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=bf3e08c4-f06d-4fdc-8357-f5e36791ce69.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1886
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=ef54efa5-c4bb-4442-b2f8-9aa56a81d2a4.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=89d1e27d-ba4b-4afc-b8c0-98a685f57a6c.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1843
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=1791e5b9-1466-41fc-bf6c-32f255d0947e.pdf
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9-2 21-743Update on Public Agency Partnership to Increase Opportunities for 
Underserved and Underrepresented Businesses (OPT)

01112022 OPT 9-2 B-L.pdf

01112022 OPT 9-2 Presentation.pdf

Attachments:

10. OTHER MATTERS

10-1 21-789Ethics Training for Directors: Preventing Conflicts of Interest in 
Contracts and other Government Decisions

01112022 BOD 10-1 Presentation.pdfAttachments:

11. FOLLOW-UP ITEMS

None

12. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

13. ADJOURNMENT

NOTE:

At the discretion of the Board, all items appearing on this agenda and all committee agendas, whether or not 
expressly listed for action, may be deliberated and may be subject to action by the Board. 

Each agenda item with a committee designation will be considered and a recommendation may be made by one or 
more committees prior to consideration and final action by the full Board of Directors.  The committee designation 
appears in parenthesis at the end of the description of the agenda item e.g.  (E&O, BF&I).  Committee agendas may 
be obtained from the Executive Secretary. 

Requests for a disability related modification or accommodation, including auxiliary aids or services, in order to 
attend or participate in a meeting should be made to the Executive Secretary in advance of the meeting to ensure 
availability of the requested service or accommodation.

Zoom Online

6

https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1835
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=2198e31e-e88e-4992-9b0d-23faa675b4c8.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=c3fc492b-46f2-48dc-8746-8293d5498ba5.pdf
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=1881
https://mwdh2o.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=f6f31097-78ce-4166-8766-5937d2396eee.pdf
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   Item 5A 
   

 

Metropolitan Water District of Southern California 
Summary of Events 

Attended by Directors at Metropolitan’s Expense in December 2021 
 
 
 
 

Date(s) Location Meeting Hosted by: 
 

Participating 
Director(s) 

Nov. 30 – 
Dec. 3 

Pasadena, CA ACWA (Association of 
California Water Agencies) 
2021 Fall Conference & 
Exhibition 

Linda Ackerman 
Dennis Erdman 
Russell Lefevre 
(Virtually) 
John Morris 
Glen Peterson 
Sat Tamaribuchi 
 

Dec. 12-13 Miami, FL NACWA (National 
Association of Clean Water 
Agencies) – Miami 
Resiliency Forum 
 

Heather Repenning 
 

Dec. 14-16 Las Vegas, NV CRWUA (Colorado River 
Water Users Association) 
2021 Annual Conference 

David DeJesus 
Dennis Erdman 
Fred Jung 
Cynthia Kurtz 
John Morris 
Glen Peterson 
Tracy Quinn 
Randy Record 
Sat Tamaribuchi 
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Date of Report: January 3 , 2022 

• Chairwoman of the Board Monthly Activity Report – December 2021 

Summary 

This report highlights activities of the Chairwoman of the Board during the month of December 2021 on matters 
relating to The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California’s business.   

Monthly Activities  

November 29- December 2 

▪ Attended the Association of California Water Agencies’ (ACWA) 2021 Fall Conference, Pasadena 

December 1 

▪ Participated via teleconference and provided closing remarks at the Road2LA Charette hosted by various 

members of the Dutch International Water Delegation 

▪ Attended a meeting with members of the ACWA Region 5 group to learn about their interest in forming 

a diversity committee, Pasadena 

▪ Participated via teleconference with Assistant General Manager Kasaine to discuss Metropolitan’s 

budget 

▪ Attended the Women in Water reception held during the Association of Water Agencies’ conference, 

Pasadena 

December 2 

▪ Attended and provided closing comments at a water briefing meeting organized by the Water Education 
for Latino Leaders (WELL) to brief Senator Durazo and various members of the assembly.  The briefing 
meeting included WELL leadership, Moulton Niguel Water District leadership, Long Beach Water 
Department staff, Director Luna, General Manager Hagekhalil, Assistant General Manager Zinke and 
Metropolitan staff, and was hosted by Metropolitan, Los Angeles 

December 3 

▪ Attended a meeting with San Diego County Water Authority Chair Gary Croucher to discuss water issues, 
San Diego 

December 5 

▪ Traveled to Washington, DC for various meetings, including meetings with members of Congress 

December 6  

▪ Attended a legislative briefing meeting with the Department of the Interior’s Secretary Tanya Trujillo 

and Commissioner Camille Touton, General Manager Hagekhalil, Assistant General Manager Zinke, and 

legislative staff, Washington, DC 

December 7 

▪ Attended a meeting organized by Denver Airport Executive Director Phil Washington to learn about the 

HUB Project’s Disadvantaged Business Procurement Pledge Launch Event with General Manager 

Report 

8
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Hagekhalil, Assistant General Manager Zinke, and Assistant General Manager Kasaine (participated 

virtually), Washington, DC 

▪ Attended a legislative briefing with Senator Dianne Feinstein, General Manager Hagekhalil, Assistant 

General Manager Zinke, and Metropolitan’s legislative staff, Washington, DC 

▪ Attended a legislative briefing with Representative Ken Calvert, General Manager Hagekhalil, Assistant 

General Manager Zinke, and Metropolitan’s legislative staff, Washington, DC 

▪ Attended a legislative briefing with Senator Alex Padilla, General Manager Hagekhalil, Assistant General 

Manager Zinke, and Metropolitan’s legislative staff, Washington, DC 

▪ Attended a legislative briefing with Representative Grace Napolitano, General Manager Hagekhalil, 

Assistant General Manager Zinke, and Metropolitan’s legislative staff, Washington, DC 

December 13-16 

▪ Attended the Colorado River Water Users Association (CRWUA) 2021 Fall Conference, Las Vegas, Nevada 

December 13 

▪ Participated via teleconference in Metropolitan’s Communications and Legislation Committee meeting  

▪ Participated via teleconference in Metropolitan’s Engineering and Operations Committee meeting  

▪ Participated via teleconference in Metropolitan’s Water Planning and Stewardship Committee meeting  

December 14 

▪ Participated via teleconference in Metropolitan’s Legal and Claims Committee meeting 

▪ Participated via teleconference in Metropolitan’s Adjourned Executive Committee meeting 

▪ Participated via teleconference in Metropolitan’s Board meeting 

▪ Attended and provided comments at Metropolitan’s Reception at the CRWUA Conference featuring 

guest speaker Department of Interior Secretary Tanya Trujillo and honoring Metropolitan’s new General 

Manager Adel Hagekhalil, Las Vegas, Nevada  

November December 15 

▪ Attended a meeting with San Diego County Water Authority leadership, General Manager Hagekhalil, 

General Counsel Scully, and Assistant General Manager Upadhyay to discuss ongoing litigation matters, 

Las Vegas, Nevada 

▪ Attended the Property Utilization Committee meeting with Palo Verde Irrigation District leadership, 

Metropolitan Directors Kurtz, De Jesus, and Record, and General Manager Hagekhalil, Assistant General 

Manager Upadhyay, and other Metropolitan staff, Las Vegas Nevada 

▪ Attended and provided comments, along with other Metropolitan directors, General Manager 

Hagekhalil and staff at the signing ceremony between Metropolitan Water District of Southern California 

and the Quechan Tribe of the Seasonal Fallowing Pilot Program agreement, Las Vegas, Nevada 

▪ Attended a meeting with the Bard Water District Directors along with other Metropolitan directors, 

General Manager Hagekhalil and other Metropolitan staff to discuss opportunities for collaboration, Las 

Vegas, Nevada 

9
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December 17 

▪ Participated via teleconference with City of Los Angeles Directors Luna, Repenning, Quinn, and Sutley, 

Los Angeles City Staff Rebecca Rasmussen and Susie Santilena 

December 20 

▪ Participated in a meeting and tour of Elsinore Valley Municipal Water District’s various facilities and 
participated in an introduction meeting of their board and staff, hosted by newly elected Board 
President Darcy Burke, Lake Elsinore 

December 23 

▪ Participated via teleconference with Metropolitan Vice Chairs Kurtz, Repenning, and De Jesus to discuss 

matters of the Board 

▪ Participated via teleconference with General Counsel Scully to discuss upcoming board and committee 

items  

December 30 

▪ Participated via teleconference with General Manager Hagekhalil to discuss matters of the Board 

December 31 

▪ Participated via teleconference with General Counsel Scully to discuss upcoming board and committee 

items  
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Bay-Delta Initiatives ........................  6-8 

Chief Financial Officer ....................  9-10 

Engineering Services ......................  11-15 

Environmental Planning ................  16-20 

External Affairs ..................................  21-26 
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This executive summary is added to this report to provide a high-level snapshot of a key accomplishment from each area of the 

organization.  Detailed information is reported in the pages following this summary. 

ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

Amid difficult market conditions and supply chain constraints, the Contracting Services, Procurement Team 
negotiated a contract renewal of $1.7M for Liquid Oxygen in support of operations at the Jensen Water Treatment 
Plant. 

BAY-DELTA INITIATIVES 

The California Department of Water Resources (DWR) is continuing to develop an Environmental Impact Report 
(EIR) for the Delta Conveyance Project.  In late November, DWR amended its U.S. Department of the Army permit 
application pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act (Section 404 
permit application), which was submitted to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to make the application consistent with 
the Bethany Alternative.  The Bethany Alternative will more closely align with the Section 404 directive to propose a 
project that would avoid and minimize impacts to waters of the United States to the extent practicable, and it will be the 
proposed project in the Draft EIR that is expected to be released for public review in mid-2022. 

CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

Conducted an inaugural meeting of the Business Continuity Steering Committee.  Comprising key leadership from 
across Metropolitan, the purpose of this standing committee is to serve as an advisory and decision-making group to 
ensure the Business Continuity Program is aligned with Metropolitan’s strategic priorities and is making progress 
towards program goals.  In addition, the Business Continuity Steering Committee is responsible for communicating 
program goals and objectives to Metropolitan’s leadership, and reviewing and approving program policies, procedures, 
metrics, and status reports. Resiliency is about making sure our staff, systems, and infrastructure are strong and can 
return to service quickly during a business interruption.  The Business Continuity Steering Committee provides the 
framework necessary for effective organizational resilience. 

ENGINEERING SERVICES 

In response to the state-wide drought, Engineering Services staff is advancing projects to improve water supply 
reliability.  In December, the Board amended the Capital Investment Plan to include infrastructure improvements that 
would enhance water delivery capabilities to member agencies that can only receive State Project Water (SPW). The 
initial focus of these efforts is on projects that can be implemented in the near term to provide an alternate source of 
water to the Rialto Pipeline area.  Staff is also progressing study of several other potential infrastructure improvement 
options to enhance water reliability for SPW reliant service areas in Metropolitan’s Western and Eastern Regions, and 
design of improvements to the Colorado Aqueduct systems to enhance operational reliability at high flows. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING 

Following public release of the draft Climate Action Plan (CAP) and the Draft Program Environmental Impact Report 
in November, Environmental Planning Section staff organized or participated in several events aimed at public 
outreach and engagement regarding the CAP, including serving as a presenter and panelist for the Coalition for Clean 
Air Webinar—Water, Climate Mitigation, Resiliency, and Sustainability; organizing and leading the virtual CAP 
Stakeholder Engagement Workshop for interested parties; presenting to the Los Angeles Business Council and the 
Environment Committee on the Draft CAP; participating in the General Manager’s Environmental Listening Session 
for the Draft CAP; and presenting at Metropolitan’s Member Agency Managers Meeting. 

EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 

Chairwoman Gray, GM Hagekhalil and AGM/CEAO Zinke traveled to Washington, D.C. to meet with Department of 
Interior Assistant Secretary for Water and Science Trujillo, Deputy Commissioner of the Bureau of Reclamation 
Touton, Senators Feinstein and Padilla, and Representatives Napolitano and Calvert to discuss efforts to strengthen 
federal-local partnerships in order to increase contracting opportunities for historically underutilized businesses.   

 

3 13



 

GM Monthly Activity Report — January 2022           

 
 

Human Resources 
Three new positions, Chief Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Officer, Equal Employment Opportunity Officer and Chief 
Sustainability, Resiliency and Innovation Officer, were posted for recruitment in support of the General Manager’s 
reorganization.   

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 

The Information Technology Group successfully completed the migration of 50 servers to the Azure cloud 
environment as part of on-going efforts to enhance Metropolitan’s reliability and resiliency. 

REAL PROPERTY 

The 2021 Energy Star certification for the Metropolitan Headquarters building was completed. ENERGY STAR 
certified buildings save energy, money, and help protect the environment by generating fewer greenhouse gas 
emissions than typical buildings.  To be certified as ENERGY STAR, a building must meet strict energy performance 
standards set by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).  The headquarters building earned a rating of 88 out of 
100, indicating that it performs better than at least 88 percent of similar buildings nationwide.  Certification is given 
on an annual basis, so a building must maintain its high performance to be certified each year. 

SECURITY MANAGEMENT 

Securing chemicals in an evolving threat environment requires cross collaboration between facility owners and 
operators, industry, law enforcement, community members, and all levels of government.  The Security Management 
Unit keeps up with the latest by attending the Department of Homeland Security’s Chemical Security Summits and 
applies security best practices to protect Metropolitan’s assets.  

WATER RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 

Metropolitan staff are aggressively working to improve water reliability during this historic drought on the Colorado 
River and State Water Project.  Staff developed two agreements with regional partner agencies to improve 
management and access to State Water Project supplies.  Staff also worked to ensure critical supplied for human 
health and safety would be available from the State Water Project if Department of Water Resources is unable to 
provide a normal Table A allocation.  Staff continues to meet regularly with the member agencies to plan for a 
potentially dry 2022. 

WATER SYSTEM OPERATIONS 

Metropolitan partnered with the National Safety Council (NSC) to perform an independent review of Metropolitan’s 
safety program.  NSC conducted a confidential survey of all employees to assess Metropolitan’s safety culture and 
perceptions, with 70% of employees completing the survey.  NSC will use the survey results to prioritize focus areas 
for the comprehensive safety program assessment to be conducted over the next few months. 
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CORE BUSINESS:  Business Processes Advance value-added business process improvements to increase 
effectiveness and efficiency while striving for innovation, flexibility, and integration with technology. 

Accomplishments 

 
Amid difficult market conditions and supply chain constraints, the Contracting Services Procurement Team negotiated 

a contract renewal of $1.7M for Liquid Oxygen in support of operations at the Jensen Water Treatment Plant. 
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GM STRATEGIC PRIORITY #1: Resiliency 

Objective # 1 Pursue the development of adaptive management decision processes, governance, and funding 
mechanisms that would provide effective and stable means of meeting State Water Project (SWP) regulatory 
requirements. 

 
Staff continued to participate in the collaborative groups called for in the 2019 Biological Opinions for the State Water 
Project (SWP) and Central Valley Project, and in the 2020 Incidental Take Permit (ITP) for Long-Term Operation of the 
SWP, to address science needs and inform management and operation of the water projects.  
 
In November and December, staff continued collaboration with state and federal agencies to develop a Juvenile 
Production Estimate for Spring-run Chinook salmon.  Current efforts are focused on developing objectives to be more 
specific to requirements stated in the ITP.   
 
Staff also continued working with state and federal agencies to develop a monitoring program for steelhead populations 
within the San Joaquin Basin and/or the San Joaquin River downstream of the confluence with the Stanislaus River.  The 
work group continued development of conceptual models that describe the life history of and required monitoring for 
steelhead and responded to feedback from state and federal agencies on revisions to the monitoring plan to include more 
details on each life stage of steelhead and how to better highlight monitoring needs. 
 
Staff also worked with California Department of Water Resources (DWR) and California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife (CDFW) scientists to develop a new entrainment risk model for larval longfin smelt.  The entrainment risk 
model will be designed to help inform risk assessment evaluations and the development of a larval entrainment 
monitoring program. 
 
Staff continued collaboration with the state and federal agencies to develop alternatives related to a non-physical barrier 
at Georgiana Slough.  The purpose of the barrier is to deter emigrating juvenile salmon moving to the ocean from 
entering Georgiana Slough and thereafter the interior central and south Delta, where survival is lower relative to 
remaining in the mainstem Sacramento River.   
 
 

GM STRATEGIC PRIORITY #2: Sustainability 

Objective # 1 Pursue completion of the planning and permitting process for the single tunnel Delta Conveyance 
Project (DCP). 

Delta Conveyance 

DWR is continuing to develop an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) under the California Environmental Quality Act 

for the Delta Conveyance Project.  

 

In late November, DWR amended its U.S. Department of the Army permit application pursuant to Section 404 of the 

Clean Water Act and Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act (Section 404 permit application), which was submitted to 

the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to make the application consistent with the Bethany Alternative.  The Bethany  

 

Alternative will be the proposed project in the Draft EIR that is expected to be released for public review in mid-2022.  

The Bethany Alternative will more closely align with the Section 404 directive to propose a project that would avoid and 

minimize impacts to waters of the United States to the extent practicable. 

 

6 16



 

 

GM Monthly Activity Report — January 2022          

 

Joint Powers Authorities 

During the Delta Conveyance Design and Construction Authority (DCA) Special Board of Director’s Meeting on 
December 16, 2021, the DCA adopted a resolution to continue remote teleconference meetings pursuant to the Brown 
Act Section 54953(e) for meetings of the DCA. 
 
The final regularly scheduled DCA Stakeholder Engagement Committee Meeting occurred on December 8, 2021, during 
which it received updates on the review process and presentations on the updated intake conceptual design and ongoing 
DCA outreach efforts.  
 
During the Delta Conveyance Finance Authority (DCFA) regularly scheduled December 16, 2021, meeting, the DCFA 
adopted a resolution to continue remote teleconference meetings pursuant to the Brown Act Section 54953(e) for 
meetings of the DCFA. 
 

Objective # 2 Support environmental restoration project opportunities that meet the goals of the California 
EcoRestore program. 

 
On December 3, staff participated on a tour organized by the Yolo Basin Foundation, Ducks Unlimited, Yolo County, 
and CDFW to view recently completed infrastructure improvements in the Yolo Bypass Wildlife Area.  The multi-
purpose project increases seasonal wetland acreage, improves drainage and water supply for rice fields and managed 
wetlands while improving access for farmers, wetland managers, and the public.  Metropolitan and the State Water 
Contractors are project partners and helped fund the modeling and design studies to support development of the project.  
 

Objective # 3 Engage in planning and permitting activities for the Sites Reservoir. 

 
On November 12, 2021, the Sites Project Authority released its Revised Draft EIR/Supplemental Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement for public review and comment.  Staff is reviewing the draft.  Comments are due January 11, 2022.  
 
In their joint December 17 meeting, the Sites Project Authority Board (Authority Board) and the Sites Reservoir 
Committee (Reservoir Committee) authorized the Executive Director to submit the California Endangered Species Act 
Incidental Take Permit application to CDFW for potential construction of the Sites Reservoir. 
 
 

GM STRATEGIC PRIORITY #3: Innovation 

Objective # 1 Provide leadership through advancing scientific knowledge that promotes opportunities for the 
improvement of SWP supply reliability through the improvement and protection of estuarine processes, native 
species, and Delta ecosystem health. 

Staff participated in a technical workshop on preliminary results of a salmon research project conducted by Anchor 
QEA consultants and funded by the Delta Science Program and Metropolitan.  The objective of the project is to 
evaluate juvenile salmon behavioral responses to hydrodynamic conditions in the Delta.  The workshop allowed 
stakeholders to review and provide constructive feedback on analyses and interpretation of how hydrodynamics may 
influence salmon behavior and routing in the South Delta.  Anchor QEA will address comments and refine analyses and 
interpretation of results based on workshop comments and finalize a report by June 2022. 

Staff continued collaboration with the non-government environmental organizations on the Collaborative Science and 
Adaptive Management Program Salmon Recovery Initiative.  The group completed the second set of workshops to 
develop metrics and targets to measure progress toward salmon recovery.  The workshops generated productive 
discussion among environmental organizations, water agencies, and state and federal resource agencies to consider 
various ideas and approaches to defining salmon recovery in a broad sense, and all participants expressed their gratitude  

7 17



 

 

GM Monthly Activity Report — January 2022          

 

and enjoyment in participating in the process.  The outreach efforts for Phase 2 are currently being planned and will 
start in January 2022.  The objective of Phase 2 of the Salmon Recovery Initiative is to reach out to other Central Valley 
stakeholders to share and communicate what occurred in Phase 1 to define salmon recovery and assemble information 
about existing salmon conditions; ongoing and planned salmon-related actions; and related socio-ecological 
considerations. 

 

CORE BUSINESS RELIABILITY 

Objective # 1 Provide analysis of key regulations and legislation that may influence SWP supply reliability, Bay Delta 
water quality and environmental health. 

In December, the Delta Stewardship Council (Council) began the technical input process for the Climate Adaptation 
Strategy phase of its Delta Adapts initiative.  The Council is seeking expert input to the Adaptation Strategy through 
four topical focus groups: Water Supply Reliability, Ecosystems, Flood Risk Reduction, and Agriculture.  Staff will be 
actively participating in all four focus groups over the next year.  

At its December 16 meeting, the Council elected Virginia Madueño as Vice Chair effective January 1, 2022.  The role 
was most recently held by Randy Fiorini, whose appointment to the Council ended in 2020.  Some additional changes in 
the Council Board membership could occur in the coming months, and staff will report any updates as well as status of 
activities in the months ahead.  
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CFO STRATEGIC PRIORITY:  Maintain Strong Financial Position. 

Provide timely and discerning financial analyses, planning, and management to ensure that forecasted revenues are 
sufficient to meet planned expenses and provide a prudent level of reserves consistent with Board policy. 

Objective #1 Establish rates and charges to maintain moderate overall rate increases, minimize variability, and 
recover costs consistent with Board policy. 

On November 8, 2021 a Board of Directors Workshop was held on Demand Management Cost Recovery.  On 
November 23, 2021 at a Special Board Meeting the Board approved the option to direct staff to incorporate the 100 
percent Supply Alternative as the demand management cost recovery method used in the proposals for rates and 
charges. 

Objective #2 Manage risk to protect Metropolitan’s assets against exposure to loss. 

The Risk Management Unit completed 33 incident reports communicating instances of Metropolitan property 
damage, liability, workplace injuries, regulatory visits, and spills.  
 
Risk Management completed 62 risk assessments on contracts, including professional service agreements, 
construction contracts, entry permits, special events, and film permits. 
 

CORE PRIORITY:  Business Continuity 

Facilitate district-wide planning and training to prepare employees and managers to effectively carry out critical roles 
and recover mission essential functions thus ensuring continuity of operations and resiliency in the event of a disaster. 

Objective #1 Manage the Business Continuity Management Program in accordance with Operating Policy A-06 
policy. 

• Participated in Metropolitan’s Innovation Council. Key activities, including defining key program deliverables and 
metrics for measuring program effectiveness. 

• Participated in a Cybersecurity internal audit along with IT and WSO staff. 

• Formed a Business Continuity Steering Committee and conducted the inaugural meeting.  Comprising key 
leadership from across Metropolitan, the purpose of this standing committee is to serve as an advisory and 
decision-making group for the Business Continuity Program. 

CORE BUSINESS:  Financial Management 

Manage Metropolitan’s finances in an ethical and transparent manner and provide consistent, clear, and timely 
financial reporting.  Update Metropolitan’s capital financing plans and work with rating agencies and investors to 
communicate Metropolitan's financial needs, strategies, and capabilities thus ensuring Metropolitan has cost effective 
access to capital markets and the ability to finance ongoing future needs.  In addition, actively manage Metropolitan’s 
short-term investment portfolio to meet ongoing liquidity needs and changing economic environments. 

Objective #1 Record and report the financial activities of Metropolitan in a timely, accurate, and transparent manner 
to the Board, executive management, member agencies, and the financial community. 

• Water Transactions for November 2021 totaled 150.0 thousand acre-feet (TAF), which was 11.4 TAF higher 
than the budget of 138.6 TAF. This translates to $132.0 million in revenues for November 2021, which were 
$8.8 million higher than budget of $123.2 million. 

• Year-to-date water transactions through November 2021 were 789.6 thousand acre-feet (TAF), which was 
57.8 TAF higher than the budget of 731.8 thousand acre-feet (TAF). Year-to-date water revenues through 
November 2021 were $714.1 million, which were $41.8 million higher than the budget of $672.3 million. 

• In November 2021, Accounts Payable processed approximately 3,400 vendor invoices for payment and took 
advantage of about $5,500 in discounts. 
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Objective #4 Update capital financing plans and work with rating agencies and investors to communicate financial 
needs and capabilities, ensure cost-effective access to capital markets, and maintain long-term bond ratings of AA or 
better. 

On November 22, Metropolitan received 25 responses for its Request for Qualifications (RFQ) to select a team of 
underwriters for bond issuances in calendar year 2022.  A final selection will be completed in January 2022. Finance 
staff is continuing its review of Appendix A, with the objective of enhancing the disclosure document before next 
year’s cycle of bond issuances. 
 

Objective #5 Prudently manage the investment of Metropolitan’s funds in accordance with policy guidelines and 
liquidity considerations. 

As of November 30, 2021, Metropolitan’s investment portfolio balance was $1.35 billion; for the month of 
November 2021, Metropolitan’s portfolio managers executed 35 trades. 
 
During the month of November 2021, Treasury staff processed 1,006 disbursements by check, 19 disbursements by 
Automated Clearing House (ACH), and 97 disbursements by wire transfer.  Treasury staff also processed 52 receipts 
by check, 26 receipts by ACH, and 46 receipts by incoming wires and bank transfers. 
 

 

 

 

10 20



 

GM Monthly Activity Report — January 2022           

 

 

GM STRATEGIC PRIORITY #1:  Enhance Infrastructure Safety, Security, and Resiliency 

Objective #1: Manage and execute Board-authorized projects within the Capital Investment Plan (CIP) to ensure the 
reliable delivery of water to Metropolitan’s member agencies. 

 

Distribution System Reliability Program  

This program maintains reliable water deliveries through specific repair and rehabilitation projects on Metropolitan’s 
pipelines, reservoirs, and control structures.  Recent activities include the following:     

• Casa Loma Siphon Upgrades—This project will mitigate leaks associated with long-term ground 
subsidence and will improve seismic resilience of the siphon as it crosses the Casa Loma Fault.  This 
project replaces approximately 1,200 feet of the Casa Loma Siphon Barrel No. 1 at a fault crossing using 
earthquake-resistant ductile iron pipe (ERDIP) and welded steel pipe (WSP).  The delivery of ERDIP 
and WSP is complete.  Final design for pipe installation is complete.  A construction contract was 
awarded by the Board in December 2021. 

• Etiwanda Pipeline Rehabilitation, Stage 3—This project replaces delaminated mortar lining in 5.5 
miles of pipeline with polyurethane lining.  This project was conducted in three stages.  Stages 1 and 2, 
which included polyurethane lining of 3 miles are complete.  Stage 3 will reline 2.5 miles of pipeline with 
polyurethane lining and include installation of 1,300 feet of new internal steel pipe in areas with more 
extensive corrosion.  Procurement of internal steel liner pipe was awarded by the Board in November 
2021 with expected deliveries by June 2022. Final design of Stage 3 work, which includes installation of 
the steel liner, is 98.5 percent complete and is scheduled to be complete by February 2022.  
Advertisement for construction bids will take place in the first quarter of 2022. 

• Lake Mathews Disaster Recovery Facility Upgrades—This project makes structural upgrades to the 
building’s roof and interior walls to resist seismic events; it also upgrades the fire suppression system and 
constructs a retaining wall to ensure stability of the nearby slope.  The contractor has received approval 
for the fire suppression system from Riverside County Fire Department and has initiated procurement of 
the fire suppression system.  Construction is approximately 82 percent complete; however, the 
contractor is currently experiencing COVID-19 related material shortages of materials. The anticipated 
project completion date is April 2022.     

• Right of Way and Infrastructure Protection improvements, Western San Bernardino County, 
Stage 1—The project implements erosion, access, and security measures throughout the West San 
Bernardo County region.  Final Design is complete and a board action for award of a construction 
contract is planned for March 2022. 
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Prestressed Concrete Cylinder Pipe (PCCP) Reliability Program 

This program was established to enhance the reliability of Metropolitan’s water distribution system and to reduce the risk 

of costly emergency repairs of PCCP.  The priority pipelines included in the program are the Second Lower Feeder, 

Sepulveda Feeder, Calabasas Feeder, Rialto Pipeline, and the Allen-McColloch Pipeline.  A total of 100 miles of PCCP 

pipelines will eventually be relined with new steel pipe liners under this 20-year program.  Recent activities include the 

following: 

• Second Lower Feeder PCCP Rehabilitation—This project rehabilitates the remaining 28 miles of PCCP 
segments within the Second Lower Feeder and will enhance delivery reliability to member agencies.  Long-term 
rehabilitation of this pipeline is being staged over a period of eight to ten years, with multiple construction and 
procurement contracts.  Final design of Reach 3, the westernmost portion of Second Lower Feeder, spanning 
approximately 4.8 miles through the cities of Lomita, Torrance, Los Angeles, and Rolling Hills Estates, will be 
divided into two construction packages, Reach 3A and Reach 3B.  Reach 3A is 99 percent complete and is 
scheduled to be complete by January 2022.  Board award of the construction contract for Reach 3A is 
anticipated in May 2022.  Reach 3B is 92 percent complete and scheduled to be complete by June 2022.  Study 
efforts continue for Reach 9, an approximately 0.8-mile-long portion of Second Lower Feeder in western Long 
Beach that crosses the Los Angeles River.    

• Second Lower Feeder Isolation Valve Procurement—This fabrication contract provides 13 conical plug 
valves for the Second Lower Feeder PCCP rehabilitation.  These valves, which include three 48-inch and ten 54-
inch diameter, provide primary isolation for maintenance activities, inspections, and repairs required to maintain 
reliable water deliveries within Metropolitan’s distribution system.  Fabrication of these valves is approximately 
53 percent complete.  All three 48-inch conical plug valves have been delivered.  Fabrication of seven 54-inch 
valves is in progress. The first two 54-inch valves are scheduled to be delivered in March 2022, and the next five 
will be delivered between September 2022 and July 2023.  Fabrication of three remaining 54-inch valves is 
scheduled to start in 2022 and be completed in late-2023.   

• Sepulveda Feeder PCCP Rehabilitation—This project rehabilitates 35 miles of PCCP segments within the 
Sepulveda Feeder and will enhance delivery reliability to member agencies.  Long-term rehabilitation of the 
Sepulveda Feeder will be staged over multiple years with multiple construction and procurement contracts.  Final 
design of Reach 1 and Reach 2 are occurring simultaneously, are 10 percent complete, and are scheduled to be 
complete by February 2023.  Preliminary design to rehabilitate the remaining reaches of the feeder continues. 
Reaches 1, 4, and 5 will be inspected in February 2022 as part of regularly scheduled inspections for this feeder.  

• Lake Mathews PCCP Valve Storage—This project constructs a pre-engineered metal building for storage of 
Metropolitan-furnished equipment, such as valves and actuators, that will be used for upcoming prestressed 
concrete cylinder pipeline rehabilitation projects.   Final design is complete and a board action for award of 
construction contract is planned for February 2022. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

12 22



 

GM Monthly Activity Report — January 2022           

 
 

 
Second Lower Feeder Isolation Valve Procurement—Welding on the 54-Inch Diameter Conical Plug Valve 

 

Colorado River Aqueduct (CRA) Reliability Program 

This program maintains the reliability of Metropolitan’s CRA conveyance system.  Recent activities include the following: 

• CRA Domestic Water Treatment System Replacement—This project replaces the membrane filtration 
system and associated water treatment equipment at the five Colorado River Aqueduct pumping plants.  
Procurement of water treatment equipment is complete with expected deliveries in two shipments, in mid-2022 
and early 2024. A construction contract was awarded by the Board in December 2021.  Contract work activities 
will commence upon issuance of the Notice to Proceed to the contractor. 

• Gene Wash Reservoir Discharge Structure Rehabilitation—This project replaces the existing deteriorated 
discharge valve and refurbishes the valve house and discharge structure at the base of the Gene Wash Reservoir 
dam.  If the reservoir needed to be drained rapidly in the event of an emergency, the valve would be opened to 
safely release the water.  The contractor completed the valve house refurbishment and the sluiceway pipe relining  
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and began installation of the discharge valve and actuator.  Construction is 80 percent complete and is scheduled 
to be complete by April 2022.  

• CRA Cranes Rehabilitation—This project replaces the pumphouse overhead bridge cranes, retrofits the 
support structure of the below grade pump bays, and upgrades the crane electrical system at the CRA’s pumping 
plants.  Construction is 5 percent complete and is scheduled to be complete by September 2023.  The contractor 
is currently working on submittals for Metropolitan’s review. 

• CRA Storage Buildings at Hinds, Eagle Mountain, and Iron Mountain—This project furnishes and installs 
two new storage buildings (six total) and constructs associated site improvements at the Hinds, Eagle Mountain, 
and Iron Mountain pumping plants.  Final design is 95 percent complete and scheduled to be complete by 
January 2022.   

 
 

Treatment Plant Reliability Program 

This program was initiated to maintain reliability and improve the operating efficiency of Metropolitan’s water treatment 

plants through specific improvement projects.  Recent activities include the following: 

Weymouth Plant  
 

• Weymouth Chlorination System Upgrades—This project expands the existing chlorine building to house 
additional chlorination feed equipment and instrumentation at the Weymouth plant.  The chlorination system at 
the Weymouth plant is a critical component of the plant’s disinfection process.  The contractor completed 
testing of the chlorine system and construction was completed in December 2021.  
 

• Weymouth Water Quality Instrumentation Improvements—Metropolitan accepted and approved 
contractor work completion and issued the notice of completion to the contractor on December 1, 2021.   

 

Diemer Plant 

• Diemer Water Sampling System Improvements—This project upgrades the existing Diemer water sampling 
system, comprising 13 sample locations, and will improve the accuracy and timeliness of collected data.  At each 
location, the sample pump, piping, and field analyzers will be upgraded by Metropolitan staff.  Metropolitan staff 
continues installation and commissioning activities for the water quality field analyzers.  Construction is 99 
percent complete and is scheduled to be complete by January 2022. 

 
Jensen Plant 

• Jensen Electrical Upgrades, Stage 2—This three-stage project upgrades the electrical system with dual power 
feeds to key process equipment to comply with current codes and industry practice; it also improves plant 
reliability and enhances worker safety.  Stage 1 work is complete.  Stage 2 improvements will upgrade Unit 
Power Centers 7 and 9 and their associated motor control centers (MCCs) to support critical process 
equipment.  The contractor completed commissioning of the service water and washwater pumps and continues 
to work on Building 12 and cutover of other MCCs.  Construction is 92 percent complete and is scheduled to be 
complete by August 2022. 
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System Reliability Program 

The System Reliability Program consists of projects to improve or modify facilities located throughout Metropolitan’s 

service area in order to use new processes and/or technologies and improve facility safety and overall reliability.  Recent 

activities include the following: 

 

• Headquarters Building Improvements—This project provides seismic upgrades and other needed 
improvements to the Metropolitan Headquarters Building.  Construction related to the original contract scope is 
substantially complete.  The contractor continues to work on approved change order scope items such as the 
electrical work for the power door-assist devices and the UVC air disinfection system.  Staff is working with the 
contractor to complete change order work while the building remains lightly occupied.  The anticipated contract 
completion is in the first quarter of 2022.   

• Board and Committee Room Upgrades—This project upgrades and enhances the reliability of the 
audio/visual (A/V) systems in the boardroom, three committee rooms and the rotunda at the Metropolitan 
Headquarters Building.  Engineering Services, IT, and Facilities Management are working collaboratively on this 
technology replacement project.   The contractor has completed A/V equipment installation, commissioning, 
and user acceptance activities in the committee rooms and the boardroom.  Construction is substantially 
complete, and all systems are fully operational.  Installation of a redundant network to enhance system reliability 
was completed in December 2021. 

• Headquarters Physical Security Upgrades—This project implements comprehensive security upgrades for 
the Metropolitan Headquarters Building.  These upgrades are consistent with federally recommended best 
practices for government buildings.  This work has been prioritized and staged to minimize rework and impacts 
on day-to-day operations within the building.  Stage 1 work enhances security related to perimeter windows and 
doors.  Stage 2 improvements will provide security system upgrades inside the building with a focus on the main 
entry rotunda area, board room, executive dining lounge, and security control room.  Stage 3 improvements will 
provide security system upgrades around the perimeter of the building.  Construction of Stage 1 improvements is 
complete.  Construction of Stage 2 improvements is 79 percent complete and is scheduled to be complete by 
March 2022.  The contractor completed security equipment installation on Floors 3 through 12, began testing 
and cutover to the new security system, and is continuing the rotunda equipment installation.  Design of Stage 3 
is complete and board award of a construction contract is planned in the first quarter of 2022. 

• Headquarters Building Fire Alarm and Smoke Control System Upgrades—This project upgrades the 
Metropolitan Headquarters Building fire life safety systems, which includes replacement of the fire detection and 
alarm system and HVAC system improvements for smoke control.  The fire alarm and smoke control systems in 
the Metropolitan Headquarters Building provide detection, notification, and control of building functions so that 
occupants and visitors can safely exit in the event of a fire.  The contractor began the fire alarm system cutover 
on the first floor and is continuing installation of the electrical closets, Emergency Radio Responder System, 
carbon monoxide controller, and the distributed antenna system.  Construction is 28 percent complete and is 
scheduled to be complete by February 2023. 
 

 
Headquarters Building Improvements—Installation of UVC light controls in HVAC system 
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GM STRATEGIC PRIORITY #1:  Resiliency 

Objective #1 Provide planning, California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)/National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA), and regulatory permitting support for programs and projects that focus on infrastructure reliability and 
redundancy. 

Regulatory Permitting Support 

• Negotiated conditions and received the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) Streambed 
Alteration Agreement (SAA) for the Colorado River Aqueduct (CRA) Conduit Structural Protection Project. 
 

Perris Valley Pipeline 

• Completed biological assessment of the pipe staging area at Lake Mathews (see photos). 
 

  
Abandoned wood rat nest inside a pipe 

stored at Lake Mathews 
 

 
Wood rat skull 

 

Objective #2 Emphasize employee development and recruitment, knowledge capture, cross-training, 
management/leadership training, and succession planning. 

Webinars attended by staff: 

• Envision Sustainability Professional training workshop hosted by LA Metro 

• Public Workshop: 2022 Scoping Plan Update—Natural and Working Lands Scenarios Technical Workshop  

• Water for Climate Action: Reducing GHG Emissions Webinar 

• Water, Climate Mitigation, Resiliency, and Sustainability 
  

GM STRATEGIC PRIORITY #2:  Sustainability 

Objective #2 Provide planning, CEQA/NEPA, and regulatory permitting support for projects and activities that 
address the challenges of sustainability, including aging infrastructure, contaminants of concern, and affordability of 
water supplies. 

Lake Perris Seepage Recovery Project 

• Reviewed and discussed with stakeholders the Responses to Comments and the draft Final Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR). 
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Regional Recycled Water Program 

• Presented a CEQA 101 training to External Affairs. 
 

Weymouth Water Treatment Plant 

• Finalized Tree Mitigation Survey Report for the Wheeler Gate Security Improvement Project. 

• Finalized the Historic Design Report and participated in Value Engineering Workshop for the Weymouth 
Administration Building Seismic Upgrade Project. 

• Finalized Addendum No. 1 to the 2015 Weymouth EIR in support of Weymouth Basins 5–8 Rehabilitation. 
 

San Gabriel Tower and Improvements Project 

• Finalized the Biological Technical Report. 
 

  

 

Objective #3 Continue to actively manage Metropolitan’s more than 30,000 acres of conservation lands through 
cooperative relationships with public agencies and non-governmental conservation organizations to promote 
sustainability of reserve resources. 

Southwestern Riverside County Multi-Species Reserve 

• Reserve to be included in the Audubon Society’s Christmas Bird Count in cooperation with the Western 
Riverside County Regional Conservation Authority. 

• Collaborated with the Cal-Fire archeologist on the proposed 2022 prescribed burn plan. 

• Continued restoration efforts in Tucalota Creek, including tamarisk removal and propagating native plant 
cuttings for future planting in the restoration site. 

Lake Mathews Multiple Species Reserve 

• Completed a grassland restoration project, which included recording pre-project baseline vegetation conditions, 
preparing seeding areas by scarifying the uppermost layer of soil, sowing native seed on the site, and covering the 
seeds with existing topsoil by dragging the restoration area (see photo). 

• Initiated a coastal sage scrub restoration project by recording baseline vegetation data and seeding the site. 
 

 
Restoration Seeding at Lake Mathews Reserve 
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Objective #4 Develop a Climate Action Plan (CAP) and prepare CEQA documentation to be used to offset 
greenhouse (GHG) emissions from future construction projects. Identify new and continuing conservation efforts for 
the purpose of reducing future GHG reductions, as well as highlighting Metropolitan’s effort to achieve those 
reductions, and develop a tracking methodology to ensure Metropolitan is meeting its goal. 

Climate Action Plan 

• Participated as presenter and panelist for the Coalition for Clean Air Webinar—Water, Climate Mitigation, 
Resiliency, and Sustainability. 

• Organized and conducted CAP Stakeholder Engagement Workshop for interested parties. 

• Gave CAP presentation to the Los Angeles Business Council Energy and the Environment Committee. 

• Presented and led discussion regarding CAP at the Member Agency Managers meeting. 

• Presented at the General Manager’s Environmental Listening Session for Draft CAP. 

• Participated in the Districtwide Zero and Near Zero Emissions Fleet Infrastructure Study kick-off meeting. 

• Developed content for Metropolitan’s Addressing Climate Change webpage. 
 

GM STRATEGIC PRIORITY #3 Innovation  

Objective #1 Pursue programmatic CEQA and regulatory permitting efforts for operations and maintenance 
activities throughout Metropolitan’s service area to streamline clearances for capital projects and O&M activities. 

Surface Mining and Reclamation Act (SMARA) Compliance 

• Completed final review of the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for Reclamation Plans. 

• Scheduled January 2022 site visits with Department of Conservation staff to view reclamation project sites. 
 

Western San Bernardino Right of Way and Infrastructure Protection Program (RWIPP) 

• Completed updated biological surveys in support of regulatory permitting. 
 

Objective #2 Develop and improve internal processes, procedures, systems, and databases to streamline and 
standardize environmental analysis and project clearance in support of customers. 

• Finalized the WSO Coordination EForm analysis template for exempt projects and drafted standard 
environmental clearance requirements for the WSO Coordination EForm. 

• Began preparation of EIR and MND standard templates. 
 

Objective #3 Partner and collaborate with regulatory and resources agencies, as well as other public agencies and 
external organizations, to build relationships and expedite/streamline environmental authorizations and clearances for 
Metropolitan projects. 

• Coordinated with the Western Science Center for proper curation of Metropolitan-owned cultural and 
paleontological resources located at the Diamond Valley Lake Visitor’s Center. 

 

CORE BUSINESS:  Regulatory Compliance 

Objective #1 Provide timely and professional environmental planning services and CEQA and regulatory permitting 
support to ESG, WSO, WRM, External Affairs, and Real Property groups. 

Engineering Services 

• Provided design phase support for the following projects: 
1. Black Metal Mountain 2.4 kV Electrical Rehabilitation 
2. Cabazon Radial Gate Facility Rehabilitation 
3. Cholla Wash Relining Projects 
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4. CRA Delivery Line Rehabilitation 
5. CRA 69kV and 230kV Transformers Replacement 
6. CRA Housing, CRA Storage Buildings 
7. CRA Pump Plant 2.3 kV and 480V Rehab 
8. Copper Basin Access Road and Discharge Valve Repair 
9. Etiwanda Pipeline Relining 
10. Garvey Reservoir Rehabilitation 
11. Foothill Hydroelectric Plant Seismic Upgrades 
12. La Verne Water Quality Building Improvements 
13. Lower Feeder and West Orange County Blowoff Drain Line Repairs 
14. Western San Bernardino RWIPP Construction Package 1 
15. Weymouth Basins 5-8 Rehabilitation 
16. Weymouth Administration Building Seismic Upgrades 
17. Weymouth Battery Energy Storage 

• Provided construction phase support for the following projects: 
1. CRA Mile 12 Flow Monitoring Station Upgrades 
2. CRA Overhead Cranes 
3. Garvey Reservoir Permanent Drainage and Erosion Improvements 
4. Gene Wash Discharge Valve Rehabilitation 
5. Live Oak Reservoir Asphalt Upgrades 
6. Weymouth Water Quality Implementations 

• Conducted sensitive species and nesting bird surveys to ensure compliance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
and Fish and Game Codes for the Gene Wash Discharge Valve Rehabilitation Project. 
 

Water System Operations 

• Provided CEQA analysis and environmental planning support for the following O&M activities: 
1. Diemer Erosion Repair Project within the Shell-Metropolitan Habitat Conservation Plan area 
2. SCAQMD Blast Booth Permit 
3. MSU Plasma Arc System Installation 
4. Sepulveda Feeder Shutdown 
5. Jensen Plant Shutdown 2022 
6. CRA Shutdown activities 

• Received the draft CDFW SAA for the January 2022 Lake Skinner Outlet Tower Shutdown/Dewatering. 

• Submitted SAA notification to CDFW for the March 2022 Lower Feeder Shutdown/Dewatering. 

• Applied for and received a major amendment for the Cajalco Creek Dam and Detention Basin—Lake Mathews 
Long-Term Routine Maintenance SAA to remove phasing requirements for vegetation and sediment removal. 

• Submitted the final report to CDFW in accordance with the Foothill Feeder Routine Maintenance at San 
Francisquito High Rise (Station 287+00) and Santa Clara River (Station 383+90) Blow-Off Structures SAA. 

• Submitted a request to extend the Routine Maintenance at the Foothill Feeder San Francisquito High Rise 
(Station 287+00) and Santa Clara River (Station 383+90) Blow-Off Structures SAA. 

• Supported Upper Feeder Santa Ana River Bridge Crossing vegetation maintenance and road grading under the 
Long-Term Routine Maintenance SAA. 

• Conducted numerous Environmental Awareness Trainings for staff and contractors. 
 

Water Resource Management 

• Provided environmental clearance for various drought emergency initiatives. 

• Completed Notices of Exemption (NOEs) and filed NOEs with multiple county clerk offices for the Article 56 
Carryover Water Agreement. 
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Bay Delta Initiatives 

• Reviewed and commented on the Reclamation District No. 756 Administrative Draft Initial Study/MND for the 
Bouldin Island Levee Rehabilitation Project. 

• Reviewed and commented on the Recirculated Draft EIR/Environmental Impact Statement for the Sites 
Reservoir Project. 

• Participated in the Bay-Delta Policies Update Workshop No.1. 
 

External Environmental Document Reviews 

• Reviewed four CEQA notices for external projects and prepared comment letters for those that may affect 
Metropolitan facilities and/or operations. 
 

Real Property Support 

• Provided CEQA analysis and determinations in support of three real property agreements. 

• Provided CEQA analysis and determinations in support of two annexations: 
1. CMWD Annexation 104 (Rio Urbana) 
2. CMWD Annexation 106 (Cypress Gardens) 
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EXTERNAL AFFAIRS PRIORITY:  Advance Initiatives to Educate and Inform the Public, Elected 
Officials and Stakeholders on Water Supply Conditions and Important Water Management Decisions. 
External Affairs will develop and maintain relationships with the public, legislative leaders, government officials, non-
governmental organizations, and other stakeholders, and implement effective and diverse communication and 
outreach strategies on the value of water, current water supply conditions, innovative strategies to address current and 
future challenges, and the importance of Metropolitan actions and leadership to promote stewardship, planning and 
investments to benefit the region. 

Objective #1 Recognizing there is a new normal that is directly impacting California water conditions driven, in part, 
by more volatile supply conditions due to climate change, and informing key stakeholders, news media, businesses 
and the public on the need for sustained conservation actions, support for new water supply projects and continued 
investment in imported water systems to maintain water supply reliability and protect the environment. 

GM Hagekhalil participated in and Metropolitan sponsored the Heal the Bay “One Water Day” event at which local 
leaders discussed systemic water quality issues, the impacts of climate change, and cooperative solutions for Los Angeles. 
Other participating agencies were LADWP, Las Virgenes MWD, LA County Dept. of Public Works, LA Sanitation and 
Environment, and the LA County Sanitation Districts.  (December 3) 

Chairwoman Gray, GM Hagekhalil, and AGM-EA Zinke traveled 
to Washington, D.C. to meet with other public agencies and labor 
representatives to discuss efforts to strengthen federal-local 
partnerships in order to increase contracting opportunities for 
historically underutilized businesses.  Meetings were also held with 
Department of Interior Assistant Secretary for Water and Science 
Trujillo, Deputy Commissioner of the Bureau of Reclamation 
Touton, Senators Feinstein and Padilla, and Representatives 
Napolitano and Calvert to brief them on key water issues including 
drought conditions, the 500+ plan for the Colorado River, tax 
parity for water conservation rebates, and federal investments in 
recycled water projects.  (December 6–7). 
 

Chairwoman Gray, Directors Blois, Camacho, DeJesus, Erdman, Jung, Kurtz, Morris, G. Peterson, Quinn, 
Record and Tamaribuchi, GM Hagekhalil, General Counsel Scully, AGMs Upadhyay, Zinke, and staff 
attended the Colorado River Water Users Association’s Annual Conference in Las Vegas, Nevada.  
(December 14–17).  Events included:  

• GM Hagekhalil and EO/AGM Upadhyay participated in 
panel discussions on Metropolitan’s actions and investments for 
future supply reliability including Colorado River conservation 
actions, new local supplies, and the Regional Recycled Water Project. 

• Metropolitan, together with Arizona and Nevada, announced 
plans to invest up to $200 million for conservation projects to 
conserve water in the Basin. (500+ Plan) 

• Metropolitan signed an agreement with the Quechan Tribe of 
the Fort Yuma Indian Reservation for a two-year seasonal fallowing 
pilot that will conserve Colorado River water for urban use or to 
store in Lake Mead. 

• US Department of Interior Assistant Secretary for Water and 
Science Trujillo was the guest of honor at Metropolitan’s reception.  
 

 

MWD General Counsel Scully, GM Hagekhalil, 
Quechan President Jordan Joaquin and legal 
counsel Jay Weiner  

Chairwoman Gray, GM Hagekhalil, AGM Zinke, 
and Exec. Legislative Rep. Schneider with Biden 
Administration officials  
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CORE BUSINESS:  Legislative, Communications, Community Relations, Public and Business Outreach 
Engage the public, labor, business community, agriculture, government leaders, non-governmental organizations and 
other stakeholders in California’s water issues, communicating Metropolitan’s interests and Board-adopted policies 
through federal and state legislative strategies, multimedia and multi-cultural communications, and educational and 
other outreach programs. Inform the public about Metropolitan projects, facilities, operations and initiatives to gather 
input and support, foster competitive and diverse business opportunities, and facilitate innovation and technology 
sharing. 

Objective #1 LEGISLATIVE SERVICES - Develop and implement local, state and federal legislative and regulatory 
strategies consistent with Board-adopted policies. Promote interaction between Metropolitan leadership and various 
stakeholders, including elected officials, to facilitate support for water policy issues. 

Federal 
Lawmakers passed a continuing resolution to fund the federal government at FY 2021 levels until February 18. 
Metropolitan staff continues to advocate for increased funding for water programs in FY 2022.  (December 3) 
 
Senators Feinstein and Padilla issued a press release on their correspondence asking Interior Secretary Haaland to 
prioritize funding in the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act for California projects to address climate-driven 
droughts including regional priorities that align with Metropolitan’s One Water vision.  (December 18)  
 
State 
Metropolitan staff attended the California Moderate Democratic Caucus and briefed members about drought impacts, 
water infrastructure and supply challenges, and opportunities for new policies and state investments.  (December 14) 
 
With the state projecting a $31 billion budget surplus, Metropolitan plans to pursue funding to support water 
infrastructure projects and focus on legislative priorities including advancing SB 230 (Portantino, D-La Cañada 
Flintridge) to create a Constituents of Emerging Concern Program for Drinking Water at the State Water Board, and new 
legislation authorizing the use of alternative delivery methods for the design and construction of drought-related projects 
and the Regional Recycled Water Program. 
 
Metropolitan was awarded $ 183,675 in COVID-19 relief funding under the $100 

million relief program from the Department of Finance.  (December 16) 

Local 
Chairwoman Gray, GM Hagekhalil, and Director Luna attended a Water 
Education for Latino Leaders (WELL) event. GM Hagekhalil spoke on drought 
impacts to the regions and other challenges facing the water community that may 
garner legislative attention next year.  In attendance were Senators Durazo (D-Los 
Angeles) and Rubio (D-Baldwin Park), and Assembly Members Rivas (D-Arleta), 
Carrillo (D-Los Angeles), and Santiago (D-Los Angeles).  (December 2) 
 
Metropolitan staff coordinated two presentations to the Los Angeles Area 
Chamber of Commerce Energy, Water, and Environmental Sustainability Council, providing an update on drought and 
on the draft Climate Adaptation Plan.  (December 2) 
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Metropolitan staff participated in webinars and events this month with chambers of commerce, business associations, 
councils of governments, and public affairs networks throughout the service area including: 

 

• Southern California Edison workshop on Horticulture (December 1) 

• West Ventura County Business Alliance Board (December 2) 

• Glendale Chamber of Commerce Business Advocacy/Legislative Review Committee (December 2) 

• Los Angeles Business Council Energy & Environment Committee (December 2) 

• LAX Coastal Chamber of Commerce Public Policy Committee (December 2) 

• South Bay Cities Council of Governments Legislative Committee (December 2) 

• Glendora Chamber of Commerce Economic Development and Legislative Action Committee (December 2) 

• Water Associations of the County of Orange (December 3) 

• Orange County Business Council Government Affairs Committee (December 3) 

• Southern California Edison Water Workshop (December 4) 

• South Bay Association of Chambers of Commerce Board and Government Affairs Committee (December 7) 

• Torrance Area Chamber of Commerce Government Affairs Policy Committee (December 9) 

• Long Beach Chamber of Commerce Government Affairs Committee (December 9) 

• Beverly Hills Chamber of Commerce Government Affairs Committee (December 9) 

• San Gabriel Valley Economic Partnership Legislative Roundtable with Assembly Member Rubio (D-Baldwin 
Park) (December 9) 

• US Water Alliance Water Webinar (December 10) 

• South Bay Cities Council of Governments Steering Committee (December 13) 

• Building Industry Association of Southern California Board of Directors and Housing Summit (December 14) 

• Los Angeles County Business Federation Board of Directors (December 14) 

• Orange County Business Council Infrastructure Committee (December 14) 

• South Orange County Economic Coalition Legislative Meeting (December 15) 

• Alhambra Chamber of Commerce Government Affairs Committee (December 15) 

• Construction Industry Coalition on Water Quality Board of Directors and Regulatory Affairs Committee 
(December 15)  

• San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments Energy, Environment, and Natural Resources Committee 
(December 15) 

• Oxnard Leadership Steering Committee (December 16) 

• San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments Governing Board (December 16) 

• Anaheim Chamber of Commerce Government Affairs Committee (December 17) 
 

Objective #2 MEDIA AND COMMUNICATIONS - Communicate Metropolitan’s policy priorities, actions and 
initiatives through various means to raise public awareness, enhance Metropolitan’s visibility and cultivate support for 
Metropolitan priorities. Update and develop new communications tools, materials and platforms to ensure 
Metropolitan information reaches diverse audiences throughout its service area in a cost-effective, timely, relevant 
manner that reflects current communications trends. 

Media Activities and Interviews 
Arranged various interviews on State Water Project zero percent initial allocation with KABC-TV Channel 7 reporter 
Leticia Juarez and GM Hagekhalil, and with KNX-AM 1070’s David Singer and EO/AGM Upadhyay and referred 
reporters to member agencies most affected by low allocation.  

Coordinated interviews at Colorado River Water Users Association conference regarding 500+ plan with Associated 
Press reporter Brittany Peterson, Los Angeles Times’ Ian James, Tony Davis of the Arizona Daily Star, KNX-AM 1070’s 
Mike Simpson and Charles Feldman, and NBC national digital news staff. 
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Arranged interview between WRM’s water efficiency expert Guerrero and NBC4 reporter Patrick Healy on stopping 
outdoor watering during and after rains. 

Arranged interview with Estuary News magazine and GM Hagekhalil for profile and podcast. 

Press Releases 
Statement from GM Hagekhalil regarding Department of Water Resources initial zero percent SWP allocation for 2022 

Joint press release with the San Diego County Water Authority on an agreement to use stored Semitropic Water Bank 
supplies in Kern County to help meet demands in SWP-dependent areas 

Press release on Metropolitan Board of Directors’ drought actions for State Water Project-dependent areas 

Joint press release and advisory with the Bureau of Reclamation, Arizona Department of Water Resources, Central 

Arizona Project, and the Southern Nevada Water Authority on 500+ Plan 

Joint press release with the Quechan Tribe during the CRWUA conference on new seasonal land fallowing program 

Press releases on new San Diego County Water Authority directors Marty Miller and Lois Fong-Sakai 

Website 
Logged nearly 127,000 visits to the mwdh2o.com website with the homepage, careers, Board and Our Story among the 

most popular destinations. 

Generated 23,010 views on bewaterwise.com, with the turf replacement and rebates the most visited pages. 

Social Media   
Initiated the second phase of conservation advertising campaign on social media, which has so far delivered more than 
16,000 visits to bewaterwise.com, reaching more than 1.1 million with 3.4 million impressions.  Customized assets were 
created and posted for SDCWA, Las Virgenes, Calleguas, and other cities.  
 

 

Garnered significant engagement on Twitter for posts detailing Metropolitan drought actions, including GM Hagekhalil 

statement in response to DWR’s announcement of zero percent allocation for the State Water Project, which received 

more than 4,000 impressions.  

Received strong engagement on both Instagram and Twitter for 

Metropolitan’s participation in Heal the Bay’s One Water Day. 

Generated high organic impressions and engagement in response to posts 

about recent visits by state legislators to the Regional Recycled Water 

Advanced Purification Center. 
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Objective #3 PUBLIC OUTREACH AND MEMBER SERVICES - Conduct public outreach to increase awareness 
and input on Metropolitan projects and initiatives and ensure impacted communities are aware of Metropolitan 
construction and maintenance activities. Enhance public awareness of Metropolitan’s systems and facilities and the 
role they play in regional supply reliability while protecting environmental resources. Serve as liaison to Metropolitan’s 
member agencies and facilitate their engagement with Metropolitan. 

Member Agency Support 
Coordinated a meeting with Member Agency general managers to discuss strategic priorities, water supply conditions and 
operations, Colorado River updates, key findings for the draft IRP, draft Climate Action Plan, the Natural Hazard 
Mitigation Plan, and proposed changes to the On-Site Retrofit Program. (December 3) 
 
Met with Member Agency public information officers to discuss drought messaging, advertising, and outreach activities. 
(December 8)  
 
Regional Recycled Water Program 
Metropolitan staff provided tours of the Advanced Purification Center in Carson for Senators Ben Allen (D-Santa 
Monica), Bradford (D-Gardena), and Kamlager (D-Los Angeles), along with Assembly Members Muratsuchi (D-
Torrance), and staff from the offices of Assembly Members Friedman (D-Glendale) and Rivas (D-Arleta). (December 7) 
 
Presentations on the Regional Recycled Water Program were provided to the following organizations:  

• Pasadena Rotary (December 1) 

• Sustainable Claremont (December 13) 

• San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments (December 15) 

• Sanitation Districts’ Joint Water Pollution Control Plant Citizens Advisory Committee (December 21) 
 
Outreach 
Coordinated a virtual public workshop for the draft Climate Action Plan and Program EIR. (December 1) 

Distributed 200 notices to residents and businesses in Granada Hills in preparation for the upcoming Sepulveda Feeder 

Shutdown. (December 21) 

Coordinated a listening session with GM Hagekhalil focused on the draft Climate Action Plan for environmental 

organizations and other NGOs and member agencies. (December 17)  

Objective #4 EDUCATION AND COMMUNITY RELATIONS - Facilitate public engagement in and 
understanding of water resource issues through community relations activities and education projects. Build 
awareness of and appreciation among Southern California for the value of clean, reliable water supplies and the 
importance of good water stewardship. 

Education 
Metropolitan staff interacted with more than 600 teachers, students, and parents through online virtual tours, scouting 
programs, customized Zoom class presentations, and digital outreach. 
 
Supported community events for the UC Berkeley, National Science Teachers Associations (NSTA), and Equity 
Diversity Inclusion virtual mini-series.  Partnered with IE Works to provide California Labor Secretary Palugyai with a 
tour of new pre-apprentice, apprentice, and internships programs in the Inland Empire and with the Water Energy 
Education Alliance (WEEA) to promote water career technical education curriculum. 
 
Point of Purchase Marketing in State Water Project Dependent Areas 
Launched program to place marketing materials in big box and other hardware and irrigation supplies stores throughout 
the Calleguas, Las Virgenes, and IEUA service areas to promote rebate eligible purchases to consumers.  
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Point of Purchase Marketing for Metropolitan and Member Agency Rebates  

 

2022 Water is Life Calendar Event 
Staff coordinated the 2022 “Water is Life” Recognition Event to honor the 37 student 
artists whose art works were selected for the 2022 Water is Life Calendar.  More than 
200 pieces of student art were submitted by 26 member agencies and retailers, and 15 
student artists spoke about water conservation and the value of water. (December 6) 
 
 
 

Objective #5 BUSINESS OUTREACH AND INNOVATION - Facilitate opportunities for small businesses to 
work with Metropolitan. Help position Metropolitan as a leader in water innovation. 

Metropolitan supported small businesses and entrepreneurs throughout the region with online participation and, in some 
cases, sponsorship of the following programs, online conferences, webinars, and events: 

• Planet Bids Sustainability and Diversity—Contracting for Social Initiatives webinar (December 6) 

• Women’s Business Enterprise Council (WBEC-West) Rise Up Strategic Procurement Conference  
(December 6–8) 

• USGBC-LA’s 2022 Outlook and Policy webinar (December 16) 
 
Chairwoman Gray and AGM/CAO Chapman spoke at the Netherlands Road2LA Charrette.  The event engaged some 
of the region’s water agencies about possible investment and innovative partnerships in areas such as rising sea levels, 
actionable data, and urban resilience. (December 1) 
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GM STRATEGIC PRIORITY #1:  RESILIENCY 

Objective #1 Partner with Metropolitan leadership to support learning, development, and adaptive workforce 
planning initiatives. 

 
The Organizational Development and Training Unit continued its virtual Metropolitan Management University, a ten-
session, bi-monthly program for 24 newly promoted managers.  The third session included a discussion with HR 
Group Manager Diane Pitman regarding the important role that front-line managers play in engaging and motivating 
employees; it also addressed questions about COVID-19 and managing in a hybrid workplace. Other topics covered 
during the session included dealing with conflict and effectively providing feedback and assertive communication skills. 
 
This month, 356 Metropolitan employees attended other online classes including Excel Pivot Tables, Intermediate, and 
LOOKUP, as well as Acrobat Fundamentals and Forms, Effective Communication Skills, Effective Time 
Management, Managing Emotions in the Workplace, Introduction to SharePoint and Teams, and Preventing 
Workplace Harassment. 
 
LinkedIn Learning, Metropolitan’s online, e-learning content platform, was used for classes including topics on 
Balancing Work and Life, Avoiding New Manager Mistakes, Delivering Bad News Effectively, Holding your Team 
Accountable, and Virtual and Hybrid Meeting Essentials.  

 

Objective #2 Seek diverse, high-quality talent, and establish partnerships to discover additional outreach 
opportunities that aid in staffing positions. 

 
Recruitment successfully filled 17 positions for the month of December.  We received 29 new staffing requisitions, 
resulting in 187 positions currently in recruitment.  Recruitment continues virtual interviews using Zoom. 
 
Job postings for the three new positions created by the General Manager (Chief Sustainability, Resiliency, and 
Innovation Officer; Chief Diversity, Equity, and Inclusion Officer; and Equal Employment Opportunity Officer) 
were finalized with The Hawkins Company and advertised. 
 
Continuing the Expert Training Series at the Diversity, Equity & Inclusion Council, Ty Washington, the Executive 
Assistant General Manager of Workforce Diversity with the Los Angeles Department of Water & Power (DWP) 
shared the specific initiatives, plans, and lessons learned based on DWP’s diversity program. 
 
Partnered with WSO to develop additional details on the design and curriculum of a Workforce Development pilot 
program focused on the trades and apprenticeship program. 
 

 

GM STRATEGIC PRIORITY #2:  SUSTAINABILITY 

Objective #1 Implement employee retention and engagement programs to ensure Metropolitan’s investment in 
employees is supported. 

 
Finalized the set-up of the new MET Rewards program with a new vendor, which will be implemented in February to 
the entire workforce.  It includes an updated MET Store, expanded Service Award Gift options, and a new non-
monetary peer-to-peer recognition option. 
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A recent anonymous survey asked employees to voluntarily share their vaccinated status.  HR received over 1,000 
responses and believe that 44 percent of the workforce is vaccinated with hundreds having already received their 
booster.  This information will be helpful as we continue to monitor the guidelines and mandates being discussed by 
CalOSHA and the California Department of Public Health.   
 
Since the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic, the Human Resources Group Manager has organized a bi-weekly check-
in meeting with all Group Managers focused on sharing the latest information on employee illness or potential 
exposure, issues raised by the bargaining units, and strategies for working through the complexities of COVID 
protocols, which increasingly include COVID vaccination mandates at the federal, state, and local levels. Staff are also 
continuing work on “tool kits” for managers and employees to facilitate the eventual return of employees to their 
regular work locations.  

 
 

Objective #2 Ensure Metropolitan managers have foundational knowledge, on-going support to effectively manage 
employees, and the tools to prepare for a changing workforce. 

 
Ten managers attended the WSO Specialization Program, which focused on Self-Awareness, Influence, and Motivation 
and included a panel discussion by participants on Conflict Resolution and Motivation, as well as a detailed discussion 
on Emotional Intelligence for Managers. 
 
Forty-six managers attended a course on Emotional Intelligence for Managers, presented by consultant Leah Nelson, 
which addressed the impact of emotional intelligence on self-perception, self-expression, interpersonal relationships, 
decision-making, and on managing stress. 
 

 
 
Human Resources staff continued to provide one-on-one coaching and mediation services for managers and 
employees in the developmental areas of stress management, team dynamics, workload analysis, and delegation. 
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GM STRATEGIC PRIORITY #3:  INNOVATION 

Objective #1 Continue to upgrade HR’s technological capabilities and continue to seek out improved technologies 
to better serve HR’s customers. 

 
HR staff showed the bargaining unit representatives the capabilities of the MyHR system to track vaccinated status, to 
start discussions about tracking employee vaccination status.    

HR CORE BUSINESS: Provide Excellent Human Resources Services 
Human Resources provides a wide range of services and support from pre-hire to post retirement care.  HR policies, 
procedures, and practices will be reviewed and revised as appropriate.  HR will continually improve service and 
better utilize technologies. 

Objective #1 Administer all HR services with efficiency and a focus on customer service excellence, consistency, 
and flexibility. 

 
HR Benefits distributed automated 2022 Benefits Confirmation Statements, which employees can also access by logging 
into MyHR.  This has eliminated the manual process of separately generating and emailing PDF files to each employee.  
 
On December 8, HR Benefits hosted the fourth quarter Deferred Compensation Advisory Committee (DCAC) meeting 
to discuss ROTH options including implementation requirements and finalized approval of the 2022 Investment Policy 
Statement (IPS).  New fund options will be added, and there will be new automated features for plan participants. 

 
In December, Employee Relations staff met with AFSCME Local 1902 with the goal of reaching agreement on a new 
three-year contract, consistent with parameters approved by the OP&T Committee at its November meeting. 

 
Biweekly discussions regarding COVID impacts also continued with the bargaining units.  The parties are currently 
prioritizing the implementation of vaccinated status tracking, as well as planning for the return of employees to the 
headquarters building, as well as other administrative offices, on or after March 7, 2022. 

 

HR CORE BUSINESS:  Comply with Employment Laws and Regulations 
Ensure all policies, programs, and practices comply with ever-changing laws and regulations.  Compliance with 
applicable laws and policies requires monitoring and analyzing changing requirements, determining impact on 
Metropolitan management and staff, and implementing any changes necessary to maintain compliance.  In addition, 
these changes must be clearly communicated to all customers as necessary, with any needed training provided, as 
appropriate. 

Objective #1 Effectively administer all Human Resources policies, programs, and practices in compliance with 
applicable federal and state laws and Metropolitan’s Administrative Code, Operating Policies, and Memorandum of 
Understanding. 

In December, five new workers’ compensation claims were received.  Five employees remain off work because of an 
industrial injury or illness.  This reflects Metropolitan’s effort to accommodate injured workers while enabling them to 
be productive and remain on the job.  
 
Staff continue collaborating with other Metropolitan stakeholders to implement a new Incident Reporting and Case 
Management System designed by Ventiv Technology.  Staff also continue to work closely with our new Workers 
Compensation Third-Party Administrator, TRISTAR Risk Management, during the transition.   

 

• Coordinated two random drug tests. 

• Arranged five medical evaluations (DMV and medical surveillance). 

• Addressed five accommodation issues. 
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HR Metrics June 2021 December 
2021 

Prior Month 
 November 2021 

Headcount 
Regular Employees 
Temporary Employees 
Interns 
Recurrents 
Annuitants 

 
1,806 

30 
3 
20 
16 

 
1,782 

33 
3 
20 
14 

 
1,784 

34 
3 
20 
15 

 

  December 2021 November 2021 

Number of Recruitments in Progress 
     (Includes Temps and Intern positions) 

187 175 

Number of New Staffing Requisitions 29 28 

  December 2021 November 2021 

Number of Job Audit Requests in Progress 8 8 

Number of Completed/Closed Job Audits 0 4 

Number of New Job Audit Requests 0 0 

 
 

Transactions Current Month and Fiscal YTD (includes current month) 

External Hires FY 20/21 Totals December 2021 FISCAL YTD 

             Regular Employees 74 3 29 
             Temporary Employees 30 2 17 
             Interns 3 0 4 

Internal Promotions 60 6 24 

Management Requested Promotions 149 9 62 

Retirements/Separations (regular employees) 78 5 53 

Employee Requested Transfers 20 2 3 
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GM STRATEGIC PRIORITY #1:  Resiliency  

OBJECTIVE #1 Strengthen Metropolitan's cybersecurity capabilities by deploying new and emerging technologies, 
and implementing enhanced security countermeasures. 

Continued to implement cybersecurity projects and initiatives to improve Metropolitan’s security posture and to 
collaborate with stakeholders to further enhance network security capabilities for Metropolitan’s computing 
environments.   

• Conducted cybersecurity updates to executive management as part of keeping management apprised of 
cybersecurity initiatives as well as on-going quarterly security briefings to the OP&T Committee. 

• Maintained ongoing operational analysis, assessments, and monitoring of IT network and systems to identify 
potential vulnerabilities and remediate findings to protect Metropolitan against evolving cyber threats.  

• Monitored and maintained IT network and remote connectivity to ensure secure and reliable services for 
employees’ teleworking. 
 

OBJECTIVE #2 Manage Information Technology Projects within the Capital Investment Plan to ensure reliability 
of Information Technology (IT) Systems and Infrastructure. 

• Continued to execute IT capital projects supporting Metropolitan’s strategic priorities by replacing end-of-life 
infrastructure, upgrading applications, and delivering innovative solutions to ensure the reliability and resilience 
of IT systems.  Selected project activities include:   

 
o Windows Server Upgrade—IT staff continued efforts to upgrade older Windows servers to up-to-date 

versions in order to better support Metropolitan business and operational applications.  This includes 
moving selected applications to the cloud environment to improve reliability and allowing for the 
decommissioning of end-of-life hardware and legacy operating systems. 

o Enterprise Data Analytics—This project’s scope is to develop a data and analytics strategy, create best 
practices, and engage Metropolitan stakeholders on a technology blueprint to serve the data analytics 
needs of Metropolitan business groups.  In December, the project team conducted workshops with 
WRM, CFO, RPG, ESG, and Water Operations Planning and Environmental Support Group as part of 
requirements gathering and building use cases.  Additional workshops with the key stakeholders will 
continue into January 2022 as part the information gathering phase.   

o WiFi Infrastructure Upgrade—The scope of this project is to upgrade the WiFi infrastructure at 
Metropolitan Headquarters and remote facilities to replace the end-of-life system.  With the recent 
completion and issuance of a Notice to Bid (NIB), staff continued to work on frequency surveys at 
various remote sites and the planning and procurement phase of the project. 

o Water Information System (WINS)—The scope of this project is to upgrade the WINS system used 
for monthly billing to the member agencies.  This project will replace the existing Water Billing System 
(WINS) with a custom-developed cloud system with all core modules (Customer, Water Billing, Meters, 
Conservation, Planning, and Reporting).  The team recently completed project requirements gathering as 
part of the discovery phase and is currently working with key stakeholders on next steps as part of the 
design and development phase of the project. 
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OBJECTIVE #4 Improve Metropolitan's IT Disaster Recovery and Response Capability. 

• Conducted planning for upcoming IT Disaster Recovery (DR) exercise to ensure the ability to recover critical 
IT systems during an emergency.  DR exercises ensure that the most critical applications and services would be 
operational and available within the requirements defined by the Business Continuity Plan.      

OBJECTIVE #5 Provide leadership, planning, and solutions in support of Metropolitan's Strategic Priorities.  

• Metropolitan’s data center modernization project provides enhanced operational uptime of data center 
processing to meet current and future capacity and reliability needs.  The secondary data center site relocation 
was completed last fiscal year and is strategic to ensuring recovery capabilities before moving the primary site.    

 
o Primary Site—The project team continues to work on the development phase while refining a 

comprehensive plan that must address logistical challenges associated with migrating hardware, 
software, data, communication networks, and ancillary systems.  The work is highly complex and must 
be done while current systems and resources continue to support Metropolitan’s day-to-day business 
operations. 

o During the period, the IT-Network System Team worked on installing and configuring networking 
equipment to establish connectivity with the new primary data center.  This work is critical as the 
establishment of secure and reliable communication links to the new primary data center provides the 
foundation needed for the next critical phase of testing and migration activities.  Establishing the IT 
network infrastructure at this out-of-region colocation will enhance Metropolitan’s reliability and 
resiliency once the data center goes into production in late 2022.  

 

 
Data center Co-location  
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OBJECTIVE #6 Deploy solutions to improve operations, promote collaboration, and provide business value.  

• Ensure reliability of Garvey Reservoir Dam Monitoring System to meet compliance requirements (1993 Legal 
Settlement between City of Monterey Park and Metropolitan).  IT resources continued to partner with ESG on 
the Garvey Reservoir Dam Monitoring System project.  Working in collaboration with Safety of Dams, IT 
resources continued to complete defined tasks to meet ESG and compliance requirements.  The project is 
currently in the testing phase and is scheduled to continue through December.  Once fully implemented, the 
new system will ensure compliance while delivering enhanced security. 
 

GM STRATEGIC PRIORITY #2:  Sustainability 

OBJECTIVE #1 Provide IT services in support of the Headquarters Improvements Program.  

• Collaborated with stakeholders (behind the scenes) on work associated with IT infrastructure required to 
support physical security improvements which rely on IT network and cybersecurity. 

 

GM STRATEGIC PRIORITY #3:  Innovation 

OBJECTIVE #1 Strengthen Metropolitan's cyber security capabilities by deploying new and emerging technologies 
and implementing enhanced security countermeasures. 

• Monitored quickly evolving cybersecurity landscape, as security staff continued to prioritize and evaluate 
innovative options and alternatives, while managing interim solutions during the development phase of 
Metropolitan’s Security Operations Center. 

• Elements of the Security Operations Center (SOC) project are underway to implement new countermeasures to 
protect Metropolitan’s computing infrastructure.  A new Security Information and Event Monitoring system for 
the SOC will allow Metropolitan to efficiently detect and respond to attacks using automated tools that collect 
and correlate events for incident detection and response.   

 

OBJECTIVE #4 Provide Leadership, planning, and solutions in support of Metropolitan's Strategic Priorities. 

• Provided leadership and promoted IT governance through the IT Executive Council to ensure alignment with 
Metropolitan’s strategic priorities. 

• Continued Metropolitan’s migration to the cloud by partnering with business owners to transition selected 
virtual servers and applications to Microsoft’s Azure Cloud.  A key benefit of these migrations (servers and 
databases) to the cloud has allowed for the ongoing decommissioning of legacy servers and those that have 
reached end-of-life (and will no longer need to be replaced).  Other benefits include reducing Metropolitan’s 
physical server footprint, risk profile, and potential vulnerabilities associated with legacy hardware and operating 
systems. 

o IT worked to complete the migration of a defined set of applications to the Azure cloud environment, 
comprising approximately 50 servers.  With the successful completion of earlier migration waves, work 
on the remaining servers was substantially completed on schedule in December.   

o Planning activities are underway to prioritize the next grouping of applications and candidate servers 
(end-of-life) to transition to the cloud.  With the migration of each wave of servers, the overall resiliency 
of Metropolitan continues to improve.  
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OBJECTIVE #5 Deploy innovative solutions to improve operations, promote collaboration, and provide business 
value.  

• Deploy technologies to support our customers and enhance operations.  As a part of the Water Ordering System 
project, in-house IT staff developed a cloud-based web application and cloud databases for this new system, 
allowing member agencies to request flow changes easily, as compared with the prior manual method of calling 
into Eagle Rock operators.   

• To date, the Water Ordering System has been rolled out to Long Beach and Foothill Municipal Water District 
and is currently in production.  IT staff continued working in partnership with WSO resources as final 
preparations are underway to coordinate deployment of this system to the City of Glendale and Burbank in 
January 2022. 
 

OBJECTIVE #6 Enhance workforce productivity by simplifying access to business information and deploy 
technologies to support our customers in business decisions. 

• Continued to deploy technologies to support our customers and enhance workforce productivity.   

• IT resources are working in collaboration with Administrative Services Section on upgrades to the existing 
EForm system.   

o QA/QC testing commenced in December followed by additional testing phases including user-
acceptance testing before deployment. 

o Conversion of existing forms, validation of workflows, and enhancements is scheduled to complete in 
March, when the system will be turned over to the Administrative Services Section for day-to-day 
support and operations. 

• Provided business value by delivering Geographic Information System (GIS) services:   
o Configured Pressure Control Structure bookmarks for GIS web-apps.  Bookmarks are preset map 

extents (defines the geographic boundaries for displaying GIS information within a data frame).  GIS 
application widgets (tool that can be included in multiple GIS web applications) provide bookmarks to 
users.  Adding the Pressure Control Structures (PCS) to the list of bookmarks makes it easy for users to 
change the map extent to a selected PCS just by picking it from a list. 

o Migrate ArcGIS Pro users to concurrent licensing manager.  The license manager allows a greater 
number of staff to use the ArcGIS Pro GIS desktop application, without having to buy additional 
licenses.  The License Manager provides a pool of licenses that can be checked out by the users when 
using the application (versus a “Named Users” license model). 

o Successfully updated the GIS portal security certificate to comply with the latest cybersecurity 
requirements. 

 

 
Metropolitan’s GIS Portal 
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Objective #2 Provide valuation, land management, and real property disposition support services for the maximum 
return or use of Metropolitan-owned land and facilities. 

Permanent easements have been granted to the City of Fontana for public road, landscape, and swale purposes.  The 
easements will help facilitate a commercial development project adjacent to the Rialto Pipeline right-of-way.   
 
Caltrans has been granted a permanent easement for highway and sight purposes in connection with the Interstate 
405 freeway project in West Los Angeles near the Sepulveda Feeder.   
 
An easement has been granted to Southern California Edison (SCE) for an overhead transmission line and power 
pole traversing the Casa Loma Canal in the San Jacinto area.  The easement will allow Eastern Municipal Water 
District to have solar energy transmitted from its recently commissioned solar facility, across Metropolitan’s property, 
to SCE’s substation. 

 

Objective #3 Efficiently maintain and operate assets not related to the treatment and distribution of water. 

The 2021 infrared (IR) electrical system scan of the Metropolitan Headquarters Building was completed.  An IR 
electrical scan is an inspection that will identify hot spots in the electrical system.  This process provides Metropolitan 
with the ability to determine whether there are wiring errors, overloaded systems, loose connections, damaged 
switchgears, or components that are likely to fail.   
 
Recommendations based on the findings are noted in a report, which allows the scheduling of shutdowns and repairs.  
In these side-by-side views of an electrical panel, the infrared scan on the right highlights specific breakers that are much 
hotter than others. 
 

 
 
The 2021 Energy Star certification for the Metropolitan Headquarters building was completed.  ENERGY STAR 
certified buildings save energy, money, and help protect the environment by generating fewer greenhouse gas emissions 
than typical buildings.  To be certified as ENERGY STAR, a building must meet strict energy performance standards 
set by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).  The headquarters building earned a rating of 88 out of 100, 
indicating that it performs better than at least 88 percent of similar buildings nationwide.  Certification is given on an 
annual basis; therefore, a building must maintain its high performance to be certified each year. 
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Objective #4 District Housing Maintenance and Management. 

Metropolitan completed 20 work orders for this reporting period.  These work orders were a combination of tenant-
requested work, corrective maintenance items, and preventative maintenance items. 
 
Post-occupancy house improvements have been completed on two Metropolitan residences.  These two residences have 
been reserved for new and transferring Metropolitan employees.  Work in these two residences consisted of upgrades to 
flooring and paint, general cleanup activities, and bathroom and kitchen enhancements including the installation of new 
fixtures and appliances.  
 
The Western Science Center and the Western Center Academy hosted the second annual “Winter Wonderland Holiday 
Drive Through Experience” on the grounds of the DVL Visitor Center Campus.  The parking lot was transformed into 
a decorative holiday display with decorations all along the route.  Visitors were treated to holiday lights and music as 
they drove through the parking lot.  
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GENERAL MANAGER’S STRATEGIC PRIORITY #1:  Resiliency 

Objective #1 Develop and Refine Security’s Strategic Plan 

Metropolitan’s Security Management staff participated in chemical security training seminars provided through the 
Department of Homeland Security’s Cyber and Infrastructure Security Agency (CISA).  The training, which runs one 
day per week for three consecutive weeks, enjoins stakeholders from both the public and private sectors.  Topics 
included:  

• An update on the reauthorized Chemical Facilities Anti-Terrorism Standards (CFATS) 

• A discussion on CFATS personnel surety program 

• An invitation to join ChemLock, a new voluntary program that provides facilities that possess dangerous 
chemicals no-cost services and tools to help them better understand the risks they face and improve their 
chemical security posture in a way that works for their business model 

• Impact and response to the disruptions in the supply of chlorine 
 
Securing chemicals in an evolving threat environment requires cross-collaboration among facility owners and 
operators, industry, law enforcement, community members, and all levels of government. 

 
Security staff attended a series of Chemical Security Seminars 

 

Objective #2 Improve Security and Emergency Response  

The Security Management Unit initiated and participated in ongoing planning for a smooth and safe transition of the 
workforce back to the workplace.  Aligning with security best practices, security staff attended and were certified in 
WAVR-21—Workplace Assessment of Violence Risk.   
 
The program is a 21-item coded instrument for the structured assessment of workplace and campus targeted violence 
risk.  Consisting of both static and dynamic risk factors, the WAVR-21 can be used to reliably identify and assess the 
risk, frequency, and severity of aggression at work.  
 

 
Metropolitan’s Security staff is certified in WAVR-21 
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GM STRATEGIC PRIORITY #1:  Resiliency 

Objective #6 Ensure access to sufficient water supplies to operate a full Colorado River Aqueduct in times of 
drought. 

Staff executed the Metropolitan/Quechan Tribe Seasonal Fallowing Pilot Program (Pilot) agreement at the annual 
Colorado River Water Users Association meeting this month.  Through the two-year pilot, participating farmers will 
reduce their water consumption of Colorado River supplies through land fallowing of collectively up to 1,600 acres 
annually between the months of April and July of each fallowing season.  The Pilot will reduce water consumption in 
the Quechan tribal land and augment Metropolitan’s Colorado River supplies. 
 

Objective #8 Implement Local Resources Program 

Member agencies have started submitting their annual cost and production data to Metropolitan staff.  All data is 
due by the end of the year in accordance with the terms of the Local Resources Program (LRP) agreements.  
Metropolitan staff uses this data to complete the annual assessments and reconciliations.  

 

GM STRATEGIC PRIORITY #2:  Sustainability 

Objective #1 Complete the 2020 Integrated Water Resource Plan. 

Metropolitan continues to make progress on completing the first phase of the 2020 IRP.  Metropolitan discussed and 
received comments on draft findings from the 2020 IRP Phase 1 Needs Assessment at the December 3 Member Agency 
Managers Meeting.  These draft findings reflected feedback received from member agencies and the Board from the IRP 
Member Agency Technical Workgroup Meeting on November 16 and the Board IRP Committee Meeting on November 
23. 

On December 13, Metropolitan held its annual public hearing to review its progress in achieving cost-effective 
conservation, water recycling, and groundwater recharge. The public hearing included a presentation on Metropolitan’s 
draft annual progress report, testimonials from both subject area experts and program participants, and comments from 
members of the public.  Metropolitan will incorporate comments from the public hearing and finalize the report to 
submit to the California State Legislature on February 1, 2022. 

Objective #4 Manage existing and develop new regional water management programs to maintain water supply 

reliability in the face of increasing water supply volatility. 

Metropolitan staff presented proposed modifications to the On-Site Retrofit Program at the December Member Agency 
Managers meeting.  The proposed modifications were well-received and will be brought before Metropolitan’s Board in 
January 2022.  
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Objective #8 Implement Regional Conservation Program. 

Staff continued outreach efforts to implement Metropolitan’s conservation programs to increased efforts to maximize 
conservation.  Conservation outreach activities in December include the following: 

• Held Water Efficient Landscape Dual Certification Program classes in conjunction with City of South 
Pasadena for 30 participants.  Participants learned about efficient irrigation and landscaping practices while 
receiving credits to achieve both Qualified Water Efficient Landscaper (QWEL) and water manager 
certifications. 

• Represented Metropolitan as committee Vice-Chair and presented on Metropolitan’s drought responses at 
the December California Water Efficiency Partnership (CalWEP) program committee meeting. 

• Presented at U.S. Green Building Council (USGBC) invitation-only workshop titled “Transforming the 
Future of Water at Home.”  The workshop featured experts on home water use management. The workshop 
is in partnership with the 50-Liter Home Coalition to bring awareness to residential water conservation. 

• Hosted two workshops for member and retail agencies on Metropolitan’s SoCalWater Smart dashboard. The 
workshop demonstrated all the features on the website’s dashboard showing agencies how to run reports, 
query data, create charts and graphs and much more; 

• Met twice with staff at Accelerate Resilience Los Angeles (ARLA) on Metropolitan’s demand management 
programs and potential for collaboration in the future. 

 

Continuing efforts to raise awareness on water conservation in the service area, Metropolitan staff went live on NBC 
News to encourage viewers to turn off outdoor irrigation during the rainstorm.  Staff also brought attention to 
Metropolitan’s landscape incentives. 

 

GM STRATEGIC PRIORITY #3:  Innovation 

Objective #3 Implement Future Supply Actions Funding Program. 

Staff hosted a Future Supply Actions Funding Program (FSA) webinar covering FSA studies on potable reuse with 
Eastern Metropolitan and the City of Fullerton/Orange County Water District.  The webinar shared the results of 
Eastern’s pilot test of Closed-Circuit Reverse Osmosis for Advanced Water Treatment. Fullerton/OCWD’s study 
evaluated the virus removal effectiveness of wastewater treatment processes and reverse osmosis, with the goal of 
informing state regulations.  The methodology for both studies can be replicated by other water agencies considering 
potable reuse projects.  Over 90 individuals participated in the webinar. 
 

Objective #4 Promote Metropolitan’s technical capabilities and innovation efforts to advance the understanding of 
water resources management. 

Staff met with representatives from the HERA Group—a water and wastewater utility serving the Bologna region of 
Italy—to discuss approaches for incorporating climate change into long-term water supply planning.  HERA is 
developing a water resource data platform that employs artificial intelligence to help project the impact of climate change 
on long-term drought.  Additional meetings will be planned on this topic with HERA. 
 

Objective #5 Position Metropolitan as a leader in Open Water Data. 

Staff provided testimony to the Bay Area Water Action Committee (BAWAC) in support of the California Water Data 
Consortium’s (CWDC) fundraising efforts.  Metropolitan also provided $10,000 in co-funding to advance CWDC’s pilot 
project on aligning urban water data reporting to state agencies.  
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As of December 31, 2021 
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GM STRATEGIC PRIORITY #1:  Resiliency  

Objective #1 Provide Reliable Water Deliveries. 

Metropolitan delivered approximately 128,251 acre-feet (AF) of water to member agencies in December.  Deliveries 
averaged approximately 4,137 AF per day, which was 793 AF per day lower than in November.  Treated water 
deliveries decreased by 10,733 AF from November with a total of 58,485 AF, or 46 percent of total deliveries for the 
month.  The Colorado River Aqueduct (CRA) continued at seven-pump flow with a total of 96,769 AF pumped for 
the month.  State Water Project (SWP) imports averaged 1,467 AF per day, totaling about 45,465 AF for the month 
which accounted for about 35 percent of Metropolitan’s deliveries.  The target SWP blend remained at zero percent 
for the Weymouth, Diemer, and Skinner plants. 

Objective #2 Ensure Water Quality Compliance, Worker Safety, and Environmental Protection. 

Metropolitan complied with all water quality regulations and primary drinking water standards during November 2021. 

Metropolitan partnered with the National Safety Council (NSC) to conduct an independent review of Metropolitan’s 
safety program.  On November 1, the NSC sent a confidential survey to all employees to assess Metropolitan’s safety 
culture and perceptions.  The survey closed on December 6 with a 70 percent employee completion rate.  The NSC will 
provide Metropolitan with its Safety Barometer Report in January 2022.  The survey results will be benchmarked against 
1,400 organizations and used to prioritize focus areas for review.  The independent review will continue with a 
comprehensive safety program assessment and employee interviews planned for Winter/Spring 2022. 

Staff hosted a virtual Safety Committee Forum meeting.  These forum meetings are held semi-annually and include safety 
committee members that represent all Metropolitan facilities to share information on key safety topics.  The forum 
focused on new safety suggestions: 

• Labor/Management Safety Committee 

• Substructure Access Lids 

• Interagency Clearance Guidelines 

• NSC Barometer Survey & Assessment 

• 3M DBI Sala Self Retracting Lifeline Recall 

• Slip, Trips and Falls 

• Shutdown COVID-19 Prevention Plan Status. 
 
Staff developed a new safety banner for posting at facilities that encourages employees to speak up for safety and briefly 
describes the many methods available to report safety concerns, including a confidential safety hotline.   

 

 
“Speak Up for Safety” banner posted at Metropolitan facilities 
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Objective #3 Actively Engage in Capital Project Planning and Execution. 

Staff completed trench excavation, electrical conduit installation, conduit encasement, and trench backfill for 
approximately 300 feet of electrical duct bank to support the upcoming Battery Energy Storage System capital project at 
the Skinner plant.  This energy storage system will provide additional functionality for the one megawatt solar facility and 
optimize renewable energy use, while advancing energy sustainaibility efforts at the plant. 

 

 

 
Electrical duct bank encased in red concrete at the Skinner plant 

 

 
Excavator with compaction wheel backfilling trench at the Skinner plant 
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Desert staff enlarged an opening for a new steel security door as part of the Eagle Mountain Physical Security Upgrade 
capital project.  Staff also cleaned and repainted the control room in connection with this work.  

 

   
Staff enlarging the door frame for a new security door (left) and repainting the control room (right) at Eagle 

Mountain pumping plant 
 

As part of the Colorado River Aqueduct Main Pump Rehabilitation Program, a pump unit at Gene pumping plant was 
disassembled for inspection and testing.  Staff completed the inspection and has begun reassembling the pump and 
motor for operation. 

                                                      
                                      Staff installing the rotor on a pump unit at Gene pumping plant 
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Staff installed new dedicated electrical circuits to the fuel island at the Mills plant to prepare for a capital project that will 
install new card readers. This work will provide the contractor with a new power source, helping to expedite the project. 

  

 
Staff pulling wire for dedicated circuits for new card readers at the Mills plant fuel island 

 

Diemer plant staff assisted the Engineering Services Group with the continuing inspection and assessment of all Orange 
County distribution structures.  Staff identified needed improvements for future capital project upgrades. 
 

  
Operations and Engineering staff inspect service connections OC-66 (left) and OC-67 (right) 
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Objective #4 Optimize Maintenance. 

Desert staff continued efforts to maintain the aqueduct patrol roads and the 230kV electrical transmission system 
access roads.  The 230kV transmission system begins at Hoover Dam and runs through many miles of rough terrain as 
it delivers power to all five CRA facilities. 

 
Staff maintaining the 230kV transmission system access roads in the Desert 

 
Staff completed annual maintenance along the CRA patrol roads in San Jacinto.  This work included the placement of 
Class II base rock around the access pump well structures for planned dewatering of the pipeline and installation of 
ventilation to prepare for inspection of the conduit during the scheduled CRA shutdown in February 2022.  

 
 Motor grader placing material around structure along CRA patrol roads in San Jacinto 
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Staff replaced a corroded access platform with new corrosion-resistant beams and grating at the Lower Feeder blow-off 
structure.  This maintenance work results in safer structure access with a longer service life. 

 

  
Corroded grating (left) and new fiber-reinforced polymer grating (right) at the Lower Feeder blow-off structure 

 
Staff refurbished two hydraulic rams at the La Verne Shops for a 72-inch secondary inlet sleeve valve at Diamond Valley 
Lake.  The hydraulic rams are used to open and close the valve.  The work included replacement of internal seals and 
counterbalance valves, pressure and functional testing, and corrosion-resistant coatings after assembly.  

 

   
Disassembly of hydraulic rams at the La Verne Shops 
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Staff is modifying the electrical cable reels on the traveling bridges of Module 7 at the Skinner plant.  This work will 
change the existing wide reels to narrow reels. The traveling bridges traverse the sedimentation basins to vacuum up the 
solids that have settled out of the water during the treatment process.  The reels allow the bridges to travel while 
extending out and reeling up the electrical power to the motor.  The narrow reels do not allow the cable to overlap when 
being reeled in.  Cable overlap is common with the existing design, which has led to premature failure of the cables 
through pinching, rubbing, and overstress.  

 
Staff welding a new pedestal for Module 7 traveling bridge electrical cable reel at the Skinner plant 

 

Staff consulted with the manufacturer of the finished water reservoir floating cover at the Skinner plant to evaluate 
repairing increased pin holes developing on the seams of the cover.  The manufacturer’s technicians collected samples of 
the cover for analysis.  Sample areas were patched to ensure the cover’s integrity.  After the samples are analyzed, a 
corrective action will be determined, and the manufacturer will make permanent repairs to the cover that is currently 
under warranty. 

 
Sampling the Skinner plant’s finished water reservoir cover for analysis  
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Staff rebuilt the relief valves at the Cohasset Pressure Relief Structure (PRS) on the East Valley Feeder.  The Cohasset 
PRS relieves pressure on the East Valley Feeder in the event of a spike in hydraulic grade.  These spikes can occur if the 
Greg Avenue pumps trip off-line unexpectedly or during distribution system operational changes.  Hydraulically operated 
globe valves on the pressure relief lines open as pressure on the pipeline increases to above-normal operating parameters, 
protecting the pipeline in the event of excessive pressure.  All pressure relief stations are fundamental in protecting 
Metropolitan’s infrastructure and ensuring reliable water deliveries.   

 
Staff installing internal globe valve components (left) and cover flange (right) at the Cohasset PRS on the East 

Valley Feeder  
 

  
Installed globe valve body with refurbished internal coatings at the Cohasset PRS on the East Valley Feeder  
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On December 5–14, staff completed hydrophilic injection repairs to the liner in the Rainbow Tunnel during a scheduled 
shutdown of the San Diego Pipelines 1 and 2.  The shutdown was requested by the San Diego County Water Authority 
(SDCWA).  The SDCWA conducted inspections at the Lilac, Red Mountain, and Oat Hills tunnels within its jurisdiction.  
Metropolitan staff used this opportunity to perform internal inspections of the Rainbow Tunnel and perform repairs as 
needed.  Staff completed the work on schedule with no reported safety incidents.  

  
Staff preparing for hydrophilic injection repairs of the Rainbow Tunnel during shutdown of San Diego 

Pipelines 1 and 2 
 

 

 
Staff preparing for hydrophilic injection repairs of the Rainbow Tunnel 
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Staff continued the system-wide coatings program aimed at preventing corrosion and extending the life of pipelines and 
other infrastructure.  Staff recently completed coating maintenance of the structure for service connections OC-68 and 
OC-69 on the Allen McCulloch Pipeline. 

 
Service connections OC-68 and OC-69 structure before coating maintenance 

 

 
Service connections OC-68 and OC-69 structure after coating maintenance 
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Staff recently completed annual testing of the Weymouth/La Verne Emergency Power System (EPS).  The work 
involved three separate outages of the incoming electrical utility service to the facility.  The test is part of Metropolitan’s 
comprehensive maintenance program to ensure safe and reliable operation of the facilities and performance of processes 
during any type of electrical utility disturbance or failure.   
 

  
Staff reviewing equipment location (left) and operating high-voltage equipment (right) at the Weymouth plant 
 

Objective #5 Manage the Power System. 

Staff reviewed the Resource Adequacy (RA) requirements for CRA pumping operations for February 2022.  Because 
of the reduction in pumping in preparation for the CRA shutdown scheduled for February 2022, no additional RA 
purchase is necessary.  Staff also reviewed and submitted the annual RA plan for 2022, assuming a CRA flow of eight 
pumps beginning in March in response to the current drought conditions and low SWP allocation. 

Staff participated in multiple California Independent System Operator (CAISO) interconnection study results 
meetings.  These studies examine the impact of proposed generation and energy storage projects interconnecting to 
the CAISO system in close electrical proximity to Metropolitan’s 230 kV transmission system along the CRA.  Staff 
continues to monitor the proposed interconnections to determine whether any projects could adversely affect 
Metropolitan’s system. 

In November, Metropolitan’s Board approved membership with the North American Transmission Forum (NATF), 
an industry group representing owners and operators of bulk transmission focused on North American Electric 
Reliability Corporation (NERC) compliance and reliability.  Participation with the NATF supports Metropolitan’s 
NERC compliance program and allows staff to exchange best practices and collaborate with electrical utilities across 
North America.  Metropolitan’s membership was formally accepted by the NATF at its quarterly members’ meeting 
on December 8. 
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Objective #6 Improve Emergency Preparedness and Response. 

On November 18, Metropolitan’s Emergency Management Program conducted a virtual emergency exercise for lead 
staff from Metropolitan’s Emergency Operations Center (EOC), as well as staff from participating member agencies 
and the County of Los Angeles’ Office of Emergency Management.  Operation One Voice was a tabletop exercise 
focused on how the agencies would communicate during a cybersecurity incident and maintain critical operations.  
Representatives from the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, Long Beach Water, Torrance Water, and 
Calleguas and West Basin Municipal Water Districts participated in this two-hour discussion-based exercise.  This 
exercise was part of Metropolitan’s Five-Year Exercise Plan and capped off a year of exercises focused on emergency 
communications and cybersecurity-related scenarios. 

 

Objective #7 Optimize Water Treatment and Distribution. 

The State Project water (SPW) target blend entering the Weymouth and Diemer plants and Lake Skinner was 
zero percent in December 2021.  

Flow-weighted running annual averages for total dissolved solids from October 2020 through September 2021 for 
Metropolitan’s treatment plants capable of receiving a blend of SPW and CRA water were 571, 570, and 579 mg/L for 
the Weymouth, Diemer, and Skinner plants, respectively. 

Staff modernized instrumentation and controls at the Santiago Control Tower structure.  This structure serves as a flow 
control and diversion facility along the Lower Feeder.  Improvements include the addition of turbidity and dissolved 
oxygen monitoring systems, replacement of the nearly 50-year-old water level monitoring system with new high-precision 
equipment, and upgrades to the slide gate controls, indicators, and position transmitters.  This updated equipment 
improves measurement reliability and accuracy to ensure safe and reliable water deliveries. 

 

 
Original monitoring equipment for Santiago Control Tower that has been replaced  
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Santiago Control Tower monitoring instrumentation before (left) and after (right) replacement  

 

In response to supply chain challenges with obtaining reagents for the ammonia analyzers at all plants, staff have 
commissioned a new on-line ammonia analyzer at the Diemer plant.  This instrument is critical to monitoring treated 
water quality.  Staff will assess the instrument’s performance and correlation with lab sample results over the next 90 days 
to determine its suitability for long-term use. 

 
New on-line ammonia analyzer for use at the Diemer plant 
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Staff performed annual maintenance on the Solids Handling Facility at the Weymouth plant.  The sludge presses and 
associated equipment are shut down every year during the winter season, when solids production is lower because of 
lower plant flow.  During this time, staff deep cleans the sludge press belts, greases the belt roller bearings, and lubricates 
the distribution gates.  This annual maintenance minimizes downtime during the summer when increased plant flow 
results in increased solids production.  
 

   
Staff performing lockout/blockout of a pump for maintenance (left) and staff performing a pump oil change at 

the Weymouth plant 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

54 64



 

GM Monthly Activity Report — January 2022         

 

Staff installed a particle counter to monitor the influent water to the Weymouth plant.  It was installed in the ozone 
facility’s water quality lab on a wall adjacent to the other plant influent monitoring instruments.  A sample line and drain 
were connected to the instrument.  The remote signal was wired to a nearby RTU, and a new point will be added to the 
SCADA database and operator screen. 

 

 
Staff installing sample and drain lines for a particle counter at the Weymouth plant 

 

 
Particle counter mounted on the wall near the SCADA system signal tie-in at the Weymouth plant 
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Staff testing loop integrity at the RTU for the particle counter at the Weymouth plant 

 

Objective #8 Manage Water Reserves. 

Water reserves continued to be managed according to Water Surplus and Drought Management (WSDM) principles, 
operational objectives, and the current 5-percent SWP allocation.  Deliveries to the Desert Water Agency and 
Coachella Valley Water District began this month to complete the remaining roughly 10,500 AF of the annual 
minimum contractual obligation of 15,000 AF.  Deliveries of SWP supply were minimized to preserve SWP Carryover 
and Flexible Storage.  Releases from Diamond Valley Lake (DVL) through PC-1 to connections on the Lakeview 
Pipeline, as well as the DVL to Mills plant operation, continued in December to conserve SWP use in that area.  
Returns from the Semitropic and Kern Delta SWP Banking Programs also continued in December.  Staff continued 
Greg Avenue pump operations to minimize SWP usage by about 3,300 AF per month.  In addition, staff continued 
coordination with member agencies, shifting their deliveries from SWP connections to Colorado River water 
connections, when possible.  Along with these actions being taken to respond to drought conditions, Metropolitan’s 
record-high storage levels at the end of 2020 provide significant water supply reliability in 2021.  Staff continue to 
develop additional drought mitigation actions to prepare for the potential of a dry 2022 that will begin with an initial 
zero percent SWP allocation.  This is the lowest initial allocation in the state’s history as a result of the ongoing 
drought. 

Objective #10 Manage Vacancies. 

WSO filled eight vacant positions in November 2021. 
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Objective #11 Prepare Employees for New Opportunities. 

The Apprentice and Technical Training Programs develop and train personnel to become qualified mechanics and 
electricians responsible for maintaining Metropolitan’s water treatment and distribution systems.  This month, Class of 
2021 electrical apprentices successfully completed Demonstrated Proficiency Assessments (DPA).  The DPA is a series 
of hand-on exams apprentices take as the final step in academic training before attaining journey status.  Class of 2021 
mechanical apprentices completed their final period of instruction and are scheduled to take the DPA in January.  The 
Class of 2023 mechanical apprentices attended training at a local large valve manufacturer.  Training included a tour of 
the facility, a detailed review of hydraulic valves, and an overview of how to regulate flow and maintain pressure.  A 
thorough understanding of these concepts is key to their future as journey mechanics at Metropolitan. 

GM STRATEGIC PRIORITY #2:  Sustainability 

Objective #1 Prepare for Future Legislation and Regulation. 

On December 4, Cal/OSHA released a draft of its latest and final update to the COVID-19 Emergency Temporary 
Standard (ETS).  If re-adopted on December 16, 2021, the effective date for the COVID-19 ETS will be January 14, 
2022 through April 14, 2022, after which a new permanent COVID-19 standard will go into effect.  The draft ETS 
revises the definitions for face covering, COVID-19 test, and fully vaccinated; and updates return-to-work criteria for 
those employees who came into close contact with an infected person.  Staff will continue to monitor for updates to 
COVID-19 standards. 

On December 7, 2021, the Environmental Protection Agency and the Army Corps of Engineers published the first of 
two rules that will redefine the term “waters of the United States” or WOTUS.  The proposed rule reverts to the “1986 
regulations” with amendments to reflect subsequent Supreme Court decisions, including Rapanos v. United States.  Key 
proposed updates include adding adjacent wetlands and the relatively permanent and significant nexus standards to the 
WOTUS rule—all of which staff have supported in the past.  Staff are reviewing the proposed rule for potential 
comments by the February 7, 2022, comment deadline. 

On December 21, staff submitted comments on the State Water Resources Control Board’s proposed methods and 
monitoring plan for microplastics in drinking water.  Metropolitan supports the state’s efforts on advancing the science 
and understanding of microplastics in drinking water and urged the state to incorporate a flexible monitoring schedule to 
allow water systems and laboratories sufficient time and resources to establish and validate sample collection procedures 
and analytical methods.  Staff also worked closely with the Association of California Water Agencies and the 
California/Nevada Section of the American Water Works Association to develop a regional water industry response to 
the state’s microplastics monitoring plan. 

Objective #3 Support the Regional Recycled Water Program  

Staff completed the first full shutdown of the Regional Recycled Water Advanced Purification Center (RRWAPC) 
demonstration plant to perform critical maintenance and transition the facility to the next phase of testing.  Both 
biological basins were fully drained, cleaned, and the aeration systems repaired.  The influent line to the plant, which had 
been building up with calcium carbonate scale since startup, was replaced, and the caustic injection location relocated.  
The return activated sludge pumps were removed, repaired, and reinforced.  Onboarding of the new plant operations 
consultant continued in December.  
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Staff inspecting the reverse osmosis feed tank at the demonstration facility 

 

 
Staff replacing a damaged diffuser membrane in the aerobic biological tank at the demonstration facility 

 

Objective #5 Manage Power Resources and Energy Use in a Sustainable Manner. 

Metropolitan’s hydroelectric plants generated an average of about 10.7 megawatts, or over 7,700 megawatt-hours and 
$426,560 in revenue, for November 2021.  Metropolitan’s solar facilities, totaling 5.4 megawatts of capacity, 
generated just under 615 megawatt-hours in November 2021. 
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Monthly Update as of: 12/31/2021

Reservoir Current Storage Percent of Capacity

Colorado River Basin

Lake Powell 7,270,000 30%

Lake Mead 9,015,000 35%

DWR

Lake Oroville 1,349,000 38%

Shasta Lake 1,325,000 29%

San Luis Total 609,000 30%

San Luis CDWR 509,000 48%

Castaic Lake 149,448 46%

Silverwood Lake 68,595 91%

Lake Perris 107,151 82%

MWD

DVL 600,086 74%

Lake Mathews 139,343 77%

Lake Skinner 38,643 88%

Hoover Dam
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Metropolitan’s Mission is to provide its service area with adequate and reliable supplies of high-quality water 

to meet present and future needs in an environmentally and economically responsible way. 

General Manager:  Adel Hagekhail 700 No. Alameda Street 
 Office of the GM No. (213) 217-6139 Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 Email:  OfficeoftheGeneralManager@mwdh2o.com General No. (213) 217-6000  

  

www.mwdh2o.com                        www.bewaterwise.com 
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Matters Impacting Metropolitan 

California Supreme Court Addresses Legal 
Standard of Review in Whistleblower 
Retaliation Cases 

In a unanimous decision, the California high 
court in Wallen Lawson v. PPG Arch. Finishes 
Inc., said that the legal standard in California 
statutory whistleblower retaliation cases differs 
from the standard federal courts use in anti-
discrimination employment lawsuits. 

California Labor Code Section 1102.6 provides 
that when an employee demonstrates by a 
preponderance of the evidence that an 
employee’s action to disclose a violation by the 
employer of state, federal or local law or 
regulation was a factor in an adverse 
employment action, the employer shall have the 
burden of proof to demonstrate that the adverse 
action would have been taken for legitimate 
independent reasons.  

Prior to the high court’s decision, some lower 
courts in California had used the federal 
standard in state whistleblower retaliation cases.  
Under the federal standard, an employer need 
only show a legitimate business reason for 
acting against an employee.  In the high court’s 
written opinion, Justice Leondra Kruger 
described that federal standard as a “well-worn, 
but meaningfully different, burden shifting 
framework.” 

Instead of the federal standard, the high court 
explained that, in accordance with the statute, a 
California employee suing for whistleblower 
retaliation need only show that an illegal 
retaliatory motive was a contributing factor in an 
employer’s decision to act against the employee.  
Once the employee makes that showing, the 
employer has the burden to show by “clear and 
convincing evidence” that it would have taken 
the same adverse employment action against 
the employee for legitimate, independent 
reasons.

Matters Received by the Legal Department 

  

Category Received Description 

Government Code 
Claims 

1 Claim relating to MWD truck and claimant’s personal items were 
stolen while parked at a mall 

Subpoenas 1 Subpoena for employment-related records for a former employee for 
a matter unrelated to Metropolitan 

Requests Pursuant to 
the Public Records Act 

17 Requestor Documents Requested 

AECOM Proposal and contract documents for 
Environmental Planning Phase 
Engineering Services for Conveyance 
and Recharging Facilities 

California State 
University East Bay 
Student 

Data on turf removal rebates from 2014 
to the present 
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Requestor Documents Requested 

Center for Contract 
Compliance (5 requests) 

(1) Certified payroll records and fringe 
benefit statement for Kaveh Engineering 
& Construction relating to its work on the 
West Valley Feeder 1 De Soto Avenue  
Valve Structure Replacement Project; 
(2) contract and bid information for San 
Diego Pipeline Nos. 1 and 2 Patrol Road 
Relocation; (3) contract and bid 
information for Dry Polymer Building 
Roof Replacement; (4) contract and bid 
information for Skinner Water Treatment 
Plant Cathodic Protection; and 
(5) contract and bid information for Mills 
Electrical Upgrades Stage 2 

CCS Global Tech Bid tabulation, purchase order, and 
proposal documents for On-Call 
Information Technology Services 

Donahoo & Associates Contract, bond, and certified payroll 
records regarding CRA Whitewater 
Erosion Protection Structure Rehab 

E.J. Ward, Inc. Winning proposal and contract for Fuel 
Management System 

Future Starts Now Records, including budgets, agendas, 
notes, invoices, and memos relating to 
any mention of cloud seeding, weather 
modification, silver iodide, attenuated 
bacteria, increasing precipitation, and/or 
rainmaking from 2000 to the present 

HELIX Environmental 
Planning 

Rankings for consultants’ responses to 
requests for qualifications for 
(1) Biological Resources Management, 
(2) Cultural Resources Management, 
(3) Regulatory Permitting and Guidance, 
(4) General On-Call Environmental 
Planning Services, and 
(5) Environmental Planning Support for 
Specific Future CIP and/or Special 
Projects; and copies of proposals 
submitted for Regional Recycled Water 
Program - Environmental Planning 
Support 

Student, School in the 
Kern High School 
District  

Water quality data for the Southern 
California area 

Otay Water District 
Board Member 

 

Data regarding MWD consultants 
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Matters Concluded and/or Terminated 
Central Delta Water Agency v. California 
Department of Water Resources – Supreme 
Court denies review, ending the “Monterey 
Plus” Litigation  

On January 5, 2022, the California Supreme Court 
denied review in a pair of appeals after the Court 
of Appeal issued its opinion in September 2021, 
affirming the trial court rulings in three cases 
regarding amendments to the State Water Project 
(SWP) contracts known as the Monterey Plus 
Amendments and related actions. 

The Supreme Court’s action ends 27 years of 
litigation over contract amendments first agreed to 
in 1995.  Since DWR and the State Water 
Contractors have been operating under the 
underlying amendments for decades, the Supreme 
Court’s denial maintains the status quo, ending 
decades of uncertainty. 

In September 2021, the Court of Appeal upheld the 
adequacy of the “Monterey Plus” Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) issued in 2010, the revised 
EIR issued in 2016, the validity of the Monterey 
Amendments and Kern Fan Element Transfer 
Agreement, and the trial court’s denial of attorneys’ 
fees.  Central Delta Water Agency v. Department 
of Water Resources (2021) 69 Cal.App.5th 170.  
Plaintiffs argued that the amendments encourage 
unsustainable farming and place the Kern Water 
Bank under the control of private farming interests, 
and that DWR’s environmental analysis overlooked 
potentially significant impacts to the Bay-Delta.  

Metropolitan was an active participant in the many 
rounds of litigation along with other SWP 
contractors. 

The litigation stems from amendments to the SWP 
contracts approved in 1995 after an agreement 
reached in late 1994 in Monterey.  Those 
amendments altered the SWP water allocation 
procedures in times of shortage by eliminating the 
so-called “urban preference” and requiring instead 
that deliveries to both agricultural and urban SWP 
contractors would, with exceptions, be reduced 
proportionately.  They also transferred land known 
as the Kern Fan Element from the Department of 
Water Resources to the Kern County Water 
Agency (then transferred to the Kern Water Bank 
Authority to create the Kern Water Bank); 
authorized permanent sales of water among 
contractors; and implemented various other 
changes in administration of the SWP. 

Planning and Conservation League (PCL) and 
other plaintiffs litigated under CEQA and 
challenged the validity of both the Monterey 
Amendments and the Kern Fan Element transfer, 
resulting in a published decision in Planning & 
Conservation League v. Department of Water 
Resources (2000) 83 Cal.App.4th 892.  The parties 
settled, and DWR agreed to prepare a new EIR 
that would cover the original Monterey 
Amendments, the Kern Fan Element transfer and 
some additional contract amendments that became 
known as the “Monterey Plus” project. 

In 2010, DWR certified the Monterey Plus EIR, and 
two new cases were filed.  Both challenged the 

Requestor Documents Requested 

Private Citizen Maps showing MWD easements for 
San Diego Pipelines Nos. 1 and 2 near 
Patton Avenue 

Quality Sprayers Current contracts with Lawnscapes 
Systems and Powerland Equipment for 
(1) weed abatement and trash removal 
service at Skinner, and (2) weed 
abatement, herbicide application and 
trash removal service at DVL 

Specialty Mowing 
Service 

Winning bid and annual spend for Lake 
Skinner Distribution System Weed 
Abatement and Trash Removal Services 
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EIR under CEQA and one challenged the SWP 
contract amendments and Kern Fan Element 
transfer.  The trial court ruled that the EIR failed to 
adequately analyze impacts of the Kern Water 
Bank on adjacent groundwater.  In 2016, DWR 

certified a Revised Monterey Plus EIR to address 
the trial court ruling.  Two more cases were filed 
challenging the revised EIR, but the trial court ruled 
in DWR’s favor, and the three appeals ensued that 
have now been conclusively decided. 

PLEASE NOTE 
 
 ADDITIONS ONLY IN THE FOLLOWING TABLES WILL BE 

SHOWN IN RED.   
 ANY CHANGE IN CONTRACT AMOUNTS WILL BE SHOWN IN 

REDLINE FORM (I.E., ADDITIONS, REVISIONS, DELETIONS). 
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Bay-Delta and SWP Litigation 

Subject Status 

Consolidated DCP Revenue Bond Validation 
Action and CEQA Case 
 
Sierra Club, et al. v. California Department of Water 
Resources (CEQA, designated as lead case)  
 
DWR v. All Persons Interested (Validation) 
 
Sacramento County Superior Ct. 
(Judge EarlTBD) (Judge Earl has been appointed 
as a justice at the Third Appellate District of the 
California Court of Appeal in Sacramento) 

 Validation Action 

 Metropolitan, Mojave Water Agency, 
Coachella Valley Water District, and Santa 
Clarita Valley Water Agency have filed 
answers in support 

 Kern County Water Agency, Tulare Lake 
Basin Water Storage District, Oak Flat Water 
District, County of Kings, Kern Member Units 
& Dudley Ridge Water District, and City of 
Yuba City filed answers in opposition 

 North Coast Rivers Alliance et al., Howard 
Jarvis Taxpayers Association, Sierra Club 
et al., County of Sacramento & Sacramento 
County Water Agency, CWIN et al., 
Clarksburg Fire Protection District, Delta 
Legacy Communities, Inc, and South Delta 
Water Agency & Central Delta Water Agency 
have filed answers in opposition 

 Case ordered consolidated with the DCP 
Revenue Bond CEQA Case for pre-trial and 
trial purposes and assigned to Judge Earl for 
all purposes 

 DWR’s motions for summary judgment re 
CEQA affirmative defenses granted; cross-
motions by opponents denied 

 CEQA Case 

 Sierra Club, Center for Biological Diversity, 
Planning and Conservation League, Restore 
the Delta, and Friends of Stone Lakes 
National Wildlife Refuge filed a standalone 
CEQA lawsuit challenging DWR’s adoption 
of the bond resolutions  

 Alleges DWR violated CEQA by adopting 
bond resolutions before certifying a Final EIR 
for the Delta Conveyance Project 

 Cases ordered consolidated for pre-trial and 
trial purposes 

 DWR’s motion for summary judgment 
granted; Sierra Club’s motion denied 
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SWP-CVP 2019 BiOp Cases 
 
Pacific Coast Fed’n of Fishermen’s Ass’ns, et al. v. 
Raimondo, et al. (PCFFA) 
 
Calif. Natural Resources Agency, et al. v. 
Raimondo, et al. (CNRA) 
 
Federal District Court, Eastern Dist. of California, 
Fresno Division 
(Judge Drozd) 

 SWC intervened in both PCFFA and CNRA 
cases 

 Briefing on federal defendants’ motion to 
dismiss CNRA’s California ESA claim is 
complete; no hearing date set and may be 
decided on the papers 

 Federal defendants circulated administrative 
records for each of the BiOps 

 December 18, 2020 PCFFA and CNRA filed 
motions to complete the administrative records 
or to consider extra-record evidence in the 
alternative 

 Federal defendants reinitiated consultation on 
Oct 1, 2021 

 On Nov. 8, 2021, Federal Defendants and 
PCFFA plaintiffs stipulated to inclusion of 
certain records in the Administrative Records 
and to defer further briefing on the matter until 
July 1, 2022 

 On Nov. 12, 2021, SWC filed a motion to 
amend its pleading to assert cross-claims 
against the federal defendants for violations of 
the ESA, NEPA and WIIN Act; Court has yet to 
set a hearing date  

 November 23, 2021, Federal Defendants filed a 
motion for voluntary remand of the 2019 
Biological Opinions and NEPA Record of 
Decision and requesting that the Court issue an 
order approving an Interim Operations Plan 
through September 30, 2022; that the cases be 
stayed for the same time period; and that the 
Court retain jurisdiction during the pendency of 
the remand.  State Plaintiffs filed a motion for 
injunctive relief seeking judicial approval of the 
Interim Operations Plan  

 December 16, 2021 – NGO Plaintiffs filed a 
motion for preliminary injunction related to 
interim operations  

  Motions fully briefed as of Jan. 24, 2022 

 Hearing on motions set for Feb. 11, 2022  
 

CESA Incidental Take Permit Cases 
 
Coordinated Case Name CDWR Water 
Operations Cases, JCCP 5117 
(Coordination Trial Judge Gevercer) 

 All 8 cases ordered coordinated in Sacramento 
County Superior Court 

 Stay on discovery issued until coordination trial 
judge orders otherwise 

 All four Fresno cases transferred to 
Sacramento to be heard with the four other 
coordinated cases 
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Metropolitan & Mojave Water Agency v. Calif. Dept. 
of Fish & Wildlife, et al. (CESA/CEQA/Breach of 
Contract) 
 
State Water Contractors & Kern County Water 
Agency v. Calif. Dept. of Fish & Wildlife, et al. 
(CESA/CEQA) 
 
Tehama-Colusa Canal Auth., et al. v. Calif. Dept. of 
Water Resources (CEQA) 
 
San Bernardino Valley Municipal Water Dist. v. 
Calif. Dept. of Water Resources, et al.  
(CEQA/CESA/ Breach of Contract/Takings) 
 
Sierra Club, et al. v. Calif. Dept. of Water 
Resources (CEQA/Delta Reform Act/Public Trust) 
 
North Coast Rivers Alliance, et al. v. Calif. Dept. of 
Water Resources (CEQA/Delta Reform Act/Public 
Trust) 
 
Central Delta Water Agency, et. al. v. Calif. Dept. of 
Water Resources  (CEQA/Delta Reform Act/Public 
Trust/ Delta Protection Acts/Area of Origin) 
 
San Francisco Baykeeper, et al. v. Calif. Dept. of 
Water Resources, et al. (CEQA/CESA)  

 SWC and Metropolitan have submitted Public 
Records Act requests seeking administrative 
record materials and other relevant information 

 Answers filed in the three cases filed by State 
Water Contractors, including Metropolitan’s 

 Draft administrative records produced on Sept. 
16, 2021 

 Certified administrative records due early 
March 2022 

 

CDWR Environmental Impact Cases 
Sacramento Superior Ct. Case No. JCCP 4942, 
3d DCA Case No. C091771 
(20 Coordinated Cases) 
 
Validation Action 
DWR v. All Persons Interested 

CEQA 
17 cases 

CESA/Incidental Take Permit 
2 cases 

 Cases dismissed after DWR rescinded project 
approval, bond resolutions, decertified the EIR, 
and CDFW rescinded the CESA incidental take 
permit 

 January 10, 2020 – Nine motions for attorneys’ 
fees and costs denied in their entirety 

 Parties have appealed attorneys’ fees and 
costs rulings 

 Appeals fully briefed 

COA Addendum/ 
No-Harm Agreement 
 
North Coast Rivers Alliance v. DWR 
Sacramento County Superior Ct. 
(Judge Gevercer) 

 Plaintiffs allege violations of CEQA, Delta 
Reform Act & public trust doctrine 

 USBR Statement of Non-Waiver of Sovereign 
Immunity filed September 2019 

 Westlands Water District and North Delta 
Water Agency granted leave to intervene 

 Metropolitan & SWC monitoring  

 Deadline to prepare administrative record 
extended to March 21, 2022 

77



Office of the General Counsel 
Monthly Activity Report – January 2022 

Page 8 of 16 

 
 

 
Date of Report:  February 1, 2022 

 July 22, 2022 hearing on the merits 

Delta Plan Amendments and Program EIR 
4 Consolidated Cases Sacramento County Superior 
Ct. (Judge Gevercer ) 

North Coast Rivers Alliance, et al. v. Delta 
Stewardship Council (lead case) 

Central Delta Water Agency, et al. v. Delta 
Stewardship Council 

Friends of the River, et al. v. Delta Stewardship 
Council 

California Water Impact Network, et al. v. Delta 
Stewardship Council 
 
Delta Stewardship Council Cases 
3 Remaining Cases (CEQA claims challenging 
original 2013 Delta Plan EIR) (Judge Chang) 
 
North Coast Rivers Alliance, et al. v. Delta 
Stewardship Council 
 
Central Delta Water Agency, et al. v. Delta 
Stewardship Council 
 
California Water Impact Network, et al. v. Delta 
Stewardship Council 
 

 Cases challenge, among other things, the 
Delta Plan Updates recommending dual 
conveyance as the best means to update the 
SWP Delta conveyance infrastructure to further 
the coequal goals 

 Allegations relating to “Delta pool” water rights 
theory and public trust doctrine raise concerns 
for SWP and CVP water supplies 

 Cases consolidated for pre-trial and trial under 
North Coast Rivers Alliance v. Delta 
Stewardship Council 

 SWC granted leave to intervene 

 Metropolitan supports SWC 

 2013 and 2018 cases to be heard separately 
due to peremptory challenge 

 SWC and several individual members, 
including Metropolitan, SLDMWA and 
Westlands have dismissed their remaining 
2013 CEQA claims but remain intervenor-
defendants in the three remaining Delta 
Stewardship Council Cases 

2013 Cases 

 Hearing on merits of CEQA claims in the three 
remaining 2013 cases re-set for Feb. 25, 2022 

2018 Cases 

 2018 Cases fully briefed as of Jan. 24, 2022, 
hearing on the merits set for July 22, 2022 
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SWP Contract Extension Validation Action 
Sacramento County Superior Ct.  
(Judge Culhane) 

DWR v. All Persons Interested in the Matter, etc. 

 DWR seeks a judgment that the Contract 
Extension amendments to the State Water 
Contracts are lawful 

 Metropolitan and 7 other SWCs filed answers 
in support of validity to become parties 

 Four answers filed in opposition denying 
validity on multiple grounds raised in 
affirmative defenses 

 Case deemed related to the two CEQA cases 
below and assigned to Judge Culhane 

 DWR certified the administrative record for the 
validation action on May 3, 2021 

 Parties stipulated to a revised briefing schedule 
in all three related cases (validation and 
CEQA): 

 Opening Briefs Sept. 17, 2021 

 Opposition Briefs Nov. 15, 2021 

 Reply Briefs Dec. 17, 2021 

 Jan. 5-7, 2022 Hearing on the merits held with 
CEQA cases, below 

SWP Contract Extension CEQA Cases 
Sacramento County Superior Ct.  
(Judge Culhane) 

North Coast Rivers Alliance, et al. v. DWR 

Planning & Conservation League, et al. v. DWR 

 Petitions for writ of mandate alleging CEQA 
and Delta Reform Act violations filed on 
January 8 & 10, 2019 

 Deemed related to DWR’s Contract Extension 
Validation Action and assigned to Judge 
Culhane 

 Administrative Record completed 

 DWR filed its answers on September 28, 2020 

 Metropolitan, Kern County Water Agency and 
Coachella Valley Water District have 
intervened and filed answers in the two CEQA 
cases 

 Briefing and hearing on the merits same as for 
the SWP Contract Extension Validation Action, 
above 
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Delta Conveyance Project Soil Exploration Case 

Central Delta Water Agency, et al. v. DWR  
Sacramento County Superior Ct.  
(Judge Chang)  

 Filed August 10, 2020 

 Plaintiffs Central Delta Water Agency, South 
Delta Water Agency and Local Agencies of the 
North Delta 

 One cause of action alleging that DWR’s 
adoption of an Initial Study/Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (IS/MND) for soil explorations 
needed for the Delta Conveyance Project 
violates CEQA 

 March 24, 2021 Second Amended Petition filed 
to add allegation that DWR’s addendum re 
changes in locations and depths of certain 
borings violates CEQA 

 Deadline to prepare the administrative record 
extended to Feb. 21, 2022 

 DWR’s petition to add the 2020 CEQA case to 
the Department of Water Resources Cases, 
JCCP 4594, San Joaquin County Superior 
Court denied 

Water Management Tools Contract Amendment 

California Water Impact Network et al. v. DWR 
Sacramento County Superior Ct. 
(Judge EarlTBD) 

North Coast Rivers Alliance, et al. v. DWR  
Sacramento County Super. Ct. 
(Judge EarlTBD) 

 Filed September 28, 2020 

 CWIN and Aqualliance allege one cause of 
action for violation of CEQA 

 NCRA et al. allege four causes of action for 
violations of CEQA, the Delta Reform Act, 
Public Trust Doctrine and seeking declaratory 
relief 

 Parties have stipulated to production of a draft 
administrative record by April 1, 2022 and to a 
timeline to attempt to resolve any disputes over 
the contents 

 CWIN case reassigned to Judge Earl so both 
cases will be heard together 

 SWC motion to intervene in both cases granted 
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San Diego County Water Authority v. Metropolitan, et al. 

Cases Date Status 

2010, 2012 Aug. 13-14, 
2020 

Final judgment and writ issued.  Transmitted to the Board on August 17. 

 Aug. 28, 
Sept. 1 

SDCWA and Metropolitan filed memoranda of costs. 

 Sept. 11 Metropolitan filed notice of appeal of judgment and writ. 

 Sept. 14, 16 Metropolitan filed motion to strike SDCWA’s costs memorandum, and 
SDCWA filed motion to strike or tax Metropolitan’s costs memorandum.   

 Jan. 13, 2021 Court issued order finding SDCWA is the prevailing party on the 
Exchange Agreement, entitled to attorneys’ fees and costs under the 
contract. 

 Feb. 4 Metropolitan filed opening appellate brief regarding final judgment and 
writ. 

 Feb. 10 Court issued order awarding SDCWA statutory costs, granting 
SDCWA’s and denying Metropolitan’s related motions. 

 Feb. 16 Per SDCWA’s request, Metropolitan paid contract damages in 2010-
2012 cases judgment and interest. Metropolitan made same payment in 
Feb. 2019, which SDCWA rejected. 

 Feb. 25 Metropolitan filed notice of appeal of Jan. 13 (prevailing party on 
Exchange Agreement) and Feb. 10 (statutory costs) orders. 

 Aug. 5 Metropolitan filed opening appellate brief regarding prevailing party on 
the Exchange Agreement and statutory costs. 

 Sept. 21 Court of Appeal issued opinion on Metropolitan’s appeal regarding final 
judgment and writ, holding: (1) the court’s 2017 decision invalidating 
allocation of Water Stewardship Rate costs to transportation in the 
Exchange Agreement price and wheeling rate applied not only to 2011-
2014, but also 2015 forward; (2) no relief is required to cure the 
judgment’s omission of the court’s 2017 decision that allocation of State 
Water Project costs to transportation is lawful; and (3) the writ is proper 
and applies to 2015 forward. 

 Sept. 21 SDCWA filed responding appellate brief regarding prevailing party on 
the Exchange Agreement and statutory costs. 

 Mar. 16, 2022 Court of Appeal oral argument regarding prevailing party on the 
Exchange Agreement and statutory costs. 
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Date of Report:  February 1, 2022 

Cases Date Status 

2014, 2016 Aug. 28, 2020 SDCWA served first amended (2014) and second amended (2016) 
petitions/complaints. 

 Sept. 28 Metropolitan filed demurrers and motions to strike portions of the 
amended petitions/complaints. 

 Sept. 28-29 Member agencies City of Torrance, Eastern Municipal Water District, 
Foothill Municipal Water District, Las Virgenes Municipal Water District, 
Three Valleys Municipal Water District, Municipal Water District of 
Orange County, West Basin Municipal Water District, and Western 
Municipal Water District filed joinders to the demurrers and motions to 
strike. 

 Feb. 16, 2021 Court issued order denying Metropolitan’s demurrers and motions to 
strike, allowing SDCWA to retain contested allegations in amended 
petitions/complaints. 

 March 22 Metropolitan filed answers to the amended petitions/complaints and 
cross-complaints against SDCWA for declaratory relief and reformation, 
in the 2014, 2016 cases. 

 March 22-23 Member agencies City of Torrance, Eastern Municipal Water District, 
Foothill Municipal Water District, Las Virgenes Municipal Water District, 
Three Valleys Municipal Water District, Municipal Water District of 
Orange County, West Basin Municipal Water District, and Western 
Municipal Water District filed answers to the amended 
petitions/complaints in the 2014, 2016 cases.  

 April 23 SDCWA filed answers to Metropolitan’s cross-complaints. 

 Sept. 30 Based on the Court of Appeal’s Sept. 21 opinion (described above), and 
the Board’s Sept. 28 authorization, Metropolitan paid $35,871,153.70 to 
SDCWA for 2015-2017 Water Stewardship Rate charges under the 
Exchange Agreement and statutory interest. 

2017 July 23, 2020 Dismissal without prejudice entered. 

2018 July 28 Parties filed a stipulation and application to designate the case complex 
and related to the 2010-2017 cases, and to assign the case to Judge 
Massullo’s court. 

 Nov. 13 Court ordered case complex and assigned to Judge Massullo’s court. 

 April 21 SDCWA filed second amended petition/complaint. 

 May 25 Metropolitan filed motion to strike portions of the second amended 
petition/complaint. 
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Date of Report:  February 1, 2022 

Cases Date Status 

2018 (cont.) May 25-26 Member agencies City of Torrance, Eastern Municipal Water District, 
Foothill Municipal Water District, Las Virgenes Municipal Water District, 
Three Valleys Municipal Water District, Municipal Water District of 
Orange County, West Basin Municipal Water District, and Western 
Municipal Water District filed joinders to the motion to strike. 

 July 19 Court issued order denying Metropolitan’s motion to strike portions of 
the second amended petition/complaint. 

 July 29 Metropolitan filed answer to the second amended petition/complaint and 
cross-complaint against SDCWA for declaratory relief and reformation. 

 July 29 Member agencies City of Torrance, Eastern Municipal Water District, 
Foothill Municipal Water District, Las Virgenes Municipal Water District, 
Three Valleys Municipal Water District, Municipal Water District of 
Orange County, West Basin Municipal Water District, and Western 
Municipal Water District filed answers to the second amended 
petition/complaint.  

 Aug. 31 SDCWA filed answer to Metropolitan’s cross-complaint. 

2014, 2016, 
2018 

June 11  Metropolitan lodged administrative records. 

 June 11, 21 Deposition of non-party witness. 

 Aug. 25 Hearing on Metropolitan’s motion for further protective order regarding 
deposition of non-party witness. 

 Aug. 25 Court issued order consolidating the 2014, 2016, and 2018 cases for all 
purposes, including trial. 

 Aug. 30 Court issued order granting Metropolitan’s motion for a further 
protective order regarding deposition of non-party witness. 

 Aug. 31 SDCWA filed consolidated answer to Metropolitan’s cross-complaints in 
the 2014, 2016, and 2018 cases. 

 Oct. 27 Parties submitted to the court a joint stipulation and proposed order 
staying discovery through Dec. 8 and resetting pre-trial deadlines. 

 October 29 Court issued order staying discovery through Dec. 8 and resetting pre-
trial deadlines, while the parties discuss the prospect of settling some or 
all remaining claims and crossclaims. 

 Jan. 12, 2022 Case Management Conference.  Court ordered a 35-day case stay to 
allow the parties to focus on settlement negotiations, with weekly written 
check-ins with the court; and directed the parties to meet and confer 
regarding discovery and deadlines.  
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Jan. 27, 2022 Parties submitted to the court a joint stipulation and proposed order 
resetting pre-trial deadlines. 

Feb. 23, 2022 Next Case Management Conference. 

Cases Date Status 

All Cases April 15, 2021 Case Management Conference on 2010-2018 cases.  Court set trial in 
2014, 2016, and 2018 cases on May 16-27, 2022. 

April 27 SDCWA served notice of deposition of non-party witness. 

May 13-14 Metropolitan filed motions to quash and for protective order regarding 
deposition of non-party witness. 

June 4 Ruling on motions to quash and for protective order. 
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Date of Report:  February 1, 2022 

Outside Counsel Agreements 

Firm Name Matter Name Agreement 
No. 

Effective 
Date 

Contract 
Maximum 

Andrade Gonzalez 
LLP 

MWD v. DWR, CDFW and CDNR 
Incidental Take Permit (ITP) 
CESA/CEQA/Contract Litigation  

185894 07/20  $250,000 

Aleshire & Wynder  Oil, Mineral and Gas Leasing 174613 08/18 $50,000 

Atkinson Andelson 
Loya Ruud & Romo 

Employee Relations 59302 04/04 $1,214,517 

MWD v. Collins 185892 06/20  $100,000 

Delta Conveyance Project Bond 
Validation-CEQA Litigation 

185899 09/21 $100,000 

MWD Drone and Airspace Issues 193452 08/20 $50,000 

Equal Employee Opportunity 
Commission Charge 

200462 03/21 $20,000 

Public Employment Relations Board 
Charge No. LA-CE-1441-M 

200467 03/21 $30,000 

Representation re the Shaw Law 
Group’s Investigations 

200485 05/20/21 $50,000 

DFEH Charge  (DFEH Number 
202102-12621316) 

201882 07/01/21 $25,000 

AFSCME Local 1902 in Grievance No. 
1906G020 (CSU Meal Period) 

201883 07/12/21 $30,000 

AFSCME Local 1902 v. MWD, PERB 
Case No. LA-CE-1438-M 

201889 09/15/21 $20,000 

MWD MOU Negotiations** 201893 10/05/21 $100,000 

DFEH Charge  (DFEH Number 
202106-13819209) 

203439 12/14/21 $15,000 

Best, Best & 
Krieger 

Navajo Nation v. U.S. Department of the 
Interior, et al. 

54332 05/03 $185,000 

Bay-Delta Conservation Plan/Delta 
Conveyance Project (with SWCs) 

170697 08/17 $500,000 

Environmental Compliance Issues 185888 05/20 $50,000 
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Firm Name Matter Name Agreement 
No. 

Effective 
Date 

Contract 
Maximum 

Blooston, 
Mordkofsky, 
Dickens, Duffy & 
Prendergast, LLP 

FCC and Communications Matters 110227 11/10 $100,000 

Buchalter, a 
Professional Corp. 

Union Pacific Industry Track Agreement 193464 12/07/20 $50,000 

Burke, Williams & 
Sorensen, LLP 

Real Property - General 180192 01/19 $100,000 

Labor and Employment Matters 180207 04/19 $50,000 

General Real Estate Matters 180209 08/19 $100,000 

Law Office of Alexis 
S.M. Chiu*

Bond Counsel 200468 07/21 N/A 

Cislo & Thomas 
LLP 

Intellectual Property 170703 08/17 $75,000 

Curls Bartling P.C.* Bond Counsel 174596 07/18 N/A 

Bond Counsel 200470 07/21 N/A 

Duane Morris LLP SWRCB Curtailment Process 138005 09/14 $615,422 

Duncan, Weinberg, 
Genzer & 
Pembroke PC 

Power Issues  6255 09/95 $3,175,000 

Ellison, Schneider, 
Harris & Donlan 

Colorado River Issues 69374 09/05 $175,000 

Issues re SWRCB 84457 06/07 $200,000 

Haden Law Office Real Property Matters re Agricultural 
Land 

180194 01/19 $50,000 

Hanson Bridgett 
LLP 

SDCWA v. MWD 124103 03/12 $1,100,000 

Finance Advice 158024 12/16 $100,000 

Deferred Compensation/HR 170706 10/17 $ 400,000 

Tax Issues 180200 04/19 $50,000 

Hausman & Sosa, 
LLP 

201892 09/21 $25,000 MOU Hearing Officer Appeal
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Firm Name Matter Name Agreement 
No. 

Effective 
Date 

Contract 
Maximum 

Hawkins Delafield & 
Wood LLP* 

Bond Counsel 193469 07/21 N/A 

Horvitz & Levy SDCWA v. MWD 124100 02/12 $900,000 

General Appellate Advice 146616 12/15 $100,000 

MWD v. Collins 203449 01/03/22 $20,000 

Hunt Ortmann 
Palffy Nieves 
Darling & Mah, Inc. 

Construction Contracts/COVID-19 
Emergency 

185883 03/20 $40,000 

Internet Law Center HR Matter 174603 05/18 $60,000 

Cybersecurity and Privacy Advice and 
Representation 

200478 04/13/21 $100,000 

Systems Integrated, LLC v. MWD 201875 05/17/21 $40,000 

Amira Jackmon, 
Attorney at Law* 

Bond Counsel 200464 07/21 N/A 

Jackson Lewis P.C. Employment: Department of Labor 
Office of Contract Compliance (OFCCP)  

137992 02/14 $45,000 

Jones Hall, A 
Professional Law 
Corporation* 

Bond Counsel 200465 07/21 N/A 

Kegel, Tobin & 
Truce 

Workers’ Compensation 180206 06/19 $250,000 

Lesnick Prince & 
Pappas LLP 

Topock/PG&E’s Bankruptcy 185859 10/19 $30,000 

Liebert Cassidy 
Whitmore 

Labor and Employment 158032 02/17 $201,444 

EEO Investigations 180193 01/19 $100,000 

FLSA Audit 180199 02/19 $50,000 

LiMandri & Jonna 
LLP 

Bacon Island Subrogation 200457 03/21 $50,000 
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Firm Name Matter Name Agreement 
No. 

Effective 
Date 

Contract 
Maximum 

Manatt, Phelps & 
Phillips 

In Re Tronox Incorporated 103827 08/09 $540,000 

SDCWA v. MWD rate litigation 146627 06/16 $2,900,000 

Meyers Nave 
Riback Silver & 
Wilson 

OCWD v. Northrop Corporation 118445 07/11 $2,300,000 

IID v. MWD 185900 08/20 $ 410,000 

IID v. MWD (Contract Litigation) 193472 02/21 $100,000 

Miller Barondess, 
LLP 

SDCWA v. MWD 138006 12/14 $600,000 

Morgan, Lewis & 
Bockius 

SDCWA v. MWD 110226 07/10 $8,750,000 

Project Labor Agreements 200476 04/21 $100,000 

Musick, Peeler & 
Garrett LLP 

Colorado River Aqueduct Electric 
Cables Repair/Contractor Claims 

193461 11/20  $300,000 

Norton Rose 
Fulbright US LLP* 

Bond Counsel 200466 07/21 N/A 

Olson Remcho LLP Government Law 131968 07/14 $200,000 

Ethics Office 170714 01/18 $350,000 

Ryan & Associates Leasing Issues 43714 06/01  $200,000 

Seyfarth Shaw LLP HR Litigation 185863 12/19 $250,000 

201897 11/04/21 $100,000 

203436 11/15/21 $100,000 

Stradling Yocca 
Carlson & Rauth* 

Bond Counsel 200471 07/21 N/A 

Theodora Oringher 
PC 

OHL USA, Inc. v. MWD 185854 09/19 $1,100,000 

Construction Contracts - General 
Conditions Update 

185896 07/20 $100,000 

Claim (Contract #201897)

Claim (Contract #203436)
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Firm Name Matter Name Agreement 
No. 

Effective 
Date 

Contract 
Maximum 

Thomas Law Group MWD v. DWR, CDFW, CDNR – 
Incidental Take Permit (ITP) 
CESA/CEQA/Contract Litigation 

185891 05/20 $250,000 

Iron Mountain SMARA (Surface Mining 
and Reclamation Act) 

203435 12/03/21 $100,000 

Thompson Coburn 
LLP 

FERC Representation re Colorado River 
Aqueduct Electrical Transmission 
System 

122465 12/11 $100,000 

NERC Energy Reliability Standards 193451 08/20  $100,000

Van Ness Feldman, 
LLP 

General Litigation 170704 07/18 $50,000 

Colorado River MSHCP 180191 01/19 $50,000 

Bay-Delta and State Water Project 
Environmental Compliance 

193457 10/15/20 $50,000 

Western Water and 
Energy 

California Independent System Operator 
Related Matters 

193463 11/20/20 $100,000 

*Expenditures paid by Bond Proceeds/Finance
**Expenditures paid by another group
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Report 
Office of General Auditor 

 

 
 

Internal Audit Report for December 2021 

Summary 

 

One report was issued during the month: 

 

Annual Audit Plan and the Audit Process Discussions 

 

Discussion Section 

 

This report highlights the significant activities of the Internal Audit Department during  

December 2021.  In addition to presenting background information and the opinion expressed in 

the audit report, a discussion of findings noted during the examination is also provided. 

 

 

Annual Audit Plan and the Audit Process Discussions 
 

As a part of the FY 2020/21 Department Head Performance Evaluation process, Board members 

provided feedback regarding areas for improvement.  Under the sections Strategic and 

Operational Leadership, comments were made on the Audit Planning and Fieldwork processes.  

Accordingly, at the next Audit and Ethics Committee meeting, Internal Audit will present a brief 

discussion of how we develop our annual audit plan and then a more detailed review of our audit 

fieldwork and reporting process.  Below is a brief summary of this subject matter. 

 

Annual Audit Plan 

 

A risk-based audit plan results from comprehensive analysis and flexible responsiveness to a 

changing environment.  It requires a thorough grasp of Metropolitan's processes, risks, controls, 

and understanding how the District coordinates risk management and governance.  We review 

critical documents in developing our annual plans, such as the organization chart and executive 

management’s long-range plans.  Moreover, we attend Board and Committee meetings, hold 

discussions with management and board members, and coordinate with other oversight activities, 

such as those provided by Metropolitan's external auditors.  We use the information we gather to 

identify, assess and prioritize risks, and focus our efforts on the most leveraging activities.   The 

General Auditor presents the Audit Plan to the Audit and Ethics Committee each year. 

 

The Audit Process 

 

Metropolitan's Audit Model prescribes a logical sequence for conducting internal audits, from 

inception to completion.  Each audit begins with planning.  The audit team gathers background 

information and interviews management and staff to determine the audit scope.  The audit scope 

defines the activities we will audit, and the period we will cover.  Next, we identify inherent 

risks, which exist in the absence of internal controls.  This process yields the objectives we 
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expect internal control activities to achieve.  Upon completion of the planning phase, we conduct 

an entrance meeting with our audit client to review the audit scope and objectives. 

 

After the planning process, the team begins audit fieldwork.  For each control objective, we 

document the related control activities using flowcharts or narrative descriptions.  After 

confirming our understanding with our audit clients, we assess control effectiveness and 

efficiency and conduct testing to ensure controls are operating as intended.  Throughout 

fieldwork, the team discusses findings and observations with the client as they develop.  We use 

this process to confirm our work results and keep the audit client apprised of our progress.  It 

also allows the client time to formulate their response. 

 

After completing fieldwork, the team prepares a written audit report, including our opinion of the 

internal control structure and significant findings and recommendations.  We review the report 

draft with the audit client at an exit meeting before its issue.  We ask management to provide 

written responses to all audit findings, usually within 30 days.  When the audit opinion is less 

than satisfactory, we require a written response from management with their corrective plans for 

Board review.  Finally, we schedule a follow-up audit to assess the status of client's corrective 

actions, generally within 12 to 18 months.  
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December 2021 

 
EDUCATION 
 
Reminder: training session on conflicts of 
interest laws to be presented by the Fair 
Political Practices Commission at the 
January 2022 Board meeting. 
 
Issued notices to all directors and 
employees highlighting the new ethics 
policies applicable to them.  
 
Provided new filer session for an employee 
entering into a position requiring Form 700 
filings. 
 
STAFF DEVELOPMENT 
 
Two staff members attended the Council on 
Governmental Ethics Laws (COGEL) 
annual conference. Virtual sessions 
included:  

o Virtual Ethics: New Issues and 
Challenges in Providing Ethics 
Guidance and Training in a Work 
from Home World 

o An Introduction to the 
‘Anticorruption Manual’ 

o Lobbyists, Conflicts of Interest and 
the Role of the Regulator, and  

o Breaking Bad: Ethics During a 
Global Pandemic and Disasters – 
Should Ethics Rules Cover ‘Bad 
Behavior’ 

 
COMPLIANCE 
 
Assisted Board members and employees 
with Assuming Office and Leaving Office 
Form 700 filings. Assistance included 

notifications of deadlines and 
troubleshooting the electronic filing system. 
Monitored the status of past due Assuming 
Office and Leaving Office Form 700 filings; 
obtained compliance from one current 
employee and three former employees and 
sent filing notices to four current employees 
and two former employees.  
 
ADVICE 
 
Addressed six new advice matters 
involving: conflicts of interest, financial 
disclosure, contracting integrity, director 
communications with staff, and other 
ethics-related topics. 
 
INVESTIGATIONS 
 
Received complaints alleging that: 1) An 
employee behaved unprofessionally towards 
a coworker; 2) Various employees on the 
same team are failing to properly complete 
their assigned duties; 3) A manager misused 
their authority to influence a recruitment 
process for personal gain; and 4) A manager 
misused their authority for personal gain and 
engaged in discriminatory hiring practices. 
 
Initiated one investigation into allegations 
that a manager misused their authority to 
influence a contracting process for personal 
gain. 
 
INVESTIGATION FINDINGS 
 
The Ethics Officer found that allegations 
that a manager misused their authority to 
improperly influence a recruitment process 
for personal gain were not substantiated. 
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The Ethics Officer found that allegations 
that an employee conducted outside 
employment activities during their 
Metropolitan paid work hours were 
substantiated. The investigation was 
conducted by Ethics Office staff, and the 
findings were referred to management and 
Human Resources for appropriate action. 
 
ADVICE AND INVESTIGATIVE DATA 
 

Advice Matters 6 
Compliance Assistance 30 
Complaints Received 4 
Investigations Opened 1 
Pending Investigations 2 

 
EEO INVESTIGATIONS  
 
Briefing by the Ethics Officer to the 
Organization, Personnel and Technology 
Committee on the results of EEO 
investigations conducted by Shaw Law 
Group will take place at the January 2022 
Committee meeting. 
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MINUTES 

 SPECIAL MEETING OF THE   

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 

November 23, 2021 
 
 
 

52596 The Board of Directors of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California 
met in Special Session on Tuesday, November 23, 2021. 
 
 Chairwoman Gray called the Teleconference Meeting to order at 2:05 p.m. 
 
52597 Board Secretary Abdo administered the roll call.  Those responding present 
were:  Directors Abdo, Ackerman, Apodaca, Atwater, Blois, Camacho, De Jesus, 
Dennstedt, Erdman, Faessel, Fellow, Fong, Goldberg, Gray, Jung, Kurtz, Luna, McCoy, 
Miller, Morris, Ortega, Peterson, Phan, Pressman, Quinn, Ramos, Record, Repenning, 
Smith, Sutley, Tamaribuchi, and Williams. 
 
Director Petersen entered the Meeting after the roll call.  
 
Those not responding were:  Directors Cordero, Dick, Hawkins, Kassakhian, and 
Lefevre.  
 
Board Secretary Abdo declared a quorum present. 
 
52598 Chairwoman Gray invited members of the public to address the Board on matters 
in this notice of Special Board meeting.  No requests were made. 
 
Chairwoman Gray made brief remarks acknowledging the Thanksgiving and Hanukkah 
holidays.  
 
Chairwoman Gray addressed the following:  Other Matters and Reports.   
 

52599 Induction of new Director Marty Miller from the San Diego County Water 
Authority: 

(a) Received credentials  

(b) Reported on credentials by General Counsel  

(c) Filed credentials  

(d) Administered Oath of Office  

(e) Filed Oath 

 
General Counsel Scully reported the credentials were received and are in order.  
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Director Tim Smith provided an introduction for Director Miller.  Director Miller 

responded with brief remarks to the Board.  

 
Chairwoman Gray introduced new Director Lois Fong-Sakai from the San Diego County 
Water Authority.  General Counsel Scully reported the credentials were received and 
are in order.  Director Fong-Sakai will be formally introduced at the December 14, 2021 
Board Meeting. 
 
Chairwoman Gray announced the reordering of the agenda; Agenda Item 6B will be 
discussed first and then Agenda Item 7-3. 
 
52600 Chairwoman Gray conducted the nomination and election of nonofficer member 
of the Executive Committee for the completion of a two-year term effective 
November 23, 2021 and ending at the January 2023 Board Meeting.  Chairwoman 
reported that a nomination was received on behalf of Director Miguel Luna for the 
position.   

Chairwoman asked if there were any other nominations from the floor; seeing none, 
Chairwoman asked if Director Luna accepted nomination.  Director Luna accepted his 
nomination and made brief comments to the Board. 

 
Chairwoman called for the vote to elect Director Luna as a nonofficer member of the 
Executive Committee (Agenda Item 6B). 
 
The following is a record of the vote: 
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The motion to approve 6B passed by a vote of 325,094 ayes; 0 noes; 0 abstain; 0 not 
voting; and 12,631 absent.  

 
Director Camacho left the meeting.  
 
52601 Chairwoman Gray introduced Agenda Item 7-3 to approve recommendation for 
changes in committee structure and direct staff to return to the December Board 

Record of Vote on Item:  6B Executive Committee Nonofficer Eelection

Member Agency Total Votes Director Present Yes

Yes

Vote No

No

Vote Abstain

Abstain 

Vote

Anaheim 5277 Faessel x x 5277   

Beverly Hills 4056 Pressman x x 4056   

Burbank 2666 Ramos x x 2666   

Calleguas Municipal Water District 11552 Blois x x 11552   

Central Basin Municipal Water District 17051 Apodaca x x 17051   

Hawkins     

Subtotal: 17051

Compton 553 McCoy x x 553   

Eastern Municipal Water District 9492 Record x x 9492   

Foothill Municipal Water District 2131 Atwater x x 2131   

Fullerton 2255 Jung x x 2255   

Glendale 3622 Kassakhian     

Inland Empire Utilities Agency 13433 Camacho x x 13433   

Las Virgenes 2741 Peterson x x 2741   

Long Beach 5772 Cordero     

Los Angeles 70689 Sutley x x 14138   

Petersen x x 14138   

Quinn x x 14138   

Luna x x 14138   

Repenning x x 14138   

Subtotal: 70689

Municipal Water Dist. of Orange County 57264 Ackerman x x 19088   

Tamaribuchi x x 19088   

Dick     

Erdman x x 19088   

Subtotal: 57264

Pasadena 3522 Kurtz x x 3522   

San Diego County Water Authority 58302 Fong-Sakai x x 14576   

Goldberg x x 14576   

Miller x x 14576   

Smith x x 14576   

Subtotal: 58302

San Fernando 224 Ortega x x 224   

San Marino 730 Morris x x 730   

Santa Ana 3035 Phan x x 3035   

Santa Monica 4352 Abdo x x 4352   

Three Valleys Municipal Water District 7753 De Jesus x x 7753   

Torrance 3237 Lefevre     

Upper San Gabriel Valley Mun. Wat. Dist. 11942 Fellow x x 11942   

West Basin Municipal Water District 23608 Williams x x 11804   

Gray x x 11804   

Subtotal: 23608

Western Municipal Water District 12466 Dennstedt x x 12466   

Total 337725 325094

Present and not voting

Absent 12631
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meeting with Administrative Code language consistent with the changes, as set forth in 
Agenda Item 7-3 board letter. 
 
Director Kurtz moved, seconded by Director De Jesus, that the Board approve 
recommendation for changes in committee structure and direct staff to return to the 
December Board meeting with Administrative Code language consistent with the 
changes as recommended. 
 
The following Directors asked questions or made comments: 

 
  Directors Comments/Questions  

1. Kurtz Requested her vote be changed to “yes” for Item 6B; and made 
Motion. 

2. Kurtz Commented 

3. Chairwoman Gray  Commented 

4. De Jesus  Requested his vote for Item 6B be corrected to show him as 
"yes"; and seconded Kurtz motion.  

5. Blois  Commented   

6. Chairwoman Gray  Commented  

7. Ortega Commented 

8. Repenning  Commented    

9. Record Commented 

10. Quinn Commented 

11. Pressman Commented 

12. Tamaribuchi Commented   

13. Smith  Commented 

14. Chairwoman Gray  Commented 

15. Quinn Commented 
16. Chairwoman Gray  Commented 

 
 
The following is a record of the vote: 
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The motion to approve Agenda Item 7-3, passed by a vote of 311,661 ayes; 0 noes; 0 
abstention; 0 present and not voting; and 26,064 absent. 

 

Chairwoman returned the meeting back to its original order to consider Consent Items 
6A, 7-1, and 7-2.  

 

 

Record of Vote on Item: Consent Item 7-3

Member Agency Total Votes Director Present Yes

Yes

Vote No

No

Vote Abstain

Abstain 

Vote

Anaheim 5277 Faessel x x 5277   

Beverly Hills 4056 Pressman x x 4056   

Burbank 2666 Ramos x x 2666   

Calleguas Municipal Water District 11552 Blois x x 11552   

Central Basin Municipal Water District 17051 Apodaca x x 17051   

Hawkins     

Subtotal: 17051

Compton 553 McCoy x x 553   

Eastern Municipal Water District 9492 Record x x 9492   

Foothill Municipal Water District 2131 Atwater x x 2131   

Fullerton 2255 Jung x x 2255   

Glendale 3622 Kassakhian     

Inland Empire Utilities Agency 13433 Camacho    

Las Virgenes 2741 Peterson x x 2741   

Long Beach 5772 Cordero     

Los Angeles 70689 Sutley x x 14138   

Petersen  x 14138   

Quinn x x 14138   

Luna x x 14138   

Repenning x x 14138   

Subtotal: 70689

Municipal Water Dist. of Orange County 57264 Ackerman x x 19088   

Tamaribuchi x x 19088   

Dick     

Erdman x x 19088   

Subtotal: 57264

Pasadena 3522 Kurtz x x 3522   

San Diego County Water Authority 58302 Fong-Sakai x x 14576   

Goldberg x x 14576   

Miller x x 14576   

Smith x x 14576   

Subtotal: 58302

San Fernando 224 Ortega x x 224   

San Marino 730 Morris x x 730   

Santa Ana 3035 Phan x x 3035   

Santa Monica 4352 Abdo x x 4352   

Three Valleys Municipal Water District 7753 De Jesus x x 7753   

Torrance 3237 Lefevre     

Upper San Gabriel Valley Mun. Wat. Dist. 11942 Fellow x x 11942   

West Basin Municipal Water District 23608 Williams x x 11804   

Gray x x 11804   

Subtotal: 23608

Western Municipal Water District 12466 Dennstedt x x 12466   

Total 337725 311661

Present and not voting

Absent 26064
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52602 Chairwoman Gray presented Item 6A that the Board adopt the resolution to 
continue remote teleconference meetings pursuant to the Brown Act Section 54953(e) 
for meetings of Metropolitan’s legislative bodies for a period of 30 days. 

 
Chairwoman Gray addressed the Board to announce General Manager Hagekhalil’s 
decision to continue remote work for staff until March 2022. Virtual board and committee 
meetings will also continue until March 2022. 
 

52603 Chairwoman Gray called on Chief Financial Officer Kasaine to present Agenda 
Item 7-1 to direct staff to incorporate the 100 percent Supply Alternative as the demand 
management cost recovery method used in the proposals for rates and charges. 
 
Chief Financial Officer Kasaine introduced Arnout Van den Berg to present Item 7-1. 
 
The following Directors asked questions or made comments: 

 
  Directors Comments/Questions  

1. Repenning Commented. 

2. Record Commented; and made the motion to move 6A, 7-1, and 7-2. 

3. Repenning Seconded Director Record’s motion. 

 
 
52604 Consider and adopt the Board’s Principles of Governance Statement, as set forth 
in Agenda 7-2.  
 
52605 Chairwoman Gray called for a vote to approve the Consent Calendar Items 6A, 
7-1, and 7-2 (M.I. 52603 through 52605).   
 
Director Record moved, seconded by Director Repenning that the Board approve the 
Consent Calendar Items for Action 6A, 7-1, and 7-2 follows: 
 
The following is a record of the vote: 
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The motion to approve the Consent Calendar Items 6A, 7-1, and 7-2 (M.I. 52603 
through 52605 passed by a vote of 311,661 ayes; 0 noes; 0 abstain; 0 not voting; and 
26,064 absent. 
 

 

Chairwoman Gray addressed the following:  Other Matters. 

 

Record of Vote on Consent Item(s): 6A, 7-1, and 7-2

Member Agency

Total 

Votes Director Present Yes

Yes

Vote No

No

Vote Abstain

Abstain 

Vote

Anaheim 5277 Faessel x x 5277   

Beverly Hills 4056 Pressman x x 4056   

Burbank 2666 Ramos x x 2666   

Calleguas Municipal Water District 11552 Blois x x 11552   

Central Basin Municipal Water District 17051 Apodaca x x 17051   

Hawkins     

Subtotal: 17051

Compton 553 McCoy x x 553   

Eastern Municipal Water District 9492 Record x x 9492   

Foothill Municipal Water District 2131 Atwater x x 2131   

Fullerton 2255 Jung x x 2255   

Glendale 3622 Kassakhian     

Inland Empire Utilities Agency 13433 Camacho    

Las Virgenes 2741 Peterson x x 2741   

Long Beach 5772 Cordero     

Los Angeles 70689 Sutley x x 17672   

Petersen     

Quinn x x 17672   

Luna x x 17672   

Repenning x x 17672   

Subtotal: 70689

Municipal Water Dist. of Orange County 57264 Ackerman x x 19088   

Tamaribuchi x x 19088   

Dick     

Erdman x x 19088   

Subtotal: 57264

Pasadena 3522 Kurtz x x 3522   

San Diego County Water Authority 58302 Fong-Sakai x x 14576   

Goldberg x x 14576   

Miller x x 14576   

Smith x x 14576   

Subtotal: 58302

San Fernando 224 Ortega x x 224   

San Marino 730 Morris x x 730   

Santa Ana 3035 Phan x x 3035   

Santa Monica 4352 Abdo x x 4352   

Three Valleys Municipal Water District 7753 De Jesus x x 7753   

Torrance 3237 Lefevre     

Upper San Gabriel Valley Mun. Wat. Dist. 11942 Fellow x x 11942   

West Basin Municipal Water District 23608 Williams x x 11804   

Gray x x 11804   

Subtotal: 23608

Western Municipal Water District 12466 Dennstedt x x 12466   

Total 337725 311661

Present and not voting

Absent 26064
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52606  Chairwoman Gray called on Executive Officer and Assistant General Manager 
Upadhyay to introduce Item 8A:  Update on Arvin-Edison Groundwater Banking 
Program [Conference with legal counsel—potential litigation; portion of presentation 
concerning potential litigation may be heard in closed session pursuant to Gov. Code 
Section 54956.9(d)(2)]  

 

Chairwoman Gray called the meeting into closed session to continue discussion on 
Agenda Item 8A.  

 

The meeting returned to open session at 3:37 p.m.  Chairwoman Gray stated that the 
Board discussed Item 8A.  No action was taken during closed session. 

 

52607 Chairwoman Gray asked if there were any follow-up items.  No requests were 

made. 

 

52608 Chairwoman Gray asked if there were any future agenda items.  No requests 

were made. 

 

52609 There being no objection, at 3:38 p.m., Chairwoman Gray adjourned the Meeting. 
 
 

JUDY ABDO 

SECRETARY 

 

GLORIA D. GRAY 

 CHAIRWOMAN 
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MINUTES 

 REGULAR MEETING OF THE   

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 

December 14, 2021 
 
 
 

52610 The Board of Directors of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California 
met in Regular Session on Tuesday, December 14, 2021. 
 
 Chairwoman Gray called the Teleconference Meeting to order at 12:51 PM. 
 
52611 The Meeting was opened with an invocation by Omar H. De Leon Medina, Senior 
Administrative Analyst, Chief Finance Office. 
 
52612 The Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag was given by Director Linda Ackerman, 

Municipal Water District of Orange County. 

52613 Board Secretary Abdo administered the roll call.  Those responding present 
were:  Directors Abdo, Ackerman, Apodaca, Atwater, Blois, Camacho, Cordero, De 
Jesus, Dennstedt, Dick, Erdman, Faessel, Fellow, Fong-Sakai, Gray, Jung, Kurtz, 
Lefevre, Luna, McCoy, Miller, Morris, Ortega, Petersen, Peterson, Phan, Pressman, 
Ramos, Record, Repenning, Smith, Tamaribuchi, and Williams. 
 
Those not responding were:  Directors Goldberg, Hawkins, Kassakhian, Quinn, and 
Sutley. 
 
Board Secretary Abdo declared a quorum present. 
 
52614 Chairwoman Gray invited members of the public to address the Board on matters 
within the Board’s jurisdiction. 
 

Public Comment 

 
Name Affiliation Item 

1. Conner Everts Southern California Watershed Alliance SB 60 Annual Report 

2. Caty Wagner  Sierra Club of California  Sites Reservoir Project  

3. Chris Clarke National Parks Association Cadiz Water Project 

4. Ellen Mackey Chair of AFSCME Women’s Caucus  Personnel matters 

5. Did not state name Did not state organization Sites Reservoir Project  

6. Evelyn Charming  Sierra Club of California  Sites Reservoir Project  

7. Neal Desai Sr. Program Director National Parks Assoc Cadiz Water Project 

8. John Munson [sic] Did not state organization Three Valleys MWD / Cadiz  
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9. Did not state name Did not state organization Sites Reservoir Project  

 

Chairwoman Gray addressed the following:  Other Matters and Reports.   
 
52615 Chairwoman Gray asked if there were any changes to the report of events 
attended by Directors at Metropolitan’s expense during the month of November as 
previously posted and distributed to the Board.  No amendments were made. 

 
52616 Chairwoman Gray referred to her monthly report, which was previously posted 
and distributed to the Board.   

 

Chairwoman addressed the Board on upcoming holidays and drought conditions; and 
acknowledged state and national leaders who have dedicated funding for essential 
water supply projects.   

 

In addition, Chairwoman reported on her trip to Washington, D.C. regarding a new 
national initiative to help close the gap in jobs and wages for those historically left 
behind.  A full report is scheduled for the Board in January 2022. 

 

52617 Regarding matters related to Metropolitan’s operations and activities, General 
Manager Hagekhalil announced the following: 

 

1. Attended ACWA conference in Pasadena and met with water agency leaders to 
discuss state-wide projects we can advocate for, focusing on recycled water and 
storage, and working collaboratively.  

2. A letter was submitted to the Governor asking for $552 million to focus on water 
issues/State Water Project efforts. 

3. Scheduled to travel to Sacramento on December 20 to meet with the Governor’s 
office. 

4. Recent trip to Washington, D.C. to discuss programs with the Bureau of 
Reclamation including the Regional Recycled Program, specifically design, 
engineering, and environmental; and future projects for major storage. 

5. The Climate Action Plan has been released for public input.  Meetings with the 
public and environmental stakeholders are scheduled to discuss how to move 
forward in a collaborative way. 

6. Will be attending CRUWA Conference and participate in discussions with other 
leaders to launch more partnerships, and specifically discussions regarding the 
500+ Plan. 

  

Additional information on the General Manager’s activities may be found in his written 
monthly report. 

 

52618 General Counsel Scully stated she had nothing to add to her report. 
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52619 General Auditor Riss stated he had nothing to add to his report.  Mr. Riss 
addressed the Board with a holiday message.  

 

52620 Ethics Officer Salinas reminded the Board that the Fair Political Practices 
Commission will present a one-hour training session on preventing conflicts of interest 
at the January Board meeting.  To address as many questions as possible, Mr. Salinas 
recommended that Board members submit questions to him in advance, so he can 
share with the presenter before the training.  Secondly, Mr. Salinas reminded the Board 
that at the January Organization, Personnel and Technology Committee meeting, there 
will be an overview of the Equal Employment Opportunities investigations that were 
conducted by the Shaw Law Group. 

 

52621 Chairwoman Gray announced the Induction of new Director Lois Fong-Sakai 
from the city of Los Angeles (Agenda Item 5G).  

(a) Received credentials  

(b) Reported on credentials by General Counsel  

(c) Filed credentials  

(d) Administered Oath of Office  

(e) Filed Oath 

General Counsel Scully reported the credentials were received and are in order and 
Director Fong-Sakai had been sworn in.   
 
Director Smith introduced Director Fong-Sakai to the Board.  Director Fong-Sakai 
provided brief remarks.  
 

Chairwoman Gray addressed the Consent Calendar Other Items for Action for 
December 2021. 

 

52622  Approval of the Minutes of the workshop on November 8, 2021 and the meeting 
on November 9, 2021.  Chairwoman Gray asked Directors if there were any comments 
or discussion on the approval of the Minutes (Agenda Item 6A).  No comments or 
requests were made.  

 

52623 Adopt resolution to continue remote teleconference meetings pursuant to the 
Brown Act Section 54953(e) for meetings of Metropolitan’s legislative bodies for a 
period of 30 days; the General Manager has determined that the proposed action is 
exempt or otherwise not subject to CEQA (Agenda Item 6B).  No comments or requests 
were made.  

 

52624 Approve Commendatory Resolutions for Directors John Murray, Jr. representing 
the city of Los Angeles; and Jerry Butkiewicz and Michael T. Hogan both representing 
San Diego County Water Authority (Agenda Item 6C). 
 
Agenda Item 6D was deferred. 
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52625  Approval of Committee Assignments (Agenda Item 6E).  There were no 
committee assignments. 
 

Chairwoman Gray called on the Committee Chairs to give a report of the Consent 
Calendar Action Items as discussed at their Committees.  
 
Director Fong-Sakai announced that she is recusing herself from Agenda Item 7-6 
pursuant to Metropolitan Act Section 56, Directors who are also members of the 
governing body of their member agency are disqualified from voting (including 
abstaining) on a contract between Metropolitan and their member agency. 
 
Director Fong-Sakai also announced that she will be abstaining from Agenda Item 7-9.  
 
Director Smith disclosed for the record that he and Directors Fong-Sakai and Miller 
receive per diem from San Diego County Water Authority.  Additionally, pursuant to 
Metropolitan Act Section 56, Directors who are also members of the governing body of 
their member agency are disqualified from voting (including abstaining) on a contract 
between Metropolitan and their member agency.  Therefore, Directors Fong-Sakai 
Miller, and Smith would not vote and recused themselves on Item 7-6 authorizing 
agreements with SDCWA and other agencies.  They did not have to leave the meeting 
during discussion or voting of this item. 
 
52626 Amend current CIP to include projects to improve water supply reliability in the 
Rialto Pipeline service area, as set forth in Agenda Item 7-1 board letter. 
 
52627  Award an $11,499,000 contract to J. F. Shea Construction, Inc. for Casa Loma 
Siphon Barrel No. 1 Seismic Upgrade; and, authorize a $1.1 million increase to an 
agreement with Carollo Engineers, Inc. for a new not-to-exceed amount of $3.6 million, 
as set forth in Agenda Item 7-2 board letter. 
 
52628 Award a $32,824,000 contract to J. F. Shea Construction, Inc. to upgrade the 
domestic water treatment systems at the five CRA pumping plants, as set forth in 
Agenda Item 7-3 board letter. 
 
Director Peterson made a comment. 
 
52629 Authorize the General Manager to enter into the 500+ Plan MOU to facilitate 
near-term actions necessary to maintain the elevation of water in Lake Mead above 
elevation 1,020 feet and to provide up to 20 percent of the non-federal cost share of any 
such actions, for an amount not to exceed $10 million per year in 2022 and 2023, and 
delegate authority to the General Manager to enter into additional agreements as 
needed to implement the MOU, as set forth in Agenda Item 7-4 board letter. 
 
52630 Authorize the General Manager to execute agreements with San Bernardino 
Valley Municipal Water District and the Department of Water Resources consistent with 
the key terms outlined herein and in Attachment 1, and in a form approved by the 
General Counsel, as set forth in Agenda Item 7-5 board letter. 
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52631 Authorize the General Manager to enter into agreements with San Diego County 
Water Authority, Semitropic Water Storage District, and the California Department of 
Water Resources to purchase water, lease groundwater return capacity, exchange 
water, and to convey water in the State Water Project facilities consistent with the terms 
outlined herein and in Attachment 1, and in a form approved by the General Counsel, as 
set forth in Agenda Item 7-6 board letter. 
 
Agenda Item 7-7 was deferred. 
 
52632 Adopt resolutions to support Metropolitan's application to the California 
Department of Water Resources 2021 Urban and Multi-benefit Drought Relief Program 
grant funding of $7.5 million to provide supplemental funding for residential and 
commercial landscapes in the Turf Replacement Program and $2.5 million for the direct 
installation of water efficiency devices for the Residential Direct Install Program; 
authorize the General Manager to accept grant funds, if awarded; and authorize the 
General Manager to enter into a contract with the California Department of Water 
Resources for the grant funds, if awarded, as set forth in Agenda Item 7-8 board letter.   
 
Director Ortega, Camacho, Repenning, and Apodaca stated they will be abstaining from 
Agenda Item 7-9. 

 
Director Morris moved, seconded by Director Ortega that the Board approve Consent 
Calendar Items 6A, 6B, 6C, and 7-1, 7-2, 7-3, 7-4, 7-5, 7-6, 7-8, and 7-9: 
 
Director Ramos asked to pull 7-9 from agenda and have a brief discussion about the 
abstentions.  
 
Chairwoman Gray called for a vote to approve the Consent Calendar Items 6A, 6B, 6C, 
and 7-1, 7-2, 7-3, 7-4, 7-5, 7-6, and 7-8 (M.I. 52622 through 52632).   
 
 
The following is a record of the vote: 
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*Directors Jung, Miller, and Tamaribuchi were present but did not vote.  
 
Director Lefevre left the meeting. 
 
The motion to approve the Consent Calendar Items 6A, 6B, 6C, and 7-1, 7-2, 7-3, 7-4, 

7-5, 7-6*, and 7-8, and (M.I. 52622 through 52632, passed by a vote of 331,848 ayes;  

0 noes; 0 abstain; 2,255 not voting; and 3,622 absent. 

Record of Vote on Consent Item(s): 6A, 6B, 6C, 7-1 through 7-6  and 7-8

Member Agency

Total 

Votes Director Present Yes

Yes

Vote No

No

Vote Abstain

Abstain 

Vote

Anaheim 5277 Faessel x x 5277   

Beverly Hills 4056 Pressman x x 4056   

Burbank 2666 Ramos x x 2666   

Calleguas Municipal Water District 11552 Blois x x 11552   

Central Basin Municipal Water District 17051 Apodaca x x 17051   

Hawkins     

Subtotal: 17051

Compton 553 McCoy x x 553   

Eastern Municipal Water District 9492 Record x x 9492   

Foothill Municipal Water District 2131 Atwater x x 2131   

Fullerton 2255 Jung x    

Glendale 3622 Kassakhian     

Inland Empire Utilities Agency 13433 Camacho x x 13433   

Las Virgenes 2741 Peterson x x 2741   

Long Beach 5772 Cordero x x 5772   

Los Angeles 70689 Sutley     

Petersen x x 23563   

Quinn     

Luna x x 23563   

Repenning x x 23563   

Subtotal: 70689

Municipal Water Dist. of Orange County 57264 Ackerman x x 19088   

Tamaribuchi x   

Dick x x 19088   

Erdman x x 19088   

Subtotal: 57264

Pasadena 3522 Kurtz x x 3522   

San Diego County Water Authority 58302 Fong-Sakai x x 29151   

Goldberg     

Miller x    

Smith x x 29151   

Subtotal: 58302

San Fernando 224 Ortega x x 224   

San Marino 730 Morris x x 730   

Santa Ana 3035 Phan x x 3035   

Santa Monica 4352 Abdo x x 4352   

Three Valleys Municipal Water District 7753 De Jesus x x 7753   

Torrance 3237 Lefevre x x 3237   

Upper San Gabriel Valley Mun. Wat. Dist. 11942 Fellow x x 11942   

West Basin Municipal Water District 23608 Williams x x 11804   

Gray x x 11804   

Subtotal: 23608

Western Municipal Water District 12466 Dennstedt x x 12466   

Total 337725 331848

Present and not voting 2255

Absent 3622
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*Note:  Individual vote tally for Item 7-6 
 
Directors Fong-Sakai, Miller, and Smith recused themselves from Item 7-6.  The motion 
to approve the Consent Calendar Item 7-6 passed by a vote of 273,546 ayes; 0 noes; 0 
abstain; 2,255 not voting; and 61,924 absent. 
 
Chairwoman Gray called on Legal and Claims Committee Chair Dick to introduce Item 
7-9. 
 
52633 Retain Metropolitan’s current procedural rules with amendments to 
Administrative Code Sections 2205 and 2401 to provide that a parliamentary ruling by 
the Chair of a committee or the Board may be overruled by a majority vote of the 
applicable committee or Board as set forth in Agenda Item 7-9 board letter. 
 
 
The following Directors made comments or asked questions. 
 

  Directors Comments/Questions  

1. Ortega Commented 

2. Camacho  Commented 

3. Repenning  Commented 

4. Kurtz Commented 

5. Chairwoman Gray Commented 

6. Ramos Commented 

7. Chairwoman Gray Commented 

8. Record Commented 

9. Pressman Commented, moved item 7-9. 

10. Atwater Commented, and made a second for item 7-9. 

11. Chairwoman Gray Commented 

 
Director Pressman moved, seconded by Director Atwater that the Board approve the 
Consent Calendar Item 7-9.  Chairwoman Gray called for a vote to approve Item 7-9.   
 
Director Petersen, Smith, and Tamaribuchi left the meeting.  
 
The following is a record of the vote: 
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*Directors Jung and Miller were present but did not vote.  
 
The motion to approve the Consent Calendar Item 7-9 passed by a vote of 234,965 
ayes; 0 noes; 93,647 abstain; 2,255 not voting; and 6,859 absent. 
 
52634 Board Chairwoman Gray asked if there were questions or need for discussion of 
Board Information Items 9-1 and 9-2.  No requests were made.  
 

Record of Vote on Consent Item(s): 7-9

Member Agency Total Votes Director Present Yes

Yes

Vote No

No

Vote Abstain

Abstain 

Vote

Anaheim 5277 Faessel x x 5277   

Beverly Hills 4056 Pressman x x 4056   

Burbank 2666 Ramos x x 2666   

Calleguas Municipal Water District 11552 Blois x x 11552   

Central Basin Municipal Water District 17051 Apodaca x x 17051   

Hawkins     

Subtotal: 17051

Compton 553 McCoy x x 553   

Eastern Municipal Water District 9492 Record x x 9492   

Foothill Municipal Water District 2131 Atwater x x 2131   

Fullerton 2255 Jung x    

Glendale 3622 Kassakhian     

Inland Empire Utilities Agency 13433 Camacho x x 13433   

Las Virgenes 2741 Peterson x x 2741   

Long Beach 5772 Cordero x x 5772   

Los Angeles 70689 Sutley     

Petersen   

Quinn     

Luna x x 35345   

Repenning x   x 35345

Subtotal: 35345 35345

Municipal Water Dist. of Orange County 57264 Ackerman x x 19088   

Tamaribuchi    

Dick x x 19088   

Erdman x x 19088   

Subtotal: 57264

Pasadena 3522 Kurtz x x 3522   

San Diego County Water Authority 58302 Fong-Sakai x   x 58302

Goldberg     

Miller x   

Smith    

Subtotal: 58302

San Fernando 224 Ortega x x 224   

San Marino 730 Morris x x 730   

Santa Ana 3035 Phan x x 3035   

Santa Monica 4352 Abdo x x 4352   

Three Valleys Municipal Water District 7753 De Jesus x x 7753   

Torrance 3237 Lefevre    

Upper San Gabriel Valley Mun. Wat. Dist. 11942 Fellow x x 11942   

West Basin Municipal Water District 23608 Williams x x 11804   

Gray x x 11804   

Subtotal: 23608

Western Municipal Water District 12466 Dennstedt x x 12466   

Total 337725 234965 93647

Present and not voting 2255

Absent 6859
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Director Dick made a comment.  
 
52635 Chairwoman Gray asked if there were any follow-up items.  No requests were 

made. 

 

52636 Chairwoman Gray asked if there were any future agenda items.  No requests 

were made. 

 
52637 There being no objection, at 2:21 PM, Chairwoman Gray adjourned the Meeting. 
 
 

 

 

 

JUDY ABDO 

SECRETARY 

 

GLORIA D. GRAY 

 CHAIRWOMAN 
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THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT  
OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 

RESOLUTION NO. XXXX 

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF  
THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA  

RELYING ON GOVERNOR NEWSOM’S MARCH 4, 2020 PROCLAMATION OF A 
STATE OF EMERGENCY 

AND RE-AUTHORIZING REMOTE TELECONFERENCE MEETINGS OF THE 
LEGISLATIVE BODIES OF THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA FOR THE PERIOD OF 30 DAYS FROM  
JANUARY 11, 2022 TO FEBRUARY 10, 2022 PURSUANT TO BROWN ACT 

PROVISIONS 
 
WHEREAS, The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (“Metropolitan”) is 
committed to preserving and nurturing public access and participation in meetings of the its 
legislative bodies; and  
 
WHEREAS, all meetings of Metropolitan’s legislative bodies are open and public, as required by 
the Ralph M. Brown Act (Cal. Gov’t Code Sections 54950 – 54963), so that any member of the 
public may attend, participate, and watch the Metropolitan’s legislative bodies conduct their 
business; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Brown Act, Government Code Section 54953(e), makes provisions for remote 
teleconferencing participation in meetings by members of a legislative body, without compliance 
with the requirements of Government Code Section 54953(b)(3), subject to the existence of 
certain conditions; and 
 
WHEREAS, a required condition is that a state of emergency is declared by the Governor 
pursuant to Government Code Section 8625, proclaiming the existence of conditions of disaster 
or of extreme peril to the safety of persons and property within the state caused by conditions as 
described in Government Code Section 8558; and  
 
WHEREAS, a proclamation is made when there is an actual incident, threat of disaster, or 
extreme peril to the safety of persons and property within the jurisdictions that are within the 
Metropolitan’s boundaries, caused by natural, technological, or human-caused disasters; and 
 
WHEREAS, it is further required that state or local officials have imposed or recommended 
measures to promote social distancing, or, the legislative body meeting in person would present 
imminent risks to the health and safety of attendees; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Board of Directors previously adopted Resolution Number 9285 on 
September 28, 2021, finding that the requisite conditions exist for the legislative bodies of 
Metropolitan to conduct remote teleconference meetings without compliance with paragraph (3) 
of subdivision (b) of section 54953; and  
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WHEREAS, as a condition of extending the use of the provisions found in section 54953(e), the 
Board of Directors must reconsider the circumstances of the state of emergency, and the Board 
of Directors has done so in subsequent Resolutions Numbered 9287, 9288, 9291, and 9292 on 
October 12, 2021, November 9, 2021, November 23, 2021, and December 14, 2021, 
respectively; 
 
WHEREAS, such conditions now persist at Metropolitan, specifically, Governor Newsom’s 
March 4, 2020 Proclamation of A State of Emergency caused by the COVID-19 pandemic; and 
 
WHEREAS, meeting in person would create conditions that would present imminent risks to the 
health and safety of the attendees due to the fact that that: (1) the community transmission rates 
and spread of the COVID-19 Delta and Omicron variants remain high, both nationally and 
locally throughout Metropolitan’s service area, (2) the Delta variant is highly contagious, more 
than two times as contagious as previous variants, (4) data suggests that the Delta variant might 
cause more severe illness than previous variants, (5) the potential for increased transmissibility 
of Omicron variant and the ability of it to evade immunity conferred by past infection or 
vaccination, and (6) the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention is recommending that 
everyone wear a mask in public and in indoor settings; and   
 
WHEREAS, state or local officials continue to impose or recommend measures to promote 
social distancing, including County of Los Angeles Department of Public Health Order issued 
December 31, 2021, providing guidance for indoor masking and implementation of policies and 
practices that support physical distancing where possible; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Board of Directors does hereby find that the conditions described above has 
caused, and will continue to cause, conditions of peril to the safety of persons within 
Metropolitan that are likely to be beyond the control of services, personnel, equipment, and 
facilities of Metropolitan; and 
 
WHEREAS, as a consequence of the state of emergency, the Board of Directors does hereby find 
that the legislative bodies of Metropolitan shall conduct their meetings without compliance with 
paragraph (3) of subdivision (b) of Government Code Section 54953, as authorized by 
subdivision (e) of Section 54953, and that such legislative bodies shall continue to comply with 
the requirements to provide the public with access to the meetings as prescribed in paragraph (2) 
of subdivision (e) of Section 54953; and   
 
WHEREAS, Metropolitan is providing call-in telephonic access for the public to make comment 
and to listen; and providing livestreaming of the meetings over the internet to ensure access for 
the public.  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, the Metropolitan Board of Directors does hereby resolve as follows:  
 
Section 1. Recitals. The Recitals set forth above are true and correct and are incorporated into 
this Resolution by this reference. 
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Section 2. Reconsider the Circumstances of the State of Emergency Persists. The Board of 
Directors hereby reconsiders the conditions of the state of emergency and the Board of Directors 
hereby continues to rely on the Governor of the State of California’s Proclamation of State of 
Emergency, effective as of its issuance date of March 4, 2020. 
 
Section 3. State of Emergency Directly Impacts the Ability to Meet Safely in Person and 
Presents Imminent Risks. The Board hereby proclaims that the State of Emergency continues to 
directly impact the ability of members to meet safely in person and create conditions that would 
present imminent risks to the health and safety of the attendees due to the fact that: (1) the 
community transmission rates and spread of the COVID-19 Delta and Omicron variants remain 
high, both nationally and locally throughout Metropolitan’s service area, (2) the Delta variant is 
highly contagious, more than two times as contagious as previous variants, (4) data suggests that 
the Delta variant might cause more severe illness than previous variants, (5) the potential for 
increased transmissibility of Omicron variant and the ability of it to evade immunity conferred 
by past infection or vaccination, and (6) the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention is 
recommending that everyone wear a mask in public and in indoor settings; and    
 
Section 4. State or Local Officials Continue to Impose or Recommend Measures to promote 
social distancing. The Board hereby acknowledges that state or local officials continue to impose 
or recommend measures to promote social distancing, including County of Los Angeles 
Department of Public Health Order issued September 28, 2021, providing guidance for indoor 
masking and implementation of policies and practices that support physical distancing where 
possible. 
 
Section 5. Remote Teleconference Meetings. The General Manager and legislative bodies of 
Metropolitan are hereby authorized and directed to take all actions necessary to carry out the 
intent and purpose of this Resolution including, conducting open and public meetings in 
accordance with Government Code Section 54953(e) and other applicable provisions of the 
Brown Act. 
 
Section 6. Effective Date of Resolution. This Resolution shall take effect immediately 
upon its adoption and shall be effective until the earlier of (i) February 10, 2022, or such time the 
Board of Directors adopts a subsequent resolution in accordance with Government Code Section 
54953(e)(3) to extend the time during which the legislative bodies of Metropolitan may continue 
to teleconference without compliance with paragraph (3) of subdivision (b) of section 54953. 
 
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 January 11, 2022. 

 
 

  
_______________________________ 
Secretary of the Board of Directors of 

The Metropolitan Water District 
of Southern California 
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THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT 

OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 

RESOLUTION NO. 9295 

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF 

THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 

RELYING ON GOVERNOR NEWSOM’S MARCH 4, 2020 PROCLAMATION OF A 

STATE OF EMERGENCY 

AND RE-AUTHORIZING REMOTE TELECONFERENCE MEETINGS OF THE 

LEGISLATIVE BODIES OF THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA FOR THE PERIOD OF 30 DAYS FROM 

JANUARY 11, 2022 TO FEBRUARY 10, 2022 PURSUANT TO BROWN ACT 

PROVISIONS 

 

WHEREAS, The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (“Metropolitan”) is 

committed to preserving and nurturing public access and participation in meetings of the its 

legislative bodies; and 

 

WHEREAS, all meetings of Metropolitan’s legislative bodies are open and public, as required by 

the Ralph M. Brown Act (Cal. Gov’t Code Sections 54950 – 54963), so that any member of the 

public may attend, participate, and watch the Metropolitan’s legislative bodies conduct their 

business; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Brown Act, Government Code Section 54953(e), makes provisions for remote 

teleconferencing participation in meetings by members of a legislative body, without compliance 

with the requirements of Government Code Section 54953(b)(3), subject to the existence of 

certain conditions; and 

 

WHEREAS, a required condition is that a state of emergency is declared by the Governor 

pursuant to Government Code Section 8625, proclaiming the existence of conditions of disaster 

or of extreme peril to the safety of persons and property within the state caused by conditions as 

described in Government Code Section 8558; and 

 

WHEREAS, a proclamation is made when there is an actual incident, threat of disaster, or 

extreme peril to the safety of persons and property within the jurisdictions that are within the 

Metropolitan’s boundaries, caused by natural, technological, or human-caused disasters; and 

 

WHEREAS, it is further required that state or local officials have imposed or recommended 

measures to promote social distancing, or, the legislative body meeting in person would present 

imminent risks to the health and safety of attendees; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors previously adopted Resolution Number 9285 on 

September 28, 2021, finding that the requisite conditions exist for the legislative bodies of 

Metropolitan to conduct remote teleconference meetings without compliance with paragraph (3) 

of subdivision (b) of section 54953; and 

114



2  

WHEREAS, as a condition of extending the use of the provisions found in section 54953(e), the 

Board of Directors must reconsider the circumstances of the state of emergency, and the Board 

of Directors has done so in subsequent Resolutions Numbered 9287, 9288, 9291, and 9292 on 

October 12, 2021, November 9, 2021, November 23, 2021, and December 14, 2021, 

respectively; 

 

WHEREAS, such conditions now persist at Metropolitan, specifically, Governor Newsom’s 

March 4, 2020 Proclamation of A State of Emergency caused by the COVID-19 pandemic; and 

 

WHEREAS, meeting in person would create conditions that would present imminent risks to the 

health and safety of the attendees due to the fact that that: (1) the community transmission rates 

and spread of the COVID-19 Delta and Omicron variants remain high, both nationally and 

locally throughout Metropolitan’s service area, (2) the Delta variant is highly contagious, more 

than two times as contagious as previous variants, (4) data suggests that the Delta variant might 

cause more severe illness than previous variants, (5) the potential for increased transmissibility 

of Omicron variant and the ability of it to evade immunity conferred by past infection or 

vaccination, and (6) the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention is recommending that 

everyone wear a mask in public and in indoor settings; and 

 

WHEREAS, state or local officials continue to impose or recommend measures to promote 

social distancing, including County of Los Angeles Department of Public Health Order issued 

December 31, 2021, providing guidance for indoor masking and implementation of policies and 

practices that support physical distancing where possible; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors does hereby find that the conditions described above has 

caused, and will continue to cause, conditions of peril to the safety of persons within 

Metropolitan that are likely to be beyond the control of services, personnel, equipment, and 

facilities of Metropolitan; and 

 

WHEREAS, as a consequence of the state of emergency, the Board of Directors does hereby find 

that the legislative bodies of Metropolitan shall conduct their meetings without compliance with 

paragraph (3) of subdivision (b) of Government Code Section 54953, as authorized by 

subdivision (e) of Section 54953, and that such legislative bodies shall continue to comply with 

the requirements to provide the public with access to the meetings as prescribed in paragraph (2) 

of subdivision (e) of Section 54953; and 

 

WHEREAS, Metropolitan is providing call-in telephonic access for the public to make comment 

and to listen; and providing livestreaming of the meetings over the internet to ensure access for 

the public. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Metropolitan Board of Directors does hereby resolve as follows: 

 

Section 1. Recitals. The Recitals set forth above are true and correct and are incorporated into 

this Resolution by this reference. 
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Section 2. Reconsider the Circumstances of the State of Emergency Persists. The Board of 

Directors hereby reconsiders the conditions of the state of emergency and the Board of Directors 

hereby continues to rely on the Governor of the State of California’s Proclamation of State of 

Emergency, effective as of its issuance date of March 4, 2020. 

 

Section 3. State of Emergency Directly Impacts the Ability to Meet Safely in Person and 

Presents Imminent Risks. The Board hereby proclaims that the State of Emergency continues to 

directly impact the ability of members to meet safely in person and create conditions that would 

present imminent risks to the health and safety of the attendees due to the fact that: (1) the 

community transmission rates and spread of the COVID-19 Delta and Omicron variants remain 

high, both nationally and locally throughout Metropolitan’s service area, (2) the Delta variant is 

highly contagious, more than two times as contagious as previous variants, (4) data suggests that 

the Delta variant might cause more severe illness than previous variants, (5) the potential for 

increased transmissibility of Omicron variant and the ability of it to evade immunity conferred 

by past infection or vaccination, and (6) the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention is 

recommending that everyone wear a mask in public and in indoor settings; and 

 

Section 4. State or Local Officials Continue to Impose or Recommend Measures to promote 

social distancing. The Board hereby acknowledges that state or local officials continue to impose 

or recommend measures to promote social distancing, including County of Los Angeles 

Department of Public Health Order issued September 28, 2021, providing guidance for indoor 

masking and implementation of policies and practices that support physical distancing where 

possible. 

 

Section 5. Remote Teleconference Meetings. The General Manager and legislative bodies of 

Metropolitan are hereby authorized and directed to take all actions necessary to carry out the 

intent and purpose of this Resolution including, conducting open and public meetings in 

accordance with Government Code Section 54953(e) and other applicable provisions of the 

Brown Act. 

 

Section 6. Effective Date of Resolution. This Resolution shall take effect immediately 

upon its adoption and shall be effective until the earlier of (i) February 10, 2022, or such time the 

Board of Directors adopts a subsequent resolution in accordance with Government Code Section 

54953(e)(3) to extend the time during which the legislative bodies of Metropolitan may continue 

to teleconference without compliance with paragraph (3) of subdivision (b) of section 54953. 

 

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 January 11, 2022. 
 

 

 
 

Secretary of the Board of Directors of 

The Metropolitan Water District 

of Southern California 
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• Board of Directors 
Engineering and Operations Committee  

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 

7-1 

Subject 
Authorize on-call agreements with Aspen Environmental Group and Environmental Science Associates in 
amounts not to exceed $750,000 per year each, for a maximum of four years for environmental planning services 
to support O&M and board-authorized Capital Investment Plan projects; the General Manager has determined that 
the proposed action is exempt or otherwise not subject to CEQA 

Executive Summary 
Staff utilizes on-call agreements to provide specialized environmental planning services, including biological 
resources, cultural resources, regulatory guidance, and other technical support in compliance with the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and other state and federal environmental laws.  This action authorizes two 
new on-call professional services agreements to Aspen Environmental Group and Environmental Science 
Associates to provide environmental planning support for operations and maintenance (O&M) and capital 
projects.  The recommended annual maximum amount of these agreements is $750,000 each, with a maximum 
duration of four years.  The increased agreement amounts are necessary in light of the increased number of overall 
projects and the increased cost of CEQA studies and document preparation.  On-call agreements are typically 
used for short-term assignments, urgent projects, and projects with specialized technical needs.  

Details 
Background 

Metropolitan’s Board adopts an operating budget biennially that includes planned expenditures for O&M 
activities and capital programs, which are aggregated within the Capital Investment Plan (CIP).  Staff’s approach 
for environmental planning support of O&M activities and capital projects is to use available in-house staff first, 
with professional consultant services used only where appropriate.  This approach maintains a stable, responsive, 
and experienced workforce and is consistent with Metropolitan’s succession planning efforts.  

When resource needs exceed available in-house staffing or require specialized technical expertise, Metropolitan 
uses a combination of project-specific and on-call professional services agreements.  Firms are competitively 
evaluated, resulting in a prequalified list of firms from which both on-call and project-specific agreements are 
executed as project needs are identified.  For capital programs, agreements are typically executed on a project-
specific basis; those agreements over $250,000 are approved individually by the Board.  On-call agreements are 
multi-year agreements with annual not-to-exceed amounts that can be used to support both O&M and capital 
projects through the execution of individual task orders identified and authorized by staff.  These agreements 
provide a higher degree of flexibility and quicker response time to provide environmental planning support as the 
need arises. Generally, the Environmental Planning Section has between 11 and 14 on-call agreements available 
for use at any given time, in the not-to-exceed amount of $250,000 per year. 

Over the next several fiscal years, a number of projects throughout Metropolitan’s service area have been 
identified that will require environmental planning support beyond the level that can be provided by in-house 
staff.  Support will be needed for the preparation of CEQA documentation, regulatory permitting, and other 
specialized services, including technical studies and reports for various environmental resource areas.  The overall 
number of projects and the cost of the studies and document preparation have increased significantly, requiring 
additional contract authority.  Based on the need for consultant support and associated cost for environmental 
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support for the anticipated workload, staff recommends executing agreements with Aspen Environmental Group 
and Environmental Sciences Associates with not-to-exceed amounts of $750,000 in order to minimize the number 
of agreements executed and to lower administrative costs associated with executing and administering separate 
agreements. 

In support of Metropolitan’s goal of increasing business opportunities for Small Business Enterprise (SBE) firms, 
staff establishes SBE participation levels for the majority of professional services agreements.  The only 
exceptions are for highly specialized areas of expertise, or for the uncommon occasions when sub-consulting 
opportunities are limited.  

Agreements for Environmental Planning Services – Aspen Environmental Group and Environmental 
Science Associates 

Request for Qualifications (RFQ) No. 1265 was issued in April 2021 to establish a pool of qualified firms to 
support projects related to Metropolitan’s conveyance, distribution, storage, and treatment facilities and to replace 
on-call agreements expiring in February 2022.  Environmental services to be provided under the agreements were 
identified in the RFQ and included support in five categories: biological resources management, cultural resources 
management, regulatory permitting and guidance, general on-call environmental planning services, and 
environmental planning support for specific future CIP and/or special projects.  Twenty-eight firms submitted 
Statements of Qualifications, which were evaluated on key personnel, past and ongoing project performance, 
work methodology, and business outreach program. Based on the evaluation process for RFQ No. 1265, two 
firms, Aspen Environmental Group and Environmental Science Associates are recommended for award of 
agreements in an amount not to exceed $750,000 each per contract year based on staff’s current assessment of 
technical resources needed to support planned O&M and capital projects over the next four years. Additional on-
call agreements will be awarded under the General Manager’s authority in an amount not to exceed $250,000 per 
contract year. 

This action authorizes on-call agreements with Aspen Environmental Group and Environmental Science 
Associates in an amount not to exceed $750,000 each per contract year.  The maximum duration of the 
agreements will be four years.  Funding for the work to be assigned to the consultants under on-call agreements is 
available within Metropolitan’s biennial budget.  No work is guaranteed to the consultants under these 
agreements.  For each of the agreements, Metropolitan has established an SBE participation level of at least 
25 percent of the amount of the agreement.  Aspen Environmental Group is an established SBE firm, and 
Environmental Science Associates has committed to meet this level of participation. 

Alternatives Considered 

Staff considered continuing to execute all on-call roll-over agreements in an amount not to exceed $250,000 per 
contract year; however, this practice necessitates executing a new agreement for all projects that exceed the 
annual roll-over agreement limit.  Given the expected higher than average workload over the next four years, the 
anticipated number of projects that will require more complex environmental documents, and the increasing costs 
associated with preparation of environmental documentation, this alternative was not selected as it would forgo an 
opportunity to reduce the number of agreements executed and miss an opportunity to lower administrative costs 
associated with executing and administering separate agreements. 

Summary 

This action authorizes on-call agreements with Aspen Environmental Group and Environmental Science 
Associates in an amount not to exceed $750,000 each per contract year.  

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  
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California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
CEQA determination for Option #1: 

The proposed action is not defined as a project under CEQA because it involves the creation of government 
funding mechanisms or other government fiscal activities that do not involve any commitment to any specific 
project which may result in a potentially significant physical impact on the environment (Public Resources Code 
21065; Section 15378(b)(4) of the State CEQA Guidelines).  In addition, where it can be seen with certainty that 
there is no possibility that the proposed action in question may have a significant effect on the environment, the 
proposed action is not subject to CEQA (Section 15061(b)(3) of the State CEQA Guidelines).  

CEQA determination for Option #2: 

None required 

Board Options 
Option #1 

Authorize on-call agreements with Aspen Environmental Group and Environmental Science Associates, in an 
amount not to exceed $750,000 per year each, for a maximum of four years for environmental planning 
services to support O&M and board-authorized Capital Investment Plan projects.  
Fiscal Impact:  Up to a maximum of $750,000 per year for four years; however, funding for the work to be 
assigned to the consultants under on-call agreements and performed this biennium is already authorized in the 
biennial budgets.  Future costs will be accounted for and appropriated under subsequent biennial budgets. In 
addition, no work is guaranteed to the consultants under these agreements. 
Business Analysis:  Contracting with multiple firms provides flexibility and an efficient means for 
Metropolitan to obtain needed technical services and specialized expertise to support the completion of capital 
projects in accordance with board-adopted schedules.  On-call agreements with higher not-to-exceed amounts 
reduce administrative costs associated with multiple, smaller agreements and provide additional flexibility to 
address urgent projects quickly. 

Option #2 
Do not authorize on-call agreements at this time. 
Fiscal Impact:  None 
Business Analysis: Under this option, Metropolitan staff would request board authorization for agreements 
on a project-specific basis or would execute smaller agreements less than $250,000 per contract year.  This 
option would forgo an opportunity to reduce administrative costs or address urgent projects promptly. 

Staff Recommendation 
Option #1 
 

 12/22/2021 
Shane Chapman 
Assistant General Manager Operations 

Date 

 

 

 

 12/27/2021 
Adel Hagekhalil 
General Manager 

Date 

 
Ref# cao12681114 
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Authorize four-year on-call agreements in an amount NTE 
$750K/year each

Aspen Environmental Group

Environmental Science Associates
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Rely on in-house labor to fullest extent 
possible

Use consultants:

When resource needs exceed 
available staffing

Specialized technical expertise / skills

Preparation of complex 
environmental documentation
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Project Specific Agreements 

For extended duration or larger projects

Approved individually by the Board over $250K

On-Call Agreements (Subject of This Action)

Multi-year with NTE amounts

Typically utilized for shorter-term assignments & urgent 
projects

Allows for flexibility & expedited project delivery 

Reduces administrative costs
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Issued in April 2021 to establish list of pre-qualified firms to 
replace on-call agreements expiring in February 2022

Covered services in 5 categories:

Biological resources management

Cultural resources management

Regulatory permitting/guidance

General on-call environmental planning services

Future CIP and/or special projects
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Services to be provided include:

Technical resource studies
Air Quality

Biological

Cultural

CEQA documentation

Regulatory permit applications

Construction monitoring

GHG Emissions

Noise

Traffic
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2 on-call agreements NTE $750,000/year 

Aspen Environmental Group

Environmental Science Associates

Additional on-call agreements will be awarded for NTE 
$250,000/year under General Manager authority
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No project approvals are requested 
in this action

No work guaranteed to consultants

Limit on annual maximum 
expenditure amount

Agreements expire after 4 years
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Option #1

Authorize on-call agreements with Aspen Environmental Group 
and Environmental Science Associates, in an amount not to 
exceed $750,000 per year each, for a maximum of four years 
for environmental planning services to support O&M and 
board-authorized Capital Investment Plan projects.

Option #2

Do not authorize on-call agreements at this time.
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Option #1

129



130



 

• Board of Directors 
Engineering and Operations Committee  

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 

7-2 

Subject 
Award a $1,936,977 contract to All American Asphalt for pavement rehabilitation at the Robert A. Skinner Water 
Treatment Plant; the General Manager has determined that the proposed action is exempt or otherwise not subject 
to CEQA 

Executive Summary 
Metropolitan has an ongoing program to provide timely pavement maintenance and repairs at facilities within 
Metropolitan’s service areas.  Over the past 45 years, the service roads and paved areas around the Skinner plant 
have received heavy use by Metropolitan forces and construction contractors.  As a result, portions of these paved 
areas now exhibit extensive surface and sub-base deterioration.  This action awards a construction contract to 
rehabilitate approximately 430,000 square feet of existing deteriorated asphalt pavement in and around the Robert 
A. Skinner Water Treatment Plant (Skinner plant). 

Details 
Background 

The Skinner plant commenced service in 1976 and currently has a capacity of 350 million gallons per day (mgd). 
It delivers a blend of waters from the Colorado River and State Water Project to Eastern Municipal Water District, 
Western Municipal Water District of Riverside County, and the San Diego County Water Authority.  The plant is 
located north of Temecula in Riverside County. 

Over the past 45 years, the paved roads around the Skinner plant have begun to deteriorate due to aging and 
surface wear.  The roads are used to perform routine operation and maintenance activities and have received 
heavy use during rehabilitation efforts by Metropolitan forces and construction contractors.  The deteriorated 
pavement exhibits raveling caused by wear and tear under traffic loads, surface deterioration, and fatigue and edge 
cracking caused by saturated subgrades from poor drainage and standing water.  Staff recommends that the 
existing deteriorated paving be removed, grading be performed to improve drainage, and asphalt paving be 
installed to provide all-weather paved surfaces for the Skinner area facilities.  In areas where the deterioration is 
not as severe, staff recommends that slurry seal coating be applied to extend the life of the paved area.  

In accordance with the April 2020 action on the biennial budget for Fiscal Years 2020/21 and 2021/22, the 
General Manager will authorize staff to proceed with rehabilitation of the asphalt concrete pavement at the 
Skinner plant, pending board award of the contract described below.  Based on the current Capital Investment 
Plan (CIP) expenditure forecast, funds for the work to be performed, pursuant to this action during the current 
biennium, are available within the Capital Investment Plan Appropriation for Fiscal Years 2020/21 and 2021/22 
(Appropriation No. 15519).  Funds required for work to be performed pursuant to the subject contract after fiscal 
year 2021/22 will be budgeted within the Capital Investment Plan Appropriation for Fiscal Years 2022/23 and 
2023/24.  This project has been reviewed in accordance with Metropolitan’s CIP prioritization criteria and was 
approved by Metropolitan’s CIP evaluation team to be included in the System Reliability Program. 

Skinner Facility Area Paving – Construction 

The scope of the construction contract work consists of the rehabilitation of approximately 430,000 square feet of 
asphalt pavement in and around the Skinner plant, which includes removing the existing pavement, placing new 
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asphalt pavement, and applying slurry seal on existing portions of asphalt pavement that do not need to be 
completely replaced.  Metropolitan forces will perform surveying, conduct soil and concrete tests as required, and 
establish traffic controls to reroute onsite chemical deliveries and traffic.  

A total of $2.88 million has been budgeted for this work.  In addition to the amount of the contract described 
below, other funds to be allocated include $280,000 for construction inspection; $210,000 for Metropolitan force 
activities as described above; $155,000 for submittals review, technical support during construction, responding 
to requests for information, and preparation of record drawings; $149,000 for contract administration, 
environmental monitoring, and project management; and $149,023 for the remaining budget.   

Attachment 1 provides the allocation of the required funds.  The total estimated cost of the Skinner Facility Area 
Paving, including the amount allocated to date and funds allocated for the work described in this action, is 
approximately $3.21 million.   

Award of Construction Contract (All American Asphalt) 

Specification No. 1984 to rehabilitate the asphalt paving at the Skinner plant was advertised for bids on 
October 22, 2021.  As shown in Attachment 2, five bids were received and opened on December 2, 2021.  The 
low bid from All American Asphalt in the amount of $1,936,977 complies with the requirements of the 
specifications.  The other bids ranged from approximately $2.1 million to $2.6 million, while the engineer’s 
estimate for this project was $3.15 million.  Staff attributes the difference between the engineer’s estimate and the 
bids received to the highly competitive construction market for asphalt rehabilitation.  For this contract, 
Metropolitan established a Small Business Enterprise participation level of at least 25 percent of the bid amount.  
All American Asphalt has agreed to meet this level of participation.  This action awards a $1,936,977 contract to 
All American Asphalt for the rehabilitation of asphalt paving at the Skinner plant.   

As described above, Metropolitan staff will perform construction management and inspection.  Engineering 
Services’ performance metric target range for inspection of projects with construction less than $3 million is 
12 to 15 percent.  For this project, the performance metric goal for inspection is 13 percent of the total 
construction cost ($2,146,977), which includes the construction contract ($1,936,977) and Metropolitan force 
construction ($210,000).  The subcontractors for this contract are listed in Attachment 3.   

Alternatives Considered 

Staff considered addressing pavement rehabilitation by issuing multiple contracts, with each contract addressing 
specific regions of the Skinner plant.  This approach would minimize operational impacts; however, it would be 
more expensive due to the multiple design, advertisement, and contractor mobilization efforts that would be 
undertaken.  The current approach expeditiously addresses the significant deterioration of the existing asphalt 
pavement at the Skinner plant in the most cost-effective manner.  Finally, staff assessed alternatives to rehabilitate 
pavement areas that were not significantly deteriorated but needed some improvements to extend the useful life.  
In these areas, a slurry seal application will be used, instead of replacing the pavement.  This approach provides a 
cost-effective alternative when compared to a complete pavement removal/replacement in areas where 
deterioration is not severe.  

Summary 

This action awards a $1,936,977 contract to All American Asphalt for the rehabilitation of asphalt pavement at the 
Skinner plant.  See Attachment 1 for the Allocation of Funds, Attachment 2 for the Abstract of Bids, 
Attachment 3 for the listing of Subcontractors for Low Bidder, and Attachment 4 for the Location Map.   

Project Milestone 

September 2022 – Completion of construction 

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

Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 8140: Competitive Procurement 

Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 11104: Delegation of Responsibilities  
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By Minute Item 49512, dated August 20, 2013, Metropolitan’s Board authorized preliminary design of the 
pavement repairs at Skinner area facilities. 

By Minute Item 51963, dated April 13, 2020, the Board appropriated a total of $500 million for projects identified 
in the Capital Investment Plan for Fiscal Years 2020/21 and 2021/22. 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
CEQA determination for Option #1:  

The proposed action is categorically exempt under the provisions of CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines.  In 
particular, the proposed action consists of awarding a construction contract and modifying existing public 
facilities with negligible or no expansion of existing or former use and no possibility of significantly impacting 
the physical environment.  In addition, the proposed action includes the replacement and reconstruction of 
existing structures and facilities where the new structure will be located on the same site and as the structure 
replaced and will have the same purpose and capacity as the structure replaced.  Further, the proposed action 
includes 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.  Accordingly, the proposed 
action qualifies under Class 1 and Class 4 Categorical Exemptions (Sections 15301 and 15304 of the State CEQA 
Guidelines). 

CEQA determination for Option #2:  

None required 

Board Options 
Option #1 

Award a $1,936,977 contract to All American Asphalt for the rehabilitation of asphalt pavement at the 
Skinner plant. 
Fiscal Impact:  Expenditure of $2.88 million in capital funds.  Approximately $1.8 million will be incurred 
in the current biennium and have been previously authorized. 
Business Analysis:  This option will protect Metropolitan’s assets and help maintain reliability of the plant. 

Option #2 
Do not proceed with the project at this time. 
Fiscal Impact:  None 
Business Analysis:  Under this option, staff will continue to assess the condition of the deteriorated 
pavement, which may lead to higher repair costs in the future. 
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Staff Recommendation 
Option #1 
 
 

 12/16/2021 
John V. Bednarski 
Manager/Chief Engineer 
Engineering Services 

Date 

 

 

 12/21/2021 
Adel Hagekhalil  
General Manager 

Date 

  

 

Attachment 1 – Allocation of Funds 
Attachment 2 – Abstract of Bids 
Attachment 3 – Subcontractors for Low Bidder 
Attachment 4 – Location Map 
Ref# es01112022 
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Allocation of Funds for Pavement Rehabilitation at the Skinner plant  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 
 
The total amount expended to date for pavement rehabilitation at the Skinner plant is approximately $330,000.  The total 
estimated cost to complete the pavement rehabilitation, including the amount appropriated to date, and funds allocated for the 
work described in this action, is $3.21 million.   
 
 

Current Board                         
Action 

(Jan. 2021)
Labor

Studies & Investigations -$                              
Final Design -                               
Owner Costs (Program mgmt., 149,000                     
   envir. monitoring)
Submittals Review & Record Drwgs. 155,000                     
Construction Inspection & Support 280,000                     
Metropolitan Force Construction 170,000                     

Materials & Supplies -                               
Incidental Expenses 40,000                       
Professional/Technical Services -                               
Right-of-Way -                               
Equipment Use -                               
Contracts -                               

All American Asphalt 1,936,977                  
Remaining Budget 149,023                     

Total 2,880,000$                
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The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California 
 

Abstract of Bids Received on December 2, 2021, at 2:00 P.M. 
 

Specifications No. 1984 
Robert A. Skinner Water Treatment Plant 

 Facility Area Paving 
 

The work consists of the rehabilitation of approximately 430,000 square feet of asphalt concrete, which includes 
removing the existing asphalt and placing new asphalt, and applying slurry seal on existing asphalt.    
 
Engineer’s estimate: $3,150,000 
 

Bidder and Location Total SBE $ SBE % Met SBE1 

All American Asphalt 
Corona, CA 

$1,936,977 $493,854 25.5 Yes 

Calmex Engineering, Inc. 
Bloomington, CA 

$2,139,946 - - - 

Asphalt, Fabric, & Engineering, Inc. 
Signal Hill, CA 

$2,311,000 - - - 

ATP General Engineering Contractors 
San Diego, CA 

$2,356,514 - - - 

Griffith Company 
Santa Fe Springs, CA 

$2,585,164 - - - 

 
1 Small Business Enterprise (SBE) participation level established at 25% for this contract. 
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The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California 

 
Subcontractors for Low Bidder 

 
Specifications No. 1984 

Robert A. Skinner Water Treatment Plant 
 Facility Area Paving 

 
 
Low bidder:  All American Asphalt 

 
Subcontractor and Location 

Cal Stripe, Inc.  
Colton, CA  
CL Surveying and Mapping, Inc. 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 
Mission Paving & Sealing 
Irwindale, CA 
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Award a $1,936,977 contract to All American Asphalt for 
pavement rehabilitation at the Robert A. Skinner Water 
Treatment Plant
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[callout]

Skinner Water 
Treatment Plant
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Deteriorated surfaces  
after 45 years of service

Many areas are original 
asphalt installations

Uneven/eroded surfaces,  
potholes, cracks & raveling

Deterioration caused by:
O&M activities & 
construction activities

Poor drainage  

Skinner Plant Lower Patrol Road 
Deterioration
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Storage Bldg.

Finished Water 
Reservoir

Admin Bldg.

Skinner Dam Road

Lower Patrol Road

Areas of 
pavement 

rehabilitation

Treatment Modules
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Issue multiple construction contracts

Would incur more cost due to multiple designs, 
advertisements, & construction mobilizations

Selected alternative – single contract

Expeditiously addresses asphalt deterioration in cost-effective 
manner

Utilizes alternative asphalt pavement restoration methods 
based on deterioration conditions
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Rehabilitate approximately 430,000 square feet of asphalt 
pavement

Remove existing pavement

Install new or re-compacted existing crushed aggregate base

Install new asphalt pavement

Perform concrete drainage improvements

Install new traffic striping

Apply sealcoat on existing asphalt pavement to preserve less 
damaged areas
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Force construction

Perform soil & material testing, & surveying

Establish traffic control

Conduct construction inspection

Perform submittal reviews & prepare record drawings

Provide project management, contract admin., & environmental 
monitoring 
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Specifications No. 1984

Bids Received December 2, 2021

No. of Bidders 5

Low Bidder All American Asphalt

Low Bid $1,936,977

Range of Higher Bids $2,100,000 to $2,600,000

Engineer’s estimate $3,150,000

SBE Participation* 25.5%

*SBE (Small Business Enterprise) participation level set at 25%
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Contract

All American Asphalt $1,936,977

Labor

Program mgmt., contract admin. & envir. monitoring 149,000

Force construction     170,000

Const. inspection & support 280,000

Submittal review & record drwgs. 155,000

Materials & Incidentals 40,000

Remaining Budget 149,023

Total $2,880,000
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Project

Skinner Facility Area Paving

Construction Board Action

Completion
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Option #1

Award a $1,936,977 contract to All American Asphalt for the 
rehabilitation of asphalt pavement at the Skinner plant.

Option #2

Do not proceed with the project at this time.
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Option #1
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• Board of Directors 
Organization, Personnel and Technology Committee 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 

7-3 

Subject 
Approve The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California's salary schedules pursuant to CalPERS 
regulations; the General Manager has determined that the proposed action is exempt or otherwise not subject to 
CEQA 

Executive Summary 
Pursuant to the California Code of Regulations, Section 570.5, Metropolitan’s Board of Directors is required to 
approve an annual Salary Schedule, meeting specific requirements as outlined in the Code. 

Details 
Background 

Pursuant to CalPERS regulations, California Code of Regulations, Section 570.5, employee salaries must be 
delineated in a salary schedule that meets the following requirements: 

1. Approved and adopted by the employer’s governing body according to the requirements of applicable 
public meeting laws. 

2. Identifies the position title for every employee position. 
3. Shows pay rate for each identified position, which may be stated as a single amount or amounts within a 

range. 
4. Indicates the time base. 
5. Is posted at the office of the employer or immediately accessible and available for public review from the 

employer during normal business hours or posted on the employer’s internet website. 
6. Indicates an effective date and date of any revisions. 
7. Is retained by the employer and available for public inspection for not less than five years. 
8. Does not reference another document in lieu of disclosing the pay rate. 
 

To comply with these requirements, The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California’s Salary Schedules 
for the following dates are attached for the Board’s approval. 

Effective date: 

• June 27, 2021 (Attachment 1) 

The approval of these salary schedules will ensure Metropolitan’s compliance with the Code, the negotiated 
MOU’s, and Administrative Codes.  This will also ensure employee’s retirement calculations will be based on the 
appropriate rate of pay. 
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Policy 
Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 6207: Positions Authorized 

Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 6208: Pay Rate Administration 

Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 6500: Hourly Pay Rate Schedule 

Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 11104: Delegations of Responsibilities 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
CEQA determination for Option #1: 

The proposed action is not defined as a project under CEQA (Public Resources Code Section 21065, State CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15378) because the proposed action will not cause either a direct physical change in the 
environment or a reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment and involves continuing 
administrative activities, such as general policy and procedure making (Section 15378(b)(2) of the State CEQA 
Guidelines).  In addition, the proposed action is not defined as a project under CEQA because it involves the 
creation of government funding mechanisms or other government fiscal activities which do not involve any 
commitment to any specific project which may result in a potentially significant physical impact on the 
environment (Section 15378(b)(4) of the State CEQA Guidelines). 

CEQA determination for Option #2: 

None required 

Board Options 
Option #1 

Approve the attached salary schedules pursuant to CalPERS regulations. 
Fiscal Impact: There is no fiscal impact associated with this board action. 
Business Analysis: If approved, Metropolitan will be in compliance with California Code of Regulations, 
Section 570.5 and the negotiated MOU’s. 

Option #2 
Do not approve the salary schedules. 
Fiscal Impact: None 
Business Analysis: If not approved, Metropolitan will not be in compliance with California Code of 
Regulations, Section 570.5 and the negotiated MOUs. 

Staff Recommendation 
Option #1 

12/27/2021 
Diane Pitman 
Human Resources Group Manager 

Date 

12/27/2021 
Adel Hagekhalil 
General Manager 

Date 

Attachment 1 – Metropolitan Water District of Southern California Salary Schedule effective 
June 27, 2021 

Ref# hr 12677713 
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YA01 Accountant 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
VA01 Accounting Tech I 029 $ 27.16- 35.76 $ 4,708- 6,198 $ 56,493- 74,381 02
VA02 Accounting Tech II 034 $ 31.18- 41.00 $ 5,405- 7,107 $ 64,854- 85,280 02
Z27 * Accounts Payable Administrator 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 04
Z69 * Accounts Receivable Adminstr 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 04
YA04 Admin Analyst 044 $ 41.00- 54.00 $ 7,107- 9,360 $ 85,280-112,320 02
YC01 Admin Analyst I (C) 039 $ 35.76- 47.02 $ 6,198- 8,150 $ 74,381- 97,802 05
YC02 Admin Analyst II (C) 042 $ 38.81- 51.13 $ 6,727- 8,863 $ 80,725-106,350 05
YC03 * Admin Analyst III (C) 045 $ 42.16- 55.52 $ 7,308- 9,623 $ 87,693-115,482 05
VA04 Admin Assistant I 031 $ 28.68- 37.75 $ 4,971- 6,543 $ 59,654- 78,520 02
VC01 Admin Assistant I (C) 031 $ 28.68- 37.75 $ 4,971- 6,543 $ 59,654- 78,520 05
VA05 Admin Assistant II 035 $ 32.09- 42.16 $ 5,562- 7,308 $ 66,747- 87,693 02
VC02 Admin Assistant II (C) 035 $ 32.09- 42.16 $ 5,562- 7,308 $ 66,747- 87,693 05
VA06 Admin Assistant III 039 $ 35.76- 47.02 $ 6,198- 8,150 $ 74,381- 97,802 02
VC03 Admin Assistant III (C) 039 $ 35.76- 47.02 $ 6,198- 8,150 $ 74,381- 97,802 05
UA04 Admin Secretary 037 $ 33.84- 44.54 $ 5,866- 7,720 $ 70,387- 92,643 02
PM034 * Agricultural Liaison 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 04
937 Aircraft Pilot 046 $ 43.30- 57.04 $ 7,505- 9,887 $ 90,064-118,643 03
TA12 Aqueduct & Power Dispatcher 045 $ 42.16- 55.52 $ 7,308- 9,623 $ 87,693-115,482 02
T11 Aqueduct Pump Specialist 046 $ 43.30- 57.04 $ 7,505- 9,887 $ 90,064-118,643 02
YC62 * Assistant Ethics Officer 063 $ 68.83- 89.98 $11,931-15,597 $143,166-187,158 05
YA08 Assoc Biologist 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
YA16 Assoc Chemist 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
YC18 * Assoc Dpty General Counsel (C) 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 05
YA26 Assoc Engineer 050 $ 48.38- 63.51 $ 8,386-11,008 $100,630-132,101 02
YA30 Assoc Environmental Specialist 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
YA51 Assoc IT Proj Contr Specialist 039 $ 35.76- 47.02 $ 6,198- 8,150 $ 74,381- 97,802 02
YA71 Assoc Limnologist 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
YA76 Assoc Microbiologist 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
YA84 Assoc Proj Controls Specialist 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
YA97 Assoc Resource Specialist 049 $ 47.02- 61.85 $ 8,150-10,721 $ 97,802-128,648 02
WC02 Assoc Security Specialist (C) 049 $ 47.02- 61.85 $ 8,150-10,721 $ 97,802-128,648 05
YA100 Assoc Water Quality Specialist 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
YA07 Asst Biologist 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
YC63 * Asst Board Administrator 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 05
YA15 Asst Chemist 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
YA24 Asst Engineer I 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
YA25 Asst Engineer II 046 $ 43.30- 57.04 $ 7,505- 9,887 $ 90,064-118,643 02
YA28 Asst Env Specialist I 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
YA29 Asst Env Specialist II 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
Z12 * Asst GM Strategic Wtr Initiatv 093 $119.44-163.17 $20,703-28,283 $248,435-339,394 01
985 * Asst General Auditor 081 $ 86.25-117.85 $14,950-20,427 $179,400-245,128 01
032 * Asst General Counsel 086 $ 98.77-134.92 $17,120-23,386 $205,442-280,634 01
Z55 * Asst General Counsel (C) 078 $102.89-134.92 $17,834-23,386 $214,011-280,634 05
024 * Asst General Manager/CAO 093 $119.44-163.17 $20,703-28,283 $248,435-339,394 01
Z14 * Asst General Manager/CEAO 093 $119.44-163.17 $20,703-28,283 $248,435-339,394 01
006 * Asst General Manager/CFO 093 $119.44-163.17 $20,703-28,283 $248,435-339,394 01
002 * Asst General Manager/COO 094 $122.68-167.68 $21,265-29,065 $255,174-348,774 01
Z02 * Asst Group Manager 085 $ 96.13-131.31 $16,663-22,760 $199,950-273,125 01
YA50 Asst IT Proj Contrl Specialist 033 $ 30.30- 39.91 $ 5,252- 6,918 $ 63,024- 83,013 02
YA70 Asst Limnologist 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
YA75 Asst Microbiologist 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
YA83 Asst Proj Controls Specialist 033 $ 30.30- 39.91 $ 5,252- 6,918 $ 63,024- 83,013 02
YA95 Asst Resource Specialist I 042 $ 38.81- 51.13 $ 6,727- 8,863 $ 80,725-106,350 02
YA96 Asst Resource Specialist II 045 $ 42.16- 55.52 $ 7,308- 9,623 $ 87,693-115,482 02
Z04C * Asst Section Manager II (C) 067 $ 76.59-100.14 $13,276-17,358 $159,307-208,291 05
TA15 Asst System Operator 041 $ 37.75- 49.67 $ 6,543- 8,609 $ 78,520-103,314 02
295 * Asst Treasurer 057 $ 58.60- 76.59 $10,157-13,276 $121,888-159,307 04
Z52 * Asst Unit Mgr-Conveyance&Distr 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
YA99 Asst Water Quality Specialist 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
Z32 * Audit Administrator 073 $ 69.47- 94.87 $12,041-16,444 $144,498-197,330 01
Z29 * Bay-Delta Initiatives Manager 086 $ 98.77-134.92 $17,120-23,386 $205,442-280,634 01
Z68 * Bay-Delta InitiativesPolicyMgr 085 $ 96.13-131.31 $16,663-22,760 $199,950-273,125 01
YA09 Biologist 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
Z64 * Board Administrator 072 $ 67.61- 92.39 $11,719-16,014 $140,629-192,171 01
U04 * Board Executive Secretary 066 $ 57.67- 78.63 $ 9,996-13,629 $119,954-163,550 01
YC06 * Board Specialist (C) 045 $ 42.16- 55.52 $ 7,308- 9,623 $ 87,693-115,482 05
Z65 * Budget and Treasury Manager 081 $ 86.25-117.85 $14,950-20,427 $179,400-245,128 01
Z09 * Business Outreach Manager 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 04
YA12 Buyer I 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
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YA13 Buyer II 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
YA17 Chemist 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
SA06 Chief Cook 024 $ 23.62- 31.18 $ 4,094- 5,405 $ 49,130- 64,854 02
Y08 * Chief Deputy General Counsel 085 $ 96.13-131.31 $16,663-22,760 $199,950-273,125 01
YC21 * Chief Dpty General Counsel (C) 074 $ 92.39-121.05 $16,014-20,982 $192,171-251,784 05
XA47 Chief Photographer 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
XA65 Chief Videographer 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
122 Chief of Party 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 03
Z42 * Class & Comp Manager 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 05
SA04 Commercial Truck Driver A 037 $ 33.84- 44.54 $ 5,866- 7,720 $ 70,387- 92,643 02
SA05A Commercial Truck Driver B 037 $ 33.84- 44.54 $ 5,866- 7,720 $ 70,387- 92,643 02
XA01A Construction Inspector I 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
XA02A Construction Inspector II 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
XA03A Construction Inspector III 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
XA04A Construction Inspector IV 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 02
XA05A Construction Inspector V 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 02
Z36 * Controller 072 $ 87.57-114.69 $15,179-19,880 $182,146-238,555 05
T04 Conveyance&Distrbtn Specialist 047 $ 44.54- 58.60 $ 7,720-10,157 $ 92,643-121,888 02
XA06 Crane Certification Tech I 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
XA07 Crane Certification Tech II 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
XA09 Cross Connection Technician 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
PM030 * Debt Management Specialist 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 04
YA20 Deputy Auditor I 031 $ 28.68- 37.75 $ 4,971- 6,543 $ 59,654- 78,520 02
YA21 Deputy Auditor II 036 $ 32.98- 43.30 $ 5,717- 7,505 $ 68,598- 90,064 02
YA22 Deputy Auditor III 045 $ 42.16- 55.52 $ 7,308- 9,623 $ 87,693-115,482 02
Z57 * Deputy General Auditor 077 $ 77.36-105.72 $13,409-18,325 $160,909-219,898 01
YC19 * Deputy General Counsel (C) 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 05
VA07 Deputy Treasurer 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
XA11 Designer I 032 $ 29.51- 38.81 $ 5,115- 6,727 $ 61,381- 80,725 02
XA12 Designer II 035 $ 32.09- 42.16 $ 5,562- 7,308 $ 66,747- 87,693 02
XA13 Designer III 039 $ 35.76- 47.02 $ 6,198- 8,150 $ 74,381- 97,802 02
Z41 * Director of Info Tech Services 072 $ 87.57-114.69 $15,179-19,880 $182,146-238,555 04
T14 Diver-Inland Commercial 047 $ 44.54- 58.60 $ 7,720-10,157 $ 92,643-121,888 02
YC61 * DptyEthicsOfcr Adv,Comp&Policy 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 05
YC60 * DptyEthicsOfcr Inv,Outrch&Educ 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 05
Z25 * EEO Manager 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 05
YC25 EHS Field Specialist I (C) 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 05
YC26 EHS Field Specialist II (C) 045 $ 42.16- 55.52 $ 7,308- 9,623 $ 87,693-115,482 05
YC27 EHS Field Specialist III (C) 050 $ 48.38- 63.51 $ 8,386-11,008 $100,630-132,101 05
T12 Electrical Specialist 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
168 * Electronic Tech Supervisor 055 $ 55.52- 72.54 $ 9,623-12,574 $115,482-150,883 03
YC42 * Employee Relations Specialist 051 $ 49.67- 65.25 $ 8,609-11,310 $103,314-135,720 05
YA27 Engineer 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 02
XA20A Engineering Tech I 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
XA21A Engineering Tech II 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
XA22A Engineering Tech III 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
YA31 Environmental Specialist 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 02
Z59 * Equal Emp Compliance&Policy Co 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 05
Z16 * Ethics Officer FR $247,000 00
YC35 * Ethics Policy Analyst 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 05
VC04 Executive Assistant I (C) 044 $ 41.00- 54.00 $ 7,107- 9,360 $ 85,280-112,320 05
VC05 Executive Assistant II (C) 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 05
VC13 * Executive Assistant to the GC 051 $ 49.67- 65.25 $ 8,609-11,310 $103,314-135,720 05
VC14 * Executive Assistant to the GM 051 $ 49.67- 65.25 $ 8,609-11,310 $103,314-135,720 05
021 * Executive Legislative Rep 081 $ 86.25-117.85 $14,950-20,427 $179,400-245,128 01
Z56 * Executive Legislative Rep (C) 073 $ 89.98-117.85 $15,597-20,427 $187,158-245,128 05
061 * Executive Secretary 051 $ 49.67- 65.25 $ 8,609-11,310 $103,314-135,720 04
017 * Executive Strategist 073 $ 89.98-117.85 $15,597-20,427 $187,158-245,128 05
SA07 Facilities Maint Assistant 029 $ 27.16- 35.76 $ 4,708- 6,198 $ 56,493- 74,381 02
TA14 Facilities Maint Mechanic 037 $ 33.84- 44.54 $ 5,866- 7,720 $ 70,387- 92,643 02
YA32 Fleet Coordinator 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
VA17 Fleet Dispatch Coordinator 035 $ 32.09- 42.16 $ 5,562- 7,308 $ 66,747- 87,693 02
VA16 Fleet Dispatcher 031 $ 28.68- 37.75 $ 4,971- 6,543 $ 59,654- 78,520 02
041 * General Auditor FR $287,373 00
031 * General Counsel FR $358,363 00
706 General Maintenance Asst 021 $ 21.78- 28.68 $ 3,775- 4,971 $ 45,302- 59,654 02
001 * General Manager FR $434,990 00
YC22 * Government&Regional Aff Rep(C) 052 $ 51.13- 66.98 $ 8,863-11,610 $106,350-139,318 05
YA37 Graphic Arts Designer 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
XA24 Graphic Technician I 034 $ 31.18- 41.00 $ 5,405- 7,107 $ 64,854- 85,280 02
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XA25 Graphic Technician II 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
XA26 Graphic Technician III 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
SA08 Grounds Maintenance Worker 029 $ 27.16- 35.76 $ 4,708- 6,198 $ 56,493- 74,381 02
Z01 * Group Manager 086 $ 98.77-134.92 $17,120-23,386 $205,442-280,634 01
Z60 * Group Manager-Engineering Svcs 089 $107.10-146.42 $18,564-25,379 $222,768-304,554 01
Z58 * Group Manager-External Affairs 086 $ 98.77-134.92 $17,120-23,386 $205,442-280,634 01
Z54 * Group Manager-Human Resources 086 $ 98.77-134.92 $17,120-23,386 $205,442-280,634 01
Z66 * Group Manager-Info Technology 088 $104.27-142.46 $18,073-24,693 $216,882-296,317 01
Z61 * Group Manager-Real Property 086 $ 98.77-134.92 $17,120-23,386 $205,442-280,634 01
Z62 * Group Manager-Water Resrc Mgmt 088 $104.27-142.46 $18,073-24,693 $216,882-296,317 01
Z63 * Group Manager-Water System Ops 089 $107.10-146.42 $18,564-25,379 $222,768-304,554 01
VC06 HR Assistant I (C) 031 $ 28.68- 37.75 $ 4,971- 6,543 $ 59,654- 78,520 05
VC07 HR Assistant II (C) 035 $ 32.09- 42.16 $ 5,562- 7,308 $ 66,747- 87,693 05
VC08 HR Assistant III (C) 039 $ 35.76- 47.02 $ 6,198- 8,150 $ 74,381- 97,802 05
UMA03 * HR Strategic Partner 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 05
Z40 * HRIS Manager 063 $ 68.83- 89.98 $11,931-15,597 $143,166-187,158 05
YC30 Human Resources Analyst I (C) 039 $ 35.76- 47.02 $ 6,198- 8,150 $ 74,381- 97,802 05
YC31 Human Resources Analyst II (C) 042 $ 38.81- 51.13 $ 6,727- 8,863 $ 80,725-106,350 05
YC32 * Human Resources Analyst III(C) 045 $ 42.16- 55.52 $ 7,308- 9,623 $ 87,693-115,482 05
VC09 Human Resources Coordinator 041 $ 37.75- 49.67 $ 6,543- 8,609 $ 78,520-103,314 05
Z22 * Human Resources Manager I 075 $ 73.26-100.14 $12,698-17,358 $152,381-208,291 01
Z23 * Human Resources Manager II 078 $ 79.47-108.59 $13,775-18,822 $165,298-225,867 01
Z24 * Human Resources Manager III 081 $ 86.25-117.85 $14,950-20,427 $179,400-245,128 01
Z03D * Human Resources Section Mgr 080 $ 83.90-114.69 $14,543-19,880 $174,512-238,555 01
T08 Hydroelectric Specialist I 042 $ 38.81- 51.13 $ 6,727- 8,863 $ 80,725-106,350 02
T05 Hydroelectric Specialist II 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
530 * Hydroelectric Supervisor 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 03
Y12 * IT Architect-Enterprs Software 063 $ 68.83- 89.98 $11,931-15,597 $143,166-187,158 04
YA106 IT Business Analyst I 037 $ 33.84- 44.54 $ 5,866- 7,720 $ 70,387- 92,643 02
YA107 IT Business Analyst II 042 $ 38.81- 51.13 $ 6,727- 8,863 $ 80,725-106,350 02
YA108 IT Business Analyst III 047 $ 44.54- 58.60 $ 7,720-10,157 $ 92,643-121,888 02
XA27A IT Communication Tech I 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
XA28A IT Communication Tech II 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
XA29A IT Communication Tech III 047 $ 44.54- 58.60 $ 7,720-10,157 $ 92,643-121,888 02
YA38 IT Enterprise App Analyst I 037 $ 33.84- 44.54 $ 5,866- 7,720 $ 70,387- 92,643 02
YA39 IT Enterprise App Analyst II 042 $ 38.81- 51.13 $ 6,727- 8,863 $ 80,725-106,350 02
YA40 IT Enterprise App Analyst III 047 $ 44.54- 58.60 $ 7,720-10,157 $ 92,643-121,888 02
YA33 IT GIS Analyst I 037 $ 33.84- 44.54 $ 5,866- 7,720 $ 70,387- 92,643 02
YA34 IT GIS Analyst II 042 $ 38.81- 51.13 $ 6,727- 8,863 $ 80,725-106,350 02
YA35 IT GIS Analyst III 047 $ 44.54- 58.60 $ 7,720-10,157 $ 92,643-121,888 02
YA42 IT Infrastructure Adminstr I 037 $ 33.84- 44.54 $ 5,866- 7,720 $ 70,387- 92,643 02
YA43 IT Infrastructure Adminstr II 042 $ 38.81- 51.13 $ 6,727- 8,863 $ 80,725-106,350 02
YA44 IT Infrastructure Adminstr III 047 $ 44.54- 58.60 $ 7,720-10,157 $ 92,643-121,888 02
YA46 IT Network Engineer I 037 $ 33.84- 44.54 $ 5,866- 7,720 $ 70,387- 92,643 02
YA47 IT Network Engineer II 042 $ 38.81- 51.13 $ 6,727- 8,863 $ 80,725-106,350 02
YA48 IT Network Engineer III 047 $ 44.54- 58.60 $ 7,720-10,157 $ 92,643-121,888 02
YA52 IT Project Controls Specialist 044 $ 41.00- 54.00 $ 7,107- 9,360 $ 85,280-112,320 02
YA54 IT Quality Analyst I 037 $ 33.84- 44.54 $ 5,866- 7,720 $ 70,387- 92,643 02
YA55 IT Quality Analyst II 042 $ 38.81- 51.13 $ 6,727- 8,863 $ 80,725-106,350 02
YA56 IT Quality Analyst III 047 $ 44.54- 58.60 $ 7,720-10,157 $ 92,643-121,888 02
PM032 * IT Service Manager 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
YA58 IT Software Developer I 037 $ 33.84- 44.54 $ 5,866- 7,720 $ 70,387- 92,643 02
YA59 IT Software Developer II 042 $ 38.81- 51.13 $ 6,727- 8,863 $ 80,725-106,350 02
YA60 IT Software Developer III 047 $ 44.54- 58.60 $ 7,720-10,157 $ 92,643-121,888 02
Y05 * IT Specialist -Disaster Recvry 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 04
XA31A IT Support Analyst I 037 $ 33.84- 44.54 $ 5,866- 7,720 $ 70,387- 92,643 02
XA32A IT Support Analyst II 042 $ 38.81- 51.13 $ 6,727- 8,863 $ 80,725-106,350 02
XA33A IT Support Analyst III 047 $ 44.54- 58.60 $ 7,720-10,157 $ 92,643-121,888 02
YA62 IT System Administrator I 037 $ 33.84- 44.54 $ 5,866- 7,720 $ 70,387- 92,643 02
YA63 IT System Administrator II 042 $ 38.81- 51.13 $ 6,727- 8,863 $ 80,725-106,350 02
YA64 IT System Administrator III 047 $ 44.54- 58.60 $ 7,720-10,157 $ 92,643-121,888 02
Y18 * Info Gov&Ent Content Mgmt Spec 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 04
YC11 Info Tech Analyst I (C) 037 $ 33.84- 44.54 $ 5,866- 7,720 $ 70,387- 92,643 05
YC12 Info Tech Analyst II (C) 042 $ 38.81- 51.13 $ 6,727- 8,863 $ 80,725-106,350 05
YC13 * Info Tech Analyst III (C) 047 $ 44.54- 58.60 $ 7,720-10,157 $ 92,643-121,888 05
Y14 * Info Technology Architect 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
Y06 * Inland Feeder Projects Admintr 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 04
Y10 * Inspection Trip Manager 061 $ 65.25- 85.23 $11,310-14,773 $135,720-177,278 04
Y17 * Inspection Trip Specialist 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 04
184 Inspector IV 050 $ 48.38- 63.51 $ 8,386-11,008 $100,630-132,101 03
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XA16 Instrumnt&Cntrl Tech I 035 $ 32.09- 42.16 $ 5,562- 7,308 $ 66,747- 87,693 02
XA17 Instrumnt&Cntrl Tech II 039 $ 35.76- 47.02 $ 6,198- 8,150 $ 74,381- 97,802 02
XA18 Instrumnt&Cntrl Tech III 044 $ 41.00- 54.00 $ 7,107- 9,360 $ 85,280-112,320 02
XA19 Instrumnt&Cntrl Tech Specialst 047 $ 44.54- 58.60 $ 7,720-10,157 $ 92,643-121,888 02
716 Inventory Coordinator 044 $ 41.00- 54.00 $ 7,107- 9,360 $ 85,280-112,320 03
PM033 * Investment Mgmt Specialist 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 04
XA35A Lab Info Systems Specialist I 042 $ 38.81- 51.13 $ 6,727- 8,863 $ 80,725-106,350 02
XA36A Lab Info Systems Specialist II 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
UA16 Laboratory Assistant I 025 $ 24.35- 32.09 $ 4,221- 5,562 $ 50,648- 66,747 02
UA17 Laboratory Assistant II 029 $ 27.16- 35.76 $ 4,708- 6,198 $ 56,493- 74,381 02
XA40 Laboratory Technologist I 034 $ 31.18- 41.00 $ 5,405- 7,107 $ 64,854- 85,280 02
XA41 Laboratory Technologist II 036 $ 32.98- 43.30 $ 5,717- 7,505 $ 68,598- 90,064 02
YA66 Land Surveyor 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 02
705 Landscape Maint Coordinator 044 $ 41.00- 54.00 $ 7,107- 9,360 $ 85,280-112,320 03
XA42A Landscape Maintenance Tech I 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
XA43A Landscape Maintenance Tech II 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
VA08 Law Clerk 029 $ 27.16- 35.76 $ 4,708- 6,198 $ 56,493- 74,381 02
Z30 * Law Office Administrator (C) 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 05
YA67 Legal Analyst 044 $ 41.00- 54.00 $ 7,107- 9,360 $ 85,280-112,320 02
VA09 Legal Assistant I 033 $ 30.30- 39.91 $ 5,252- 6,918 $ 63,024- 83,013 02
VA10 Legal Assistant II 037 $ 33.84- 44.54 $ 5,866- 7,720 $ 70,387- 92,643 02
VA11 Legal Assistant III 041 $ 37.75- 49.67 $ 6,543- 8,609 $ 78,520-103,314 02
UC01 Legal Secretary I (C) 028 $ 26.37- 34.79 $ 4,571- 6,030 $ 54,850- 72,363 05
UC02 Legal Secretary II (C) 035 $ 32.09- 42.16 $ 5,562- 7,308 $ 66,747- 87,693 05
YA104 Legal Technology Specialist 047 $ 44.54- 58.60 $ 7,720-10,157 $ 92,643-121,888 02
Y09 * Legislative Representative 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 05
YA72 Limnologist 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
T06 Lineman 046 $ 43.30- 57.04 $ 7,505- 9,887 $ 90,064-118,643 02
SA09 Lodging Assistant I 029 $ 27.16- 35.76 $ 4,708- 6,198 $ 56,493- 74,381 02
SA10 Lodging Assistant II 033 $ 30.30- 39.91 $ 5,252- 6,918 $ 63,024- 83,013 02
UA08 Mailroom Assistant I 016 $ 19.00- 25.00 $ 3,293- 4,333 $ 39,520- 52,000 02
UA09 Mailroom Assistant II 021 $ 21.78- 28.68 $ 3,775- 4,971 $ 45,302- 59,654 02
UA10 Mailroom Assistant III 026 $ 25.00- 32.98 $ 4,333- 5,717 $ 52,000- 68,598 02
620 Maintenance Mechanic I 037 $ 33.84- 44.54 $ 5,866- 7,720 $ 70,387- 92,643 02
612 Maintenance Worker I 025 $ 24.35- 32.09 $ 4,221- 5,562 $ 50,648- 66,747 02
613 Maintenance Worker II 029 $ 27.16- 35.76 $ 4,708- 6,198 $ 56,493- 74,381 02
614 Maintenance Worker III 033 $ 30.30- 39.91 $ 5,252- 6,918 $ 63,024- 83,013 02
Z39 * Manager of Admin Services 070 $ 83.00-108.59 $14,387-18,822 $172,640-225,867 05
Z70 * Manager of Bay-Delta Programs 082 $ 88.56-121.05 $15,350-20,982 $184,205-251,784 01
Z33 * Manager of Colo RiverResources 086 $ 98.77-134.92 $17,120-23,386 $205,442-280,634 01
Z35 * Manager of Financial Services 072 $ 87.57-114.69 $15,179-19,880 $182,146-238,555 05
SM020 * Manager of Treasury&Debt Mgmt 072 $ 87.57-114.69 $15,179-19,880 $182,146-238,555 04
M81 * Mgt Pr Admin Analyst 055 $ 55.52- 72.54 $ 9,623-12,574 $115,482-150,883 04
YA77 Microbiologist 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
186 * Microcomputer Technology Supv 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 03
636 * O & M Supervisor 055 $ 55.52- 72.54 $ 9,623-12,574 $115,482-150,883 03
S03P + O&M Tech I 028 $ 26.37- 34.79 $ 4,571- 6,030 $ 54,850- 72,363 02
S03A + O&M Tech I 027 $ 25.67- 33.84 $ 4,449- 5,866 $ 53,394- 70,387 02
S03 + O&M Tech I 028 $ 26.37- 34.79 $ 4,571- 6,030 $ 54,850- 72,363 02
S02A + O&M Tech II 031 $ 28.68- 37.75 $ 4,971- 6,543 $ 59,654- 78,520 02
S02P + O&M Tech II 032 $ 29.51- 38.81 $ 5,115- 6,727 $ 61,381- 80,725 02
S02 + O&M Tech II 032 $ 29.51- 38.81 $ 5,115- 6,727 $ 61,381- 80,725 02
T10P + O&M Tech III 036 $ 32.98- 43.30 $ 5,717- 7,505 $ 68,598- 90,064 02
T10 + O&M Tech III 036 $ 32.98- 43.30 $ 5,717- 7,505 $ 68,598- 90,064 02
T10A + O&M Tech III 035 $ 32.09- 42.16 $ 5,562- 7,308 $ 66,747- 87,693 02
T03A + O&M Tech IV 041 $ 37.75- 49.67 $ 6,543- 8,609 $ 78,520-103,314 02
T03FS + O&M Tech IV 042 $ 38.81- 51.13 $ 6,727- 8,863 $ 80,725-106,350 02
T03 + O&M Tech IV 042 $ 38.81- 51.13 $ 6,727- 8,863 $ 80,725-106,350 02
YA80 Oc Health Safety Specialist I 031 $ 28.68- 37.75 $ 4,971- 6,543 $ 59,654- 78,520 02
YA81 Oc Health Safety Specialist II 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
YA82 Oc Health Safety Specialst III 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
927 * Occ Safety & Health Spec 054 $ 54.00- 70.66 $ 9,360-12,248 $112,320-146,973 04
UA11 Office Assistant 026 $ 25.00- 32.98 $ 4,333- 5,717 $ 52,000- 68,598 02
Z53 * Operations Program Manager 067 $ 76.59-100.14 $13,276-17,358 $159,307-208,291 04
SA11 Ops and Maintenance Assistant 021 $ 21.78- 28.68 $ 3,775- 4,971 $ 45,302- 59,654 02
Z44 * Org Develop & Training Manager 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 05
Z28 * Payroll Administrator 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 04
XA45 Photographer I 035 $ 32.09- 42.16 $ 5,562- 7,308 $ 66,747- 87,693 02
XA46 Photographer II 041 $ 37.75- 49.67 $ 6,543- 8,609 $ 78,520-103,314 02
XA48 Planner Scheduler 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
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139 * Plant Laboratory Supervisor 055 $ 55.52- 72.54 $ 9,623-12,574 $115,482-150,883 03
519 * Plant Operations Supervisor 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 03
Y20 * Postdoctoral Research Assoc 046 $ 43.30- 57.04 $ 7,505- 9,887 $ 90,064-118,643 04
PM028 * Power Planning Specialist 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
YA03 Pr Accountant 049 $ 47.02- 61.85 $ 8,150-10,721 $ 97,802-128,648 02
YC56 * Pr Admin Analyst 066 $ 57.67- 78.63 $ 9,996-13,629 $119,954-163,550 01
YA06 Pr Admin Analyst 055 $ 55.52- 72.54 $ 9,623-12,574 $115,482-150,883 02
YC05 * Pr Admin Analyst (C) 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 05
Y16 * Pr Architect 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
216 * Pr Auditor 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 04
YC44 * Pr Benefits Analyst (C) 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 05
YA11 Pr Biologist 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 02
245 * Pr Buyer 055 $ 55.52- 72.54 $ 9,623-12,574 $115,482-150,883 04
YA19 Pr Chemist 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 02
YC50 * Pr Class & Comp Analyst (C) 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 05
XA15 Pr Designer 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
YC48 * Pr EEO Analyst (C) 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 05
YC40 * Pr Emp Relations Specialist 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 05
115 * Pr Engineer 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
165 * Pr Engineering Technician 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 04
925 * Pr Environmental Spec 063 $ 68.83- 89.98 $11,931-15,597 $143,166-187,158 04
YC24 * Pr Government&Region AffRep(C) 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 05
YC52 * Pr HR Training Specialist (C) 055 $ 55.52- 72.54 $ 9,623-12,574 $115,482-150,883 05
YC46 * Pr HRIS Analyst (C) 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 05
231 * Pr Info Tech Analyst 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 04
YC15 * Pr Info Tech Analyst (C) 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 05
YC64 * Pr Info Tech Network Engineer 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 04
Y07 * Pr Land Surveyor 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 04
YA69 Pr Legal Analyst 055 $ 55.52- 72.54 $ 9,623-12,574 $115,482-150,883 02
022 * Pr Legislative Representative 062 $ 66.98- 87.57 $11,610-15,179 $139,318-182,146 05
YA74 Pr Limnologist 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 02
YA79 Pr Microbiologist 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 02
YA105 Pr Project Controls Specialist 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 02
289 * Pr Public Affairs Rep 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 04
275 * Pr Real Estate Rep 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 04
YC54 * Pr Recruitment Specialist (C) 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 05
933 * Pr Resource Specialist 063 $ 68.83- 89.98 $11,931-15,597 $143,166-187,158 04
223 * Pr Systems Analyst 054 $ 54.00- 70.66 $ 9,360-12,248 $112,320-146,973 04
YC17 * Pr Training Administrator (C) 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 05
YC10 * Pr Training Specialist (C) 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 05
YA103 Pr Water Quality Specialist 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 02
S01 Pre-Apprentice 017 $ 19.55- 25.67 $ 3,389- 4,449 $ 40,664- 53,394 02
PM031 * Prgrm Mgr-Audit 065 $ 72.54- 94.87 $12,574-16,444 $150,883-197,330 04
PM021 * Prgrm Mgr-Bay-Delta Initiative 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
PM002 * Prgrm Mgr-Business Continuity 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 04
PM027 * Prgrm Mgr-Business Outreach 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 04
PMA02 * Prgrm Mgr-Community Relations 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 05
PM004 * Prgrm Mgr-Corporate Resources 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 04
PM029 * Prgrm Mgr-Creative Design 063 $ 68.83- 89.98 $11,931-15,597 $143,166-187,158 04
PM005 * Prgrm Mgr-Dam Safety Initiatvs 071 $ 85.23-111.63 $14,773-19,349 $177,278-232,190 04
PM006 * Prgrm Mgr-Emergency Management 063 $ 68.83- 89.98 $11,931-15,597 $143,166-187,158 04
PM026 * Prgrm Mgr-Engineering 067 $ 76.59-100.14 $13,276-17,358 $159,307-208,291 04
PM001 * Prgrm Mgr-Finance 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
PM007 * Prgrm Mgr-Fleet 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 04
PM009 * Prgrm Mgr-Info Technology 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
PM013 * Prgrm Mgr-Power Sched&Trading 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 04
PM014 * Prgrm Mgr-Press Office 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
PM022 * Prgrm Mgr-Real Property 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 04
PM015 * Prgrm Mgr-Regnl Recycled Water 071 $ 85.23-111.63 $14,773-19,349 $177,278-232,190 04
PM023 * Prgrm Mgr-Safety&RegCompliance 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
PM017 * Prgrm Mgr-Water Resource 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
PM019 * Prgrm Mgr-Web 063 $ 68.83- 89.98 $11,931-15,597 $143,166-187,158 04
XA50 Production Planner 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
Z13D * Program Manager I 068 $ 60.77- 83.00 $10,533-14,387 $126,402-172,640 01
Z13E * Program Manager II 071 $ 65.83- 89.98 $11,411-15,597 $136,926-187,158 01
Z13F * Program Manager III 074 $ 71.39- 97.40 $12,374-16,883 $148,491-202,592 01
YA85 Project Controls Specialist 045 $ 42.16- 55.52 $ 7,308- 9,623 $ 87,693-115,482 02
TA23 Property Maintenance Tech 041 $ 37.75- 49.67 $ 6,543- 8,609 $ 78,520-103,314 02
YA87 Public Affairs Rep I 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
YA88 Public Affairs Rep II 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
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TA21 Pump Plant Maint Operator I 032 $ 29.51- 38.81 $ 5,115- 6,727 $ 61,381- 80,725 02
TA22 Pump Plant Maint Operator II 036 $ 32.98- 43.30 $ 5,717- 7,505 $ 68,598- 90,064 02
T01 Pump Plant Specialist 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
YA90 Quality Assurance Officer 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 02
YA91 Real Estate Representative I 037 $ 33.84- 44.54 $ 5,866- 7,720 $ 70,387- 92,643 02
YA92 Real Estate Representative II 042 $ 38.81- 51.13 $ 6,727- 8,863 $ 80,725-106,350 02
YA93 Real Estate Representative III 046 $ 43.30- 57.04 $ 7,505- 9,887 $ 90,064-118,643 02
UA12 Reprographics Technician I 023 $ 23.02- 30.30 $ 3,990- 5,252 $ 47,882- 63,024 02
UA13 Reprographics Technician II 028 $ 26.37- 34.79 $ 4,571- 6,030 $ 54,850- 72,363 02
UA14 Reprographics Technician III 031 $ 28.68- 37.75 $ 4,971- 6,543 $ 59,654- 78,520 02
YA98 Resource Specialist 055 $ 55.52- 72.54 $ 9,623-12,574 $115,482-150,883 02
Z03B * Section Manager I (C) 067 $ 76.59-100.14 $13,276-17,358 $159,307-208,291 05
Z03C * Section Manager II (C) 069 $ 80.78-105.72 $14,002-18,325 $168,022-219,898 05
SM005 * Section Mgr-Business Outreach 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
SM014 * Section Mgr-Conveyance&Distrbn 073 $ 89.98-117.85 $15,597-20,427 $187,158-245,128 04
SM002 * Section Mgr-Customer&Comm Svcs 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
SM015 * Section Mgr-Engineering Svcs 073 $ 89.98-117.85 $15,597-20,427 $187,158-245,128 04
SM009 * Section Mgr-Environ Planning 072 $ 87.57-114.69 $15,179-19,880 $182,146-238,555 04
SM003 * Section Mgr-Legislative Svcs 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
SM004 * Section Mgr-Media Services 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
SM006 * Section Mgr-MembrSvc&PubOutrch 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
SM010 * Section Mgr-Ops Safety&Reg Srv 072 $ 87.57-114.69 $15,179-19,880 $182,146-238,555 04
SM011 * Section Mgr-Ops Support Svcs 072 $ 87.57-114.69 $15,179-19,880 $182,146-238,555 04
SM012 * Section Mgr-Power Ops&Planning 072 $ 87.57-114.69 $15,179-19,880 $182,146-238,555 04
SM018 * Section Mgr-Real Property 071 $ 85.23-111.63 $14,773-19,349 $177,278-232,190 04
SM007 * Section Mgr-Rev, Rates &Budget 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
SM019 * Section Mgr-Revenue & Budget 072 $ 87.57-114.69 $15,179-19,880 $182,146-238,555 04
SM013 * Section Mgr-Water Ops&Planning 072 $ 87.57-114.69 $15,179-19,880 $182,146-238,555 04
SM016 * Section Mgr-Water Quality 073 $ 89.98-117.85 $15,597-20,427 $187,158-245,128 04
SM008 * Section Mgr-Water Resource Mgt 072 $ 87.57-114.69 $15,179-19,880 $182,146-238,555 04
SM017 * Section Mgr-Water Treatment 073 $ 89.98-117.85 $15,597-20,427 $187,158-245,128 04
WC01 Security Specialist (C) 051 $ 49.67- 65.25 $ 8,609-11,310 $103,314-135,720 05
V02 * Special Asst to the GM 072 $ 67.61- 92.39 $11,719-16,014 $140,629-192,171 01
Z16A * Special Projects Manager 072 $ 87.57-114.69 $15,179-19,880 $182,146-238,555 05
YA02 Sr Accountant 045 $ 42.16- 55.52 $ 7,308- 9,623 $ 87,693-115,482 02
VA03 Sr Accounting Tech 039 $ 35.76- 47.02 $ 6,198- 8,150 $ 74,381- 97,802 02
YA05 Sr Admin Analyst 049 $ 47.02- 61.85 $ 8,150-10,721 $ 97,802-128,648 02
YC04 * Sr Admin Analyst (C) 049 $ 47.02- 61.85 $ 8,150-10,721 $ 97,802-128,648 05
Y01 * Sr Architect 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 04
YC43 * Sr Benefits Analyst (C) 049 $ 47.02- 61.85 $ 8,150-10,721 $ 97,802-128,648 05
YA10 Sr Biologist 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 02
YC07 * Sr Board Specialist (C) 050 $ 48.38- 63.51 $ 8,386-11,008 $100,630-132,101 05
YA14 Sr Buyer 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
YA18 Sr Chemist 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 02
YC49 * Sr Class & Comp Analyst (C) 049 $ 47.02- 61.85 $ 8,150-10,721 $ 97,802-128,648 05
XA08 Sr Crane Certification Tech 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
XA10 Sr Cross Connection Tech 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
Z11 * Sr Dep Gen Counsel Lbr Reltns 079 $ 81.67-111.63 $14,156-19,349 $169,874-232,190 01
YA23 Sr Deputy Auditor 052 $ 51.13- 66.98 $ 8,863-11,610 $106,350-139,318 02
XA14 Sr Designer 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
YC20 * Sr Dpty General Counsel (C) 071 $ 85.23-111.63 $14,773-19,349 $177,278-232,190 05
YC47 * Sr EEO Analyst (C) 049 $ 47.02- 61.85 $ 8,150-10,721 $ 97,802-128,648 05
YC28 * Sr EHS Field Specialist (C) 055 $ 55.52- 72.54 $ 9,623-12,574 $115,482-150,883 05
YC41 * Sr Emp Relations Specialist 054 $ 54.00- 70.66 $ 9,360-12,248 $112,320-146,973 05
114 * Sr Engineer 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 04
XA23A Sr Engineering Technician 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 02
924 * Sr Environmental Specialist 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 03
YC04A * Sr Financial Analyst (C) 051 $ 49.67- 65.25 $ 8,609-11,310 $103,314-135,720 05
YC23 * Sr Government&Region AffRep(C) 057 $ 58.60- 76.59 $10,157-13,276 $121,888-159,307 05
YC51 * Sr HR Training Specialist (C) 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 05
YC45 * Sr HRIS Analyst (C) 049 $ 47.02- 61.85 $ 8,150-10,721 $ 97,802-128,648 05
YA109 Sr IT Business Analyst 052 $ 51.13- 66.98 $ 8,863-11,610 $106,350-139,318 02
XA30A Sr IT Communication Technician 050 $ 48.38- 63.51 $ 8,386-11,008 $100,630-132,101 02
YA41 Sr IT Enterprise App Analyst 052 $ 51.13- 66.98 $ 8,863-11,610 $106,350-139,318 02
YA36 Sr IT GIS Analyst 052 $ 51.13- 66.98 $ 8,863-11,610 $106,350-139,318 02
YA45 Sr IT Infrastructure Adminstr 052 $ 51.13- 66.98 $ 8,863-11,610 $106,350-139,318 02
YA49 Sr IT Network Engineer 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 02
YA53 Sr IT Proj Controls Specialist 049 $ 47.02- 61.85 $ 8,150-10,721 $ 97,802-128,648 02
YA57 Sr IT Quality Analyst 052 $ 51.13- 66.98 $ 8,863-11,610 $106,350-139,318 02
YA61 Sr IT Software Developer 052 $ 51.13- 66.98 $ 8,863-11,610 $106,350-139,318 02
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XA34A Sr IT Support Analyst 051 $ 49.67- 65.25 $ 8,609-11,310 $103,314-135,720 02
YA65 Sr IT System Administrator 052 $ 51.13- 66.98 $ 8,863-11,610 $106,350-139,318 02
201 * Sr Info Systems Auditor 055 $ 55.52- 72.54 $ 9,623-12,574 $115,482-150,883 04
YC14 * Sr Info Tech Analyst (C) 052 $ 51.13- 66.98 $ 8,863-11,610 $106,350-139,318 05
XA37A Sr Lab Info Systems Specialist 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 02
XA44A Sr Landscape Maintenance Tech 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
YA68 Sr Legal Analyst 049 $ 47.02- 61.85 $ 8,150-10,721 $ 97,802-128,648 02
UC03 Sr Legal Secretary (C) 040 $ 36.74- 48.38 $ 6,368- 8,386 $ 76,419-100,630 05
YA73 Sr Limnologist 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 02
YA78 Sr Microbiologist 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 02
928 * Sr Occup Safety & Health Spec 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 04
XA49 Sr Planner Scheduler 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
YA86 Sr Project Controls Specialist 050 $ 48.38- 63.51 $ 8,386-11,008 $100,630-132,101 02
YA89 Sr Public Affairs Rep 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
YA94 Sr Real Estate Representative 050 $ 48.38- 63.51 $ 8,386-11,008 $100,630-132,101 02
YC53 * Sr Recruitment Specialist (C) 049 $ 47.02- 61.85 $ 8,150-10,721 $ 97,802-128,648 05
UA15 Sr Reprographic Technician 034 $ 31.18- 41.00 $ 5,405- 7,107 $ 64,854- 85,280 02
155 * Sr Research Chemist 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 03
932 * Sr Resource Specialist 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 03
WC03 Sr Security Specialist 054 $ 54.00- 70.66 $ 9,360-12,248 $112,320-146,973 03
XA56 Sr System Operations Tech 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 02
TA17 Sr System Operator 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
XA62A Sr Technical Writer 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 02
YC16 * Sr Training Administrator (C) 051 $ 49.67- 65.25 $ 8,609-11,310 $103,314-135,720 05
YC09 * Sr Training Specialist (C) 050 $ 48.38- 63.51 $ 8,386-11,008 $100,630-132,101 05
YA102 Sr Water Quality Specialist 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 02
XA69 Sr Water Quality Technician 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
V01 * Staff Assistant to the GM 072 $ 67.61- 92.39 $11,719-16,014 $140,629-192,171 01
Z43 * Staffing Manager 062 $ 66.98- 87.57 $11,610-15,179 $139,318-182,146 05
VA12 Storekeeper I 026 $ 25.00- 32.98 $ 4,333- 5,717 $ 52,000- 68,598 02
VA13 Storekeeper II 031 $ 28.68- 37.75 $ 4,971- 6,543 $ 59,654- 78,520 02
VA14 Storekeeper III 035 $ 32.09- 42.16 $ 5,562- 7,308 $ 66,747- 87,693 02
Y19 * Strategic Comm&Policy Advisor 081 $ 86.25-117.85 $14,950-20,427 $179,400-245,128 01
PMA01 * Strategic Program Mgr, HR 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 05
Y13 Student Intern 016 $ 14.67- 20.06 $ 2,543- 3,477 $ 30,514- 41,725 01
S04 Student Intern Desert 010 $ 16.12- 21.18 $ 2,794- 3,671 $ 33,530- 44,054 02
UA18 Student Youth Intern 014 $ 13.92- 19.00 $ 2,413- 3,293 $ 28,954- 39,520 01
260 * Supervising Admin Analyst 049 $ 47.02- 61.85 $ 8,150-10,721 $ 97,802-128,648 03
XA51A Survey and Mapping Tech I 036 $ 32.98- 43.30 $ 5,717- 7,505 $ 68,598- 90,064 02
XA52A Survey and Mapping Tech II 040 $ 36.74- 48.38 $ 6,368- 8,386 $ 76,419-100,630 02
XA53A Survey and Mapping Tech III 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
XA54A Survey and Mapping Tech IV 053 $ 52.54- 68.83 $ 9,107-11,931 $109,283-143,166 02
XA55 System Operations Technician 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
TA16 System Operator 045 $ 42.16- 55.52 $ 7,308- 9,623 $ 87,693-115,482 02
Z06A * Team Manager I 055 $ 55.52- 72.54 $ 9,623-12,574 $115,482-150,883 03
Z06B * Team Manager II 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 03
Z06C * Team Manager III 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 03
Z06D * Team Manager IV 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 03
Z06R * Team Manager IV (C) 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 05
Z06E * Team Manager V 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 03
Z06S * Team Manager V (C) 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 05
Z06F * Team Manager VI 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 03
Z06G * Team Manager VII 065 $ 72.54- 94.87 $12,574-16,444 $150,883-197,330 03
TM001 * Team Mgr-Admin Svcs Bus Mgmt 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 04
TM080 * Team Mgr-Budget 062 $ 66.98- 87.57 $11,610-15,179 $139,318-182,146 04
TM002 * Team Mgr-Business Applications 063 $ 68.83- 89.98 $11,931-15,597 $143,166-187,158 04
TM061 * Team Mgr-Business Intel System 062 $ 66.98- 87.57 $11,610-15,179 $139,318-182,146 04
TM003 * Team Mgr-Chemistry 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TM079 * Team Mgr-Community Relations 063 $ 68.83- 89.98 $11,931-15,597 $143,166-187,158 04
TM005 * Team Mgr-Construction Mgmt I 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 04
TM004 * Team Mgr-Construction Mgmt II 065 $ 72.54- 94.87 $12,574-16,444 $150,883-197,330 04
TM064 * Team Mgr-ConstructionContracts 065 $ 72.54- 94.87 $12,574-16,444 $150,883-197,330 04
TM006 * Team Mgr-Control Systems Apps 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TM007 * Team Mgr-Corrosion Control 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TM078 * Team Mgr-Creative Design 063 $ 68.83- 89.98 $11,931-15,597 $143,166-187,158 04
TM008 * Team Mgr-Database 063 $ 68.83- 89.98 $11,931-15,597 $143,166-187,158 04
TM009 * Team Mgr-Design 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
TM073 * Team Mgr-Design Support 057 $ 58.60- 76.59 $10,157-13,276 $121,888-159,307 04
TM072 * Team Mgr-Design Technology 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 04
TM013 * Team Mgr-Eng Compliance 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
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TM012 * Team Mgr-Engineering Administr 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TM014 * Team Mgr-Enterprise Apps 063 $ 68.83- 89.98 $11,931-15,597 $143,166-187,158 04
TM022 * Team Mgr-Enterprise GIS & CAD 062 $ 66.98- 87.57 $11,610-15,179 $139,318-182,146 04
TM015 * Team Mgr-EnterprsWaterSysPrgrm 065 $ 72.54- 94.87 $12,574-16,444 $150,883-197,330 04
TM065 * Team Mgr-Environ Planning 065 $ 72.54- 94.87 $12,574-16,444 $150,883-197,330 04
TM016 * Team Mgr-Environ Prgrm Support 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
TM011 * Team Mgr-Ext Affairs Bus Mgmt 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 04
TM019 * Team Mgr-Facility Operations 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 04
TM018 * Team Mgr-Facility Planning 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
TM020 * Team Mgr-Field Survey 065 $ 72.54- 94.87 $12,574-16,444 $150,883-197,330 04
TM033 * Team Mgr-FinanceRpt&PlantAsset 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 04
TM021 * Team Mgr-Geodetics and Mapping 065 $ 72.54- 94.87 $12,574-16,444 $150,883-197,330 04
TM023 * Team Mgr-Graphic Design 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 04
TMA01 * Team Mgr-HR Business Support 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 05
TM024 * Team Mgr-Health&SafetyPrgrmSup 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TM025 * Team Mgr-Hydraulics&SysMdlng 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
TM026 * Team Mgr-Hydroelectric 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
TM027 * Team Mgr-IT Administration 062 $ 66.98- 87.57 $11,610-15,179 $139,318-182,146 04
TM074 * Team Mgr-IT Business Analysis 061 $ 65.25- 85.23 $11,310-14,773 $135,720-177,278 04
TM077 * Team Mgr-IT Client Systems Spt 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 04
TM066 * Team Mgr-IT Prgrm Project Sppt 065 $ 72.54- 94.87 $12,574-16,444 $150,883-197,330 04
TM028 * Team Mgr-IT Quality Assurance 061 $ 65.25- 85.23 $11,310-14,773 $135,720-177,278 04
TM010 * Team Mgr-IT Service Desk 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 04
TM067 * Team Mgr-Info Security 061 $ 65.25- 85.23 $11,310-14,773 $135,720-177,278 04
TM046 * Team Mgr-InternalCntr&WaterInv 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 04
TM029 * Team Mgr-Inventory Control 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 04
TM075 * Team Mgr-Laboratory Support 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 03
TM068 * Team Mgr-LandPlanning&Managemt 063 $ 68.83- 89.98 $11,931-15,597 $143,166-187,158 04
TM031 * Team Mgr-Maint Engineering 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
TM032 * Team Mgr-Materials&Metallurgy 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 04
TM034 * Team Mgr-Microbiology 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TM035 * Team Mgr-Operations App Svcs 063 $ 68.83- 89.98 $11,931-15,597 $143,166-187,158 04
TM036 * Team Mgr-Operations Compliance 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
TM076 * Team Mgr-Operations Planning 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TM037 * Team Mgr-Ops Control Center 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TM060 * Team Mgr-Power Ops& Scheduling 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TM038 * Team Mgr-Procurement 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 04
TM039 * Team Mgr-Prof Contracting Svcs 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 04
TM040 * Team Mgr-Program Management 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
TM041 * Team Mgr-Project Support 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 04
TM063 * Team Mgr-Property Management 063 $ 68.83- 89.98 $11,931-15,597 $143,166-187,158 04
TM042 * Team Mgr-Pump Plant 061 $ 65.25- 85.23 $11,310-14,773 $135,720-177,278 04
TM043 * Team Mgr-QltyAsrn&CompSampling 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TM044 * Team Mgr-Real Prop Bus Mgmt 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 04
TM045 * Team Mgr-RecordsMgt&ImagingSvc 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 04
TM030 * Team Mgr-Reservoir Management 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TM069 * Team Mgr-Resource Development 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TM070 * Team Mgr-Resource Planning 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TM062 * Team Mgr-Right of Way Acquistn 063 $ 68.83- 89.98 $11,931-15,597 $143,166-187,158 04
TM047 * Team Mgr-Safety of Dams 065 $ 72.54- 94.87 $12,574-16,444 $150,883-197,330 04
TM017 * Team Mgr-Safety&RegSvcSiteSupt 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TMA02 * Team Mgr-SafetyRegTechTraining 060 $ 63.51- 83.00 $11,008-14,387 $132,101-172,640 05
TM048 * Team Mgr-Security Management 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TM049 * Team Mgr-Server Administration 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TM050 * Team Mgr-Substructures 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TM051 * Team Mgr-Supply Acquisition 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TM053 * Team Mgr-Technical Control 065 $ 72.54- 94.87 $12,574-16,444 $150,883-197,330 04
TM054 * Team Mgr-Technical Writing 058 $ 60.18- 78.63 $10,431-13,629 $125,174-163,550 04
TM055 * Team Mgr-Telecommunications 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
TM071 * Team Mgr-Treasury Operations 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 04
TM058 * Team Mgr-WRM Business Mgmt 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 04
TM059 * Team Mgr-WSO Business Mgmt 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 04
TM056 * Team Mgr-Warehouse 056 $ 57.04- 74.61 $ 9,887-12,932 $118,643-155,189 04
TM057 * Team Mgr-Water Efficiency 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
XA57 Technical Illustrator I 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
XA58 Technical Illustrator II 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
XA59A Technical Writer I 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
XA60A Technical Writer II 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
XA61A Technical Writer III 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
YC55 * Training Administrator 045 $ 42.16- 55.52 $ 7,308- 9,623 $ 87,693-115,482 05
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VC10 Training Assistant I 030 $ 27.93- 36.74 $ 4,841- 6,368 $ 58,094- 76,419 05
VC11 Training Assistant II 034 $ 31.18- 41.00 $ 5,405- 7,107 $ 64,854- 85,280 05
VC12 Training Assistant III 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 05
Y15 * Training Logistics Specialist 059 $ 61.85- 80.78 $10,721-14,002 $128,648-168,022 03
YC08 * Training Specialist (C) 045 $ 42.16- 55.52 $ 7,308- 9,623 $ 87,693-115,482 05
ASM01 * Treasurer 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
VA15 Treasury Administrator 039 $ 35.76- 47.02 $ 6,198- 8,150 $ 74,381- 97,802 02
Z05E * Unit Manager V 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
Z05J * Unit Manager V (C) 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 05
UM001 * Unit Mgr-Accounting 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
UM002 * Unit Mgr-Application Services 067 $ 76.59-100.14 $13,276-17,358 $159,307-208,291 04
UM003 * Unit Mgr-Apprentice&TechTrain 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
UM004 * Unit Mgr-Audit 065 $ 72.54- 94.87 $12,574-16,444 $150,883-197,330 04
UMA01 * Unit Mgr-Benefits Services 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 05
UM031 * Unit Mgr-Budget 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
UM030 * Unit Mgr-Chemistry 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
UMA02 * Unit Mgr-ClassComp&Recruitment 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 05
UM005 * Unit Mgr-Construction Services 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
UM006 * Unit Mgr-Contracting Services 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
UM007 * Unit Mgr-Conveyance&Distribtn 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
UM008 * Unit Mgr-Document Services 064 $ 70.66- 92.39 $12,248-16,014 $146,973-192,171 04
UM009 * Unit Mgr-Education 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
UM010 * Unit Mgr-Engineering Services 069 $ 80.78-105.72 $14,002-18,325 $168,022-219,898 04
UM038 * Unit Mgr-Environmental Plng 069 $ 80.78-105.72 $14,002-18,325 $168,022-219,898 04
UM011 * Unit Mgr-Facility Management 067 $ 76.59-100.14 $13,276-17,358 $159,307-208,291 04
UM012 * Unit Mgr-Fleet Services 065 $ 72.54- 94.87 $12,574-16,444 $150,883-197,330 04
UM016 * Unit Mgr-IT Infrastructure 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
UM033 * Unit Mgr-IT Program Mgt Office 067 $ 76.59-100.14 $13,276-17,358 $159,307-208,291 04
UM017 * Unit Mgr-IT Project Planning 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
UM032 * Unit Mgr-IT Security 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
UM013 * Unit Mgr-Implemnt Proj&Studies 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
UM014 * Unit Mgr-Imported Supply 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
UM015 * Unit Mgr-Info Security Svcs 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
UM037 * Unit Mgr-Laboratory Services 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
UM023 * Unit Mgr-Land Management 067 $ 76.59-100.14 $13,276-17,358 $159,307-208,291 04
UM018 * Unit Mgr-Manufacturing Svcs 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
UM029 * Unit Mgr-Microbiology 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
UM019 * Unit Mgr-Ops Planning&Program 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
UM036 * Unit Mgr-Ops Proj & Asset Mgmt 069 $ 80.78-105.72 $14,002-18,325 $168,022-219,898 04
UM021 * Unit Mgr-Planning and Acquistn 067 $ 76.59-100.14 $13,276-17,358 $159,307-208,291 04
UM020 * Unit Mgr-Power&EquipReliabilty 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
UM040 * Unit Mgr-PowerCompl&Programs 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
UM035 * Unit Mgr-Rates,Charges&FinPlan 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
UM039 * Unit Mgr-Reporting 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 04
UM024 * Unit Mgr-Risk Management 065 $ 72.54- 94.87 $12,574-16,444 $150,883-197,330 04
UM041 * Unit Mgr-Safety&Environ Svcs 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
UM034 * Unit Mgr-Security 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
UM025 * Unit Mgr-System Analysis 069 $ 80.78-105.72 $14,002-18,325 $168,022-219,898 04
UM026 * Unit Mgr-System Operations 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
UM027 * Unit Mgr-Water Purification 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
UM028 * Unit Mgr-Water Treatment Plant 068 $ 78.63-102.89 $13,629-17,834 $163,550-214,011 04
XA63 Videographer I 035 $ 32.09- 42.16 $ 5,562- 7,308 $ 66,747- 87,693 02
XA64 Videographer II 041 $ 37.75- 49.67 $ 6,543- 8,609 $ 78,520-103,314 02
YA101 Water Quality Specialist 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
XA66 Water Quality Technician I 033 $ 30.30- 39.91 $ 5,252- 6,918 $ 63,024- 83,013 02
XA67 Water Quality Technician II 038 $ 34.79- 45.76 $ 6,030- 7,932 $ 72,363- 95,181 02
XA68 Water Quality Technician III 043 $ 39.91- 52.54 $ 6,918- 9,107 $ 83,013-109,283 02
XA70A Water Sampling Field Tech 033 $ 30.30- 39.91 $ 5,252- 6,918 $ 63,024- 83,013 02
Z38 * Workers Compensation Manager 066 $ 74.61- 97.40 $12,932-16,883 $155,189-202,592 05
T13 Wtr Treatment Plant Specialist 048 $ 45.76- 60.18 $ 7,932-10,431 $ 95,181-125,174 02
TA18 Wtr Trtment Plant Operator I 035 $ 32.09- 42.16 $ 5,562- 7,308 $ 66,747- 87,693 02
TA19 Wtr Trtment Plant Operator II 040 $ 36.74- 48.38 $ 6,368- 8,386 $ 76,419-100,630 02
TA20 Wtr Trtment Plant Operator III 045 $ 42.16- 55.52 $ 7,308- 9,623 $ 87,693-115,482 02

            Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
Report ID:  MHR828 SALARY SCHEDULE Page No.  9
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Run Time 09:15:51Effective Date: 06/27/2021

Classification Salary Hourly Monthly Annual Unit
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Unit Code
---------
00 - Executive
01 - Unrepresented
02 - AFSCME Local 1902
03 - Supervisors Association
04 - Management&Professional Assoc
05 - Assoc of Conf Employees

* Not Eligible for Overtime

O&M Tech Titles
---------------
+ O&M Tech I

S03A  (Grade 27): Carpenter, Coater, Equipment Operator, Fleet, Plumber, Welder-Fabricator
S03   (Grade 28): Electrical, HVAC, Machinist, Mechanical
S03P  (Grade 28 - Apprentice): Electrical, Mechanical

+ O&M Tech II
S02A  (Grade 31): Carpenter, Coater, Equipment Operator, Fleet, Plumber, Welder-Fabricator
S02   (Grade 32): Electrical, HVAC, Machinist, Mechanical
S02P  (Grade 32 - Apprentice): Electrical, Mechanical

+ O&M Tech III
T10A  (Grade 35): Carpenter, Coater, Equipment Operator, Fleet, Plumber, Welder-Fabricator
T10   (Grade 36): Electrical, HVAC, Machinist, Mechanical
T10P  (Grade 36 - Apprentice): Electrical, Mechanical

+ O&M Tech IV
T03A  (Grade 41): Carpenter, Coater, Equipment Operator, Fleet, Plumber, Welder-Fabricator
T03   (Grade 42): Electrical, HVAC, Machinist, Mechanical
T03FS (Grade 42): Welder-Fabricator/Field Services

            Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
Report ID:  MHR828 SALARY SCHEDULE Page No.  10

Run Date 12/20/2021
Run Time 09:15:51Effective Date: 06/27/2021

Classification Salary Hourly Monthly Annual Unit
Code Title Grade Range Range Range Code

End of Report
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Organization, Personnel and Technology Committee
Item 7-3
January 11, 2022
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OP&T Committee Item 7-3  - Slide 2 January 11, 2022

Metropolitan’s Board is required by CalPERS to annually 
approve and adopt a salary schedule.

Doing so does not amend or revise Memoranda of 
Understanding (MOUs), which have already been approved by 
the Board.
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OP&T Committee Item 7-3  - Slide 3 January 11, 2022

California Code of Regulations, Section 570.5

Pay rate for calculating pensions specifically limited to 
amount listed on a pay schedule

Pay schedule must

Be approved and adopted by the Board

Identify the position title for every employee

Show the pay rate for each identified position

Indicate the effective date

Meet public posting requirements
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OP&T Committee Item 7-3  - Slide 4 January 11, 2022

Implements Board-approved salary changes for 
Department Heads

Implements any newly created job titles or classifications
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OP&T Committee Item 7-3  - Slide 5 January 11, 2022

Option #1: Approve the salary schedule to conform with 
California Code of Regulations, Section 570.5

Option #2: Do not approve the salary schedule
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OP&T Committee Item 7-3  - Slide 6 January 11, 2022

Option #1: Approve the updated salary schedule
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• Board of Directors 
Real Property and Asset Management Committee 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 

7-4 

Subject 
Review and consider the County of Riverside’s adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration and take related CEQA 
actions, and authorize the General Manager to grant a permanent easement for drainage purposes to the County of 
Riverside Flood Control and Water Conservation District on Metropolitan property in Riverside County 

Executive Summary 
This action authorizes the General Manager to grant a permanent easement to the County of Riverside Flood 
Control and Water Conservation District for a drainage facility within Metropolitan’s fee-owned property on the 
west side of Lake Mathews in Riverside County.  The proposed easement area is located on the south side of 
El Sobrante Road, just east of McAllister Street and will encumber a small portion of Metropolitan’s Lake 
Mathews property (Attachment 1).  The County will be responsible for maintenance and repairs associated with 
the drainage area, relieving Metropolitan of the expense.  Board authorization to grant this easement is required as 
the real property interest to be conveyed  exceeds five years. 

Details 
Background 

The County of Riverside Flood Control and Water Conservation District is requesting a permanent easement of 
approximately 0.17 acres for offsite drainage improvements, within an existing watercourse, to accommodate an 
adjacent 272-lot single-family home project to be developed north of the requested easement area.  The requested 
easement area within Metropolitan’s fee-owned property is located on the south side of El Sobrante Road, just 
east of McAllister Street in Riverside County.  Limited grading, storm drain headwall, and riprap erosion 
protection will be constructed within the easement area.  The requested area is outside the Lake Mathews 
conservation easement and ecological reserve boundaries.  The proposed improvements are within an existing 
watercourse that runs in a north westerly direction on the north side of Lake Mathews, as shown on 
Attachment 1.  Staff has determined that the easement will not interfere with Metropolitan’s operations, and any 
improvements proposed within the easement area are subject to Metropolitan’s prior review and written approval. 

The permanent drainage easement will have the following key provisions:   

• Compatible use between two public entities with prior rights provisions for Metropolitan. 

• Construction, operation and maintenance of a public drainage facility. 

• The County of Riverside Flood Control and Water Conservation District to be responsible for the 
operation and maintenance of the drainage facility and for indemnifying Metropolitan. 

• All plans for both the initial construction as well as significant repair, maintenance, and replacement must 
be reviewed and approved by Metropolitan prior to commencement. 

• The County of Riverside Flood Control and Water Conservation District to keep the easement area free of 
trespass, noxious weeds, and trash, at its sole cost and expense. 

• The permanent easement will be terminated due to non-use and abandonment for a period of three 
consecutive years. 
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The fair market value for the proposed easement is $1,000 as determined by a qualified licensed appraiser.  
Metropolitan will also receive a one-time processing fee of $7,000. 
Policy 
Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 8230:  Grants of Real Property Interests 

Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 8231:  Appraisal of Real Property Interests 

Metropolitan Water District Code Section 8232:  Terms and Conditions of Management  

Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 11100: Environmental Matters 

By Minute Item 48766, dated August 16, 2011, the Board adopted fair market value policies for managing 
Metropolitan’s real property assets. 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
CEQA determination for Option #1:  

Pursuant to the provisions of CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines, the County of Riverside, acting as the Lead 
Agency, adopted the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) and a Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Program 
(MMRP) on May 25, 2016, for the General Plan No. 1127. Change of Zone No. 7844. and Tract Map No. 36730. 
Metropolitan, as Responsible Agency under CEQA, is required to certify that it has reviewed and considered the 
information in the MND and MMRP and adopted the Lead Agency’s findings prior to the approval of the formal 
terms and conditions for the permanent easement.  The environmental documentation is in Attachment 2. 

CEQA determination for Option #2:   

None required 

Board Options 
Option #1 

Review and consider the County of Riverside’s adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration and take related 
CEQA actions, and authorize the granting of a permanent easement for drainage purposes to the County of 
Riverside Flood Control and Water Conservation District. 
Fiscal Impact:  Metropolitan will receive one-time processing fees of $7,000 and $1,000 as the fair market 
value for the easement area. 
Business Analysis:  Cooperation with other public agencies, by granting easements and other rights of entry, 
furthers the public interest and facilitates Metropolitan’s obtaining easements and other property rights critical 
for its operations.  Metropolitan will also receive positive revenue in the form of fees and fair market value 
for the easement. 

Option #2 
Do not authorize the permanent easement. 
Fiscal Impact:  Metropolitan will forego one-time processing and conveyance fees of $8,000. 
Business Analysis: The County of Riverside Flood Control and Water Conservation District will not be 
permitted to operate the drainage facility needed to accommodate the proposed adjacent housing development 
project and may use eminent domain action to obtain the necessary easement.  This option could hinder 
opportunities to obtain rights or permits for Metropolitan project from the County of Riverside and the 
County of Riverside Flood Control and Water Conservation District in the future. 
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Staff Recommendation 
Option #1 

12/17/2021 
Lilly L. Shraibati 
Group Manager 
Real Property Group 

Date 

12/20/2021 
Adel Hagekhalil 
General Manager 

Date 

Attachment 1 – Site Map 

Ref#  rpdm12142021 

Attachment 2 – EIR Documentation 
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SiteMap

Site

EL SOBRANTE RD

Natural drainage course
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Review and consider the County of Riverside’s adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration 

and take related CEQA actions, and authorize the General Manager to grant a 

permanent easement for drainage purposes to the County of Riverside Flood Control 

and Water Conservation District on Metropolitan property in Riverside County
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ADT     Average Daily Traffic 
ALUC     Airport Land Use Commission 
amsl     above mean sea level   
AQMP     Air Quality Management Plan 
AB 939    California Integrated Waste Management Act (Assembly Bill 939) 
 
BAAQMD    Bay Area Air Quality Management District 
BAU     Business As Usual  
bgs   below ground surface   
BMPs    Best Management Practices 
 
c.y.     cubic yards 
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CO     Carbon Monoxide 
CO2e      Carbon Dioxide Equivalent 
CR     Commercial Retail  
CWA     Clean Water Act 
 
dBA     A-weighted Decibel 
DBESP     Determination of Biologically Equivalent or Superior Preservation  
DIF     Development Impact Fee 
du/ac     dwelling unit(s) per acre  
 
EIR  Environmental Impact Report   
EPA  United States Environmental Protection Agency  
EPD  County of Riverside Environmental Programs Department 
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FAR  Floor Area Ratio  
FESA  Federal Endangered Species Act  
FHWA  Federal Highway Administration 
FMMP     Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program  
FTA     Federal Transportation Administration 
 
GCC     Global Climate Change 
GHG     Greenhouse Gas 
GPA      General Plan Amendment 
HCM     Highway Capacity Manual 
HMMP     Habitat Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 
HOA     Homeowners’ Association 
 
I-15     Interstate 15  
IS     Initial Study 
IS/MND    Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration  
 
LMWAP    Lake Mathews/Woodcrest Area Plan  
LOS     Level of Service 
LST     Localized Significance Thresholds 
 
MDR     Medium Density Residential  
MGD    Million Gallons per Day 
MLD     Most Likely Descendant 
MMRP     Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
MND     Mitigated Negative Declaration  
MPH     Miles per Hour 
MRZ-3     Mineral Resources Zone 3  
MSHCP    Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan 
 
NAAQS    National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
NAHC     Native American Heritage Commission  
NLR     Noise Level Reduction 
NO2     Nitrogen Dioxide  
NOI     Notice of Intent  
NOP      Notice of Preparation  
NOx     Nitrogen Oxide 
NPDES    National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System. 
 
PDF     Project Design Feature(s) 
PF     Public Facilities 
PM10     Particulate Matter ≤ 10 Microns  
PM2.5     Particulate Matter ≤ 2.5 Microns   
PPV     Peak Particle Velocity 
RCIP     Riverside County Integrated Project 
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RCP     Reinforced Concrete Pipe 
RCTC     Riverside County Transportation Commission 
REC     Recognized Environmental Condition 
REMEL     Reference Energy Mean Emission Level 
RWQCB    Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board  
 
s.f.     square foot/square feet 
SCAB     South Coast Air Basin 
SCAG     Southern California Association of Governments 
SCAQMD   South Coast Air Quality Management District 
SCE     Southern California Edison 
SCGC     Southern California Gas Company 
SCH     State Clearinghouse  
SB 50      Leroy F. Greene School Facilities Act of 1998 (Senate Bill 50) 
SMARA    Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of 1975 
SOx     Sulfer Oxide 
SP    Specific Plan  
SR-91     State Route 91  
SRA     State Responsibility Area 
STC     Sound Transmission Class 
SWPPP    Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
 
TTM     Tentative Tract Map  
TUMF     Western Riverside County Transportation Uniform Mitigation Fee 
 
USFWS    United States Fish and Wildlife Service  
USGS     United States Geological Survey . 
 
VOC     Volatile Organic Compounds 
 
WMWD    Western Municipal Water District  
WQMP    Water Quality Management Plan 
WRCRWA    Western Riverside County Regional Wastewater Authority  
WTP     Wastewater Treatment Plant 
WUI     Wildland Urban Interface 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 DOCUMENT PURPOSE 
This introduction provides the reader with general information regarding: 1) the history of the proposed 
Project site; 2) standards of adequacy for a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) under the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); 3) a summary of Initial Study (IS) findings supporting the Lead 
Agency’s (County of Riverside) decision to prepare a MND for the proposed Project; 4) a description of 
the format and content of this Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND); and 5) the 
governmental processing requirements to consider the proposed Project for approval. 
 

1.2 PROJECT LOCATION 
The proposed Project site consists of 103.62 acres of mostly undeveloped land located at the northeast 
corner of McAllister Street at El Sobrante Road.  Figure 1-1, Regional Map, and Figure 1-2, Vicinity Map, 
depict the location of the proposed Project site.  Additionally, the Project includes an off-site detention 
basin (herein, “Off-Site Basin”) on approximately 7.7 acres, and also would require the construction of 
approximately 1,134 linear feet of off-site sewer lines within Avocado Way and Willow Drive.   
 

1.3 HISTORY OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITE 
The Project site was utilized for agricultural uses since prior to 1938.  Since that time, the site has been 
used primarily for orchards, primarily in the northern portions of the site, and row crops in the 
northern and southern sections of the site.  A number of structures were developed on the site since at 
least the 1930s, primarily clustered in the northeastern portion of the site.  Many of these structures 
were demolished; however, two residences and warehouses at the site remain.  Additionally, three 
sheds were constructed on-site in the 1970s, and a man-made reservoir has been located in the 
northeastern portions of the site since the 1960s for use in irrigation.  Under existing conditions, the 
northern portions of the Project site are utilized for citrus production, while the southern portions of 
the site are fallow; however, it should be noted that irrigation of the citrus grove was discontinued in 
July 2014.  Additionally, Riverside County approved a Notice of Nonrenewal on April 15, 2014 (County 
Case No.  AGN00165).  (Environ, 2013, p. 14) 
 

1.4 PROJECT SUMMARY 
The proposed Project consists of applications for a General Plan Amendment (GPA01127), Change of 
Zone (CZ07844), Tentative Tract Map (TR36730), and an Agricultural Preserve Disestablishment 
(AG01046).  GPA01127 proposes to redesignate a portion of the Project site from “Community 
Development - Commercial Retail (CR)” to “Community Development - Medium Density Residential 
(MDR),” which, pursuant to Lake Mathews/Woodcrest Area Plan Policy LMWAP 1.2 (El Sobrante Policy 
Area), would allow for development of the site with densities ranging from 2.0 to 3.0 dwelling units per 
acre (du/ac).  CZ070812 proposes to re-designate the entire 103.62-acre Project site from “Light 
Agriculture (A-1-10)” to “Planned Residential (R-4)” on the southern 76.75 acres of the site and “One-
Family Dwellings (R-1)” on the northern approximately 26.87 acres.  Approval of GPA01127 and 
CZ07844 would allow for development of single-family residential uses on minimum 7,200 s.f. lot sizes 
within the northern portions of the site, and planned community residential uses in the southern 
portions of the site.  Tentative Tract Map (TTM) 36730 proposes to subdivide the 103.62-acre site into 
272 residential lots on approximately 53.32 acres; a park site on 2.18 acres; water quality/detention 
basins on 3.11acres; sewage lift station on 0.17 acre; MSHCP Riparian/Riverine Avoidance and Mitigation 
areas on 7.14 acres; MSHCP Riparian/Riverine Mitigation Area on 1.19 acres; s open space on 6.91 
acres; and circulation facilities (including on-site portions of McAllister Street and El Sobrante Road) on 
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29.60 acres.  The El Sobrante 3 Agricultural Preserve, which currently encompasses the entire 103.62-
acre site, would be disestablished as part of Agricultural Preserve Disestablishment No. 1046.  Please 
refer to Section 3.0, Project Description, for a comprehensive description of the proposed Project. 
 

1.5 CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)  

1.5.1 CEQA Objectives  

The principal objectives of CEQA are to: 1) inform governmental decision makers and the public about 
the potential, significant environmental effects of proposed activities; 2) identify the ways that 
environmental damage can be avoided or significantly reduced; 3) prevent significant, avoidable damage 
to the environment by requiring changes in projects through the use of alternatives or mitigation 
measures when the governmental agency finds the changes to be feasible; and 4) disclose to the public 
the reasons why a governmental agency approved the project in the manner the agency chose if 
significant environmental effects are involved. 
 
1.5.2 CEQA Requirements for Mitigated Negative Declarations (MNDs)  

A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) is a written statement by the Lead Agency briefly describing 
the reasons why a proposed project, which is not exempt from the requirements of CEQA, will not 
have a significant effect on the environment and therefore does not require preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15369.5 & 15371).  The CEQA Guidelines 
require the preparation of a MND if the Initial Study prepared for a project identifies potentially 
significant effects, but: 1) revisions in the project plans or proposals made by, or agreed to by the 
applicant before a proposed MND and Initial Study are released for public review would avoid the 
effects or mitigate the effects to a point where clearly no significant effects would occur; and 2) there is 
no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the Lead Agency, that the project as revised 
may have a significant effect on the environment.  If the potentially significant effects associated with a 
project cannot be mitigated to a level below significance, then an EIR must be prepared.  (CEQA 
Guidelines § 15070[b])   
 
1.5.3 Initial Study Findings  

Appendix A to this IS/MND contains a copy of the Initial Study that was prepared for the proposed 
Project pursuant to CEQA and County of Riverside requirements (Riverside County Initial 
Study/Environmental Assessment No. 42710).  The Initial Study determined that implementation of the 
proposed Project would not result in any significant environmental effects under the impact areas of 
aesthetics, agriculture/forest resources, cultural resources (paleontological and historical), greenhouse 
gas emissions, , hydrology/water quality, land use/planning, mineral resources, noise, population/housing, 
public services, recreation, or utilities/service systems.  The Initial Study determined that the proposed 
Project would result in potentially significant effects to the following issue areas, but the applicant has 
agreed to incorporate mitigation measures that would avoid or mitigate the effects to a point where 
clearly no significant effects would occur: air quality, biological resources, cultural resources 
(archaeological resources), geology/soils, hazardous materials, and transportation/traffic.  The Initial 
Study determined that, with the incorporation of mitigation measures, there is no substantial evidence, 
in light of the whole record before the Lead Agency (County of Riverside), that the Project as revised 
may have a significant effect on the environment.  Therefore, and based on the findings of the Initial 
Study, the County of Riverside determined that a MND shall be prepared for the proposed Project 
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines § 15070(b). 
 
1.5.4 CEQA Requirements for Environmental Setting and Baseline Conditions 

CEQA Guidelines § 15125 establishes requirements for defining the environmental setting to which the 
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 environmental effects of a proposed project must be compared.  The environmental setting is defined 
as “…the physical environmental conditions in the vicinity of the project, as they exist at the time the 
notice of preparation is published, or if no notice of preparation is published, at the time the 
environmental analysis is commenced…” (CEQA Guidelines § 15125[a]).  In the case of the proposed 
Project, the Initial Study determined that an MND is the appropriate form of CEQA compliance 
document, which does not require a Notice of Preparation (NOP).  The Project Applicant submitted 
applications to Riverside County for the proposed Project in July 2014, at which time the County 
commenced environmental analysis.  Accordingly, the environmental setting for the proposed Project is 
defined as the physical environmental conditions on the proposed Project site and in the vicinity of the 
proposed Project as they existed in July 2014. 
 
1.5.5 Format and Content of this Mitigated Negative Declaration 

This MND, in conjunction with the Environmental Assessment/Initial Study Checklist (“Initial Study”) 
prepared to evaluate the proposed Project’s potential to result in significant environmental effects, the 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), and the technical studies prepared in support of 
the Initial Study and MND, identify the potential environmental effects attributable to the proposed 
Project and specify mitigation measures where necessary to minimize or avoid the Project’s significant 
environmental effects. 
 
This MND includes a summary of the history of the proposed Project site, provides a summary of the 
relevant CEQA requirements for preparation and processing a MND, an overview of the existing 
environmental setting that forms the baseline for the environmental analysis, and a detailed description 
of the proposed Project.  The Initial Study prepared in support of this MND is provided as Appendix A.   
 
The MMRP, which summarizes the various mitigation measures that were identified to minimize or avoid 
the Project’s significant environmental effects, is provided as Appendix B.  The MMRP also indicates the 
required timing for the implementation of each mitigation measure, identifies the parties responsible for 
implementing and/or monitoring each mitigation measure, and identifies the level of significance following 
the incorporation of each mitigation measure. 
 
Provided as Appendices C through M are the various technical studies and other supporting information 
that were relied upon in support of the findings contained in the Initial Study, and include the following: 
 

Appendix C Lake Ranch (TTM No. 36730) Air Quality Impact Analysis, prepared by Urban 
Crossroads, Inc. and dated April 13, 2015 

 
Appendix D1 Biological Resources Assessment Lake Ranch Project, prepared by PCR and 

dated July 2015 
 
Appendix D2 Results of Focused Burrowing Owl Surveys for the Lake Ranch Project, 

Unincorporated Riverside County, California, prepared by PCR and dated May 
21, 2014 

 
Appendix D3 DBESP report prepared by PCR and dated November 2015 
 
Appendix D4 Results of Focused Burrowing Owl Surveys for the Lake Ranch Basin Study 

Area, Unincorporated Riverside County, California, prepared by PCR and dated 
June 8, 2015   
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Appendix D5 Results of the Special-Status Plant Surveys for the Lake Ranch Off-Site Basin 
Area, prepared by PCR and dated July 15, 2015 

 
Appendix D6 Habitat Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (Preliminary Working Draft), prepared 

by PCR and dated February 2015  
 
Appendix E1 Phase I and II Cultural Resource Report for the Lake Ranch Pro ject TR 36730 

Riverside County, California, prepared by Brian F. Smith and Associates and 
dated January 5, 2015, Revised February 10, 2015 

 
Appendix E2 Paleontological Resource Assessment for the Lake Ranch Project Site, prepared 

by Brian F. Smith & Associates, and dated March 11, 2014, Revised January 22, 
2015  

 
Appendix F1 Geotechnical EIR-Level Assessment, prepared by Petra Geotechnical, Inc., and 

dated October 27, 2014 
 
Appendix F2: Tentative Map Review, Tentative Tract 36730, prepared by Petra Geotechnical, 

Inc., and dated September 18, 2015 
 

Appendix G Lake Ranch (TTM No. 36730) Greenhouse Gas Analysis, prepared by Urban 
Crossroads, and dated April 13, 2015 

 
Appendix H1 Lake Ranch Fire Behavior Report and Fuel Modification Zone Design Guidelines, 

prepared by Firesafe Planning Solutions, and dated December 15, 2014. 
 
Appendix H2 Phase I Environmental Site Assessment and Limited Phase II Subsurface          

Investigation, prepared by ENVIRON, and dated September 2013 
 
Appendix H3 Final Air Clearance, prepared by CNS Environmental, Inc., and dated January 15, 

2015.  
 
Appendix I1 Hydrology Report for Tract No. 36730, prepared by MDS Consulting, and dated 

July 31, 2015.  
 
Appendix I2 Project Specific Water Quality Management Plan, prepared by MDS Consulting, 

and dated June 18, 2014 and revised August 3, 2015.  
 
Appendix J Lake Ranch (Tract No. 36730) Noise Impact Analysis, prepared by Urban 

Crossroads, Inc., and dated December 11, 2014.   
 
Appendix K Lake Ranch (TTM No. 36730) Traffic Impact Analysis, prepared by Urban 

Crossroads, Inc., and dated November 6, 2014.  
 
Appendix L TTM 36730 Water, Sewer and Recycled Water Facilities Report, prepared by 

Albert A. Webb Associates, and dated January 2015 
Appendix M Conceptual Landscape Plan 

 
Each of the appendices listed above are available for review at the County of Riverside Planning 
Department, located at 4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor, Riverside, California. 
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1.5.6 Mitigated Negative Declaration Processing 

The Riverside County Planning Department directed and supervised the preparation of this MND, which 
reflects the sole independent judgment of Riverside County.  Following completion of this MND, A 
Notice of Intent (NOI) to adopt the MND will be distributed as part of the Planning Commission 
hearing notice to the following entities: 1) organizations and individuals who have previously requested 
such notice in writing; 2) owners and occupants of contiguous property shown on the latest equalized 
assessment roll; 3) responsible and trustee agencies (public agencies that have a level of discretionary 
approval over some component of the proposed Project); 4) the State Clearinghouse; and 5) the 
Riverside County Clerk.  The NOI will identify the location(s) where the MND, Initial Study, MMRP, and 
associated technical reports are available for public review.  In addition, notice of the Planning 
Commission hearing and 30-day review period for the MND also will occur via publication in a 
newspaper of general circulation in the Project area.  The Planning Commission hearing notice and 
associated NOI also establishes a 30-day public review period during which comments on the adequacy 
of the MND document may be provided to the Riverside County Planning Department.   
 
Following the 30-day public review period, the County of Riverside will review any comment letters 
received and will determine whether any substantive comments were provided that may warrant 
revisions to the MND document.  If substantial revisions are necessary (as defined by CEQA Guidelines 
§15073.5[b]), then the MND and Initial Study would be recirculated for an additional 30-day public 
review period. 
 
Following conclusion of the public review process, a public hearing will be held before the Riverside 
County Planning Commission.  The Planning Commission will consider the proposed Project and the 
adequacy of this MND, at which time public comments will be heard.  At the conclusion of the public 
hearing process, the Planning Commission will provide a recommendation to the Board of Supervisors 
as to whether to approve, conditionally approval, or deny approval of the proposed Project.  
Subsequently, a hearing before the Riverside County Board of Supervisors will be held, during which the 
Board of Supervisors will evaluate the Project and the adequacy of this MND and take final action to 
approve, conditionally approval, or deny approval of the proposed Project. 
 
 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 7-4 Attachment 2, Page 15 of 254

191



INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
 

T&B PLANNING, INC. Page 2-1  
 

2.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

2.1 PROJECT LOCATION 
As shown previously on Figure 1-1, Regional Map, and Figure 1-2, Vicinity Map, the proposed Project site 
is located within the Lake Mathews/Woodcrest Area Plan (LMWAP) portion of unincorporated 
Riverside County, approximately 6.5 miles southwest of the City of Riverside, 7.7 miles east of the City 
of Corona, 13.0 miles northwest of the City of Perris, and approximately 15 miles north of the City of 
Lake Elsinore.  Specifically, the Project site comprises approximately 103.62 acres of land located at the 
northeast corner of El Sobrante Road and McAllister Street.  The subject property encompasses 
Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 270-060-010; 270-160-001; 270-170-(009, 010, 011); 270-180-010; and 285-
020-006.  The Project site is located in the southeast portion of Section 31 and the southwest portion 
of Section 32, Township 3 South, Range 5 West, San Bernardo Baseline and Meridian. 
 
In addition to the Project site, off-site impact areas are evaluated as part of this IS/MND.  Specifically, 
the Project would involve off-site improvements to McAllister Street and El Sobrante Road, which 
would occur along the western and southern boundaries of the site, respectively.  Additionally, the 
Project includes an Off-Site Basin on approximately 7.7 acres, and also would require the construction 
of approximately 1,134 linear feet of 10-inch off-site sewer lines within Avocado Way and Willow Drive 
(Webb, 2015, pp. 3-6).  The existing 8-inch sewer mains in Willow Drive and Avocado Way would be 
replaced by 10-inch sewer mains (Webb, 2015, pp. 3-6).  Please refer to Section 3.0 for a more detailed 
description of off-site improvements proposed as part of the Project. 
 

2.2 EXISTING SITE AND AREA CHARACTERISTICS 

2.2.1 Site Access 

As depicted previously on Figure 1-1 and Figure 1-2, direct access to the Project site currently is 
currently provided from via an unimproved dirt roadway that extends from El Sobrante Avenue and 
various other unimproved pathways along both McAllister Street and El Sobrante Avenue.  Interstate 15 
(I-15) is locate approximately 5.6 miles west of the Project site, State Route 91 (SR-91) approximately 
3.0 miles north of the site, and Interstate 215 occurs approximately 9.5 miles east of the site.  I-15 and I-
215 provide access between San Diego County to the south and San Bernardino County to the north.  
SR-91 provides regional access between the County of Riverside and Orange County.   
 
2.2.2 Existing Site Conditions  

Figure 2-1, Aerial Photograph, depicts the existing conditions of the Project site, while Figure 2-2, Existing 
Site Conditions, depicts the existing improvements on-site.  As shown, the northern portions of the 
Project site are being used for agricultural production (citrus groves); however, it should be noted that 
irrigation of the citrus grove was discontinued in July 2014.  Additionally, Riverside County recorded a 
Notice of Nonrenewal on April 15, 2014 (County Case No.  AGN00165).  In the northeastern portion 
of the site are two residences and three warehouses.  The northernmost residence is currently 
occupied, and an outhouse, metal canopy, and garden are located adjacent to the residence.  The 
southernmost residence is currently vacant, and a garage is located adjacent to the residence.  Three 
warehouses (two metal and one wooden) are located in a locked, fenced area south of the residences.  
The site also contains two (2) groundwater irrigation wells in the southeast and northwest portions of 
the Project site.  All areas of the site are unpaved, with the exception of a concrete pad surrounding the 
three warehouses.  An empty, man-made stock pond also is located in the east-central portion of the 
Project site.  The remaining portions of the site generally consist of former agricultural lands that have 
become fallow.  In the southernmost portions of the site is an existing ephemeral drainage that conveys 
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water from an existing 18-inch storm drain under El Sobrante Road towards the western boundary of 
the site where the flows discharge to existing storm drainage facilities located in the existing residential 
development located west of the site.  A drainage also occurs partially on-site in the extreme northeast 
corner of the site.  (Environ, 2013, p. 8; Google Earth, 2015)  Figure 2-1 also depicts the existing 
conditions for the area located south of El Sobrante Road that would be subject to disturbance 
associated with the proposed 7.7-acre off-site detention basin and a drop inlet structure.    
 
2.2.3 Surrounding Land Uses and Development 

Figure 2-3, Surrounding Land Uses and Development, depicts the Project site and the existing land uses on 
and immediately surrounding the Project site.  As shown, existing surrounding land uses include three 
existing single-family homes located near the northwest corner of the Project site, to the north of which 
is a mixture of agricultural lands, greenhouses, and several additional single-family residences and 
ancillary structures.  Remaining areas located north of the Project site consist of undeveloped lands that 
appear to be regularly disced and a north-south oriented natural drainage.  To the west of the Project 
site is McAllister Street, beyond which is a medium density single-family residential community.  To the 
south of the Project site is El Sobrante Road, beyond which is Lake Mathews.  To the east of the Project 
site are fallow and active agricultural lands, with greenhouses, a single family residence, and multiple 
sheds occurring near the Project site’s southeastern boundary.  The nearest existing off-site residential 
unit occurs approximately 94 feet west of the site (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, Exhibit 3-B). 
 

2.3 PLANNING CONTEXT 

2.3.1 Existing General Plan Land Use Designations 

As shown on Figure 2-4, Existing On-Site and Surrounding General Plan Designations, the 103.62-acre 
Project site is designated by the Riverside County General Plan and LMWAP for “Rural Community – 
Estate Density Residential (RC-EDR)” in the northwest portion of the site; “Rural Community – Low 
Density Residential (RC-LDR)” in the northeastern and easternmost portions of the site; “Community 
Development – Medium Density Residential (MDR)” in the south-central portions of the site; and 
“Community Development – Commercial Retail (CR)” in the southwest corner of the site.  Additionally, 
a small area within the future alignment of El Sobrante Road is designated for “Public Facilities (PF).”  
The Project site occurs within the LMWAP’s El Sobrante Policy Area. 
 
As also depicted on Figure 2-4, General Plan land use designations surrounding the proposed Project 
site include the following: RC-EDR, RC-LDR, and MDR to the north; MDR to the west; PF and “Open 
Space – Water” to the south; and RC-LDR and MDR to the east. 
 
2.3.2 El Sobrante Policy Area 

The proposed Project site occurs within the El Sobrante Policy Area of the LMWAP.  The purpose of 
the El Sobrante Policy Area is to preserve the generally rural character of lands located north of El 
Sobrante Road and east of McAllister Street.  Specifically, the following policies apply to projects located 
within the El Sobrante Policy Area: 
 

LMWAP 1.1  Require the provision of adequate and available infrastructure to support 
development.  To sustain the rural lifestyle found within the area, while still 
providing an acceptable level of service on local roadways, the total number of 
dwelling units within the Policy Area shall not exceed an additional 1,500 
dwelling units.  The circulation system, which would support the development 
of these additional dwelling units and which would, in part, be funded by their 
development, includes the following roadway improvements: the McAllister 
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 Street/ Dufferin Avenue Loop and the construction of a new connection (“A” 
Street) between McAllister Street/Dufferin Avenue Loop and Van Buren 
Boulevard, south of Dufferin Avenue.  In addition to these improvements, other 
circulation connections between the Policy Area and the adjacent City of 
Riverside would be closed.  These closures would direct high traffic volumes 
away from rural residential and green belt streets and toward more appropriate 
thoroughfares.  Limiting the number of dwelling units within the Policy Area will 
help to maintain acceptable levels of service on local roadways both within the 
County and adjacent green belt areas of the City of Riverside.  Limiting the 
number of dwelling units will also contribute to the continuation of the rural 
lifestyle enjoyed by area residents.   

 
LMWAP 1.2  Within the area depicted as Medium Density Residential, overall density shall 

not exceed three (3) dwelling units per acre. 
 
LMWAP 1.3  Coordinate with local agencies to ensure adequate service provision for all 

development within the Policy Area. 
 
LMWAP 1.4  Coordinate development strategies with the City of Riverside. 
 
LMWAP 1.5 Encourage the use of Specific Plans to implement the land use designations 

identified within the Policy Area.  
 
LMWAP 1.6 Encourage clustering of dwelling units when it would avoid the development of 

areas constrained by physical features or sensitive resources.  Encourage 
clustering in areas designated for Low Density Residential uses (One-half acre 
minimum lot size) rather than areas designated for Very Low Density 
Residential uses (1 acre minimum lot size) or Estate Density Residential uses (2 
acre minimum lot size), except where Very Low Density Residential-designated 
properties consisting of at least 300 acres and processed through a Specific Plan 
offer significant public recreational and/or areawide circulation benefits.   

 
 Where clustering is allowed, minimum pad size shall not be less than 8,000 

square feet.  However, for projects featuring public golf courses, a minimum pad 
size of 7,200 square feet will be allowed on a minimum lot size of 8,500 square 
feet.  This pad size exception may only occur adjacent to golf courses. 
 

LMWAP 1.7 Development shall be sensitive to and retain the unique topographical features 
within and adjacent to the planning area. 

 
LMWAP 1.8 Require that development on hillsides blend with the natural surroundings 

through architecture, the use of appropriate construction materials and colors, 
and the retention of natural vegetation. 

 
LMWAP 1.9 Restrict hillside development and grading in accordance with policies found in 

the Open Space, Habitat & Natural Resources section and Hillside Development 
and Slope section of the Land Use Element and the Scenic Resources section of 
the Multipurpose Open Space Element. 

 
LMWAP 1.10 Encourage open space and recreational amenities. 
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2.3.3 Existing Zoning Designations 

As shown on Figure 2-5, Existing On-Site and Surrounding Zoning Designations, the Project site is zoned for 
“Residential Agriculture, 10-acre minimum lot size (R-A-10),” which allows for residential development 
on minimum 10-acre lot sizes and limited agricultural uses.  Zoning designations surrounding the site 
include “Residential Agriculture, 5-acre minimum lot size (A-1-5)” and “Residential Agriculture, 5-acre 
minimum lot size (R-A-5)” to the north; “One-Family Dwellings (R-1)” and “Specific Plan Zone (SP 
Zone)” to the west; “Watercourse, Watershed and Conservation Areas (W-1)” to the south; and A-1-
10 and “Light Agriculture with Poultry (A-P)” to the east.   
 

2.4 EXISTING ENVIRONMENTAL CHARACTERISTICS 

2.4.1 Topography 

Elevations on-site range from approximately 1,225 feet above mean sea level (amsl) to a high of 1,343 
feet amsl.  The highest elevation on-site occurs on the hillside in the northwestern portion of the site, 
while the lowest elevation occurs in the drainage area that traverses the extreme northeastern portion 
of the Project site.  The majority of the site (i.e., within the central portions of the site) is relatively 
level, and ranges in elevation from approximately 1,240 feet amsl to 1,300 feet amsl.  Overall 
topographic relief on-site is approximately 118 feet. 
 
2.4.2 Geology 

Regionally, the Project site is located in the Perris Block of the Peninsular Range Geomorphic Province.  
The Perris block is a northwesterly trending eroded mass of Cretaceous and older crystalline rock.  The 
block is bound on the northeast by the San Jacinto Fault Zone and on the southwest by the Elsinore 
Fault Zone.  The crystalline bedrock is highly dissected and is overlain by Tertiary and Quaternary age 
soils that are vestiges of ancient river systems deposits and alluvial fans.  (Petra, 2014, p. 5; Petra, 2015, 
p. 3) 
 
The Project site is underlain by crystalline bedrock consisting of gabbro and granodiorite which is 
exposed in several locations.  The bedrock is mantled by varying thicknesses of soil and alluvial deposits.  
Based on test pits and borings conducted by Petra Geotechnical, weathered bedrock underlies the site 
and is mantled by soil/alluvial materials that vary in thickness from less than a foot to a maximum of 13 
feet.  These materials are described as silty/clayey, fine to medium grained sands that are brown to red-
brown, dry to moist, loose to medium dense and moderately porous.  The underlying bedrock is 
described as an olive grey granite/granodiorite that is moderately to highly weathered in the upper 3 to 
4 feet.  The weathered zone varies from moderately hard to hard and is moist.  This material breaks 
down to a silty sand/poorly graded gravel similar to a DG (decomposed granite) product.  Below the 
weathered zone the bedrock becomes hard to very hard and was difficult to excavate with the bucket 
auger and backhoe.  Practical refusal (i.e., non-rippable material) was encountered in most of the 
excavations conducted by Petra Geotechnical.  Bedrock was encountered within approximately five feet 
in all borings conducted by Petra Geotechnical, with areas of exposed bedrock occurring along the 
northwest Project boundary and in the south-central portions of the site.  (Petra, 2014, pp. 5-6; Petra, 
2015, pp. 3-4) 
 
Published geologic maps and literature indicate that the site lies within 30 miles of a number of 
significant active and potentially active faults that are considered capable of generating strong ground 
motion at the subject site.  Based on a review of published geotechnical maps and literature pertaining 
to regional faulting, Petra Geotechnical determined that the closest known fault considered capable of 
causing strong ground motion at the subject site is the Elsinore fault, located approximately 7.5 miles 
southwest of the Project site.  The Elsinore fault consists of a series of right-lateral strike slip faults  
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which trend to the northwest from the Salton Sea to the Santa Ana river basin.  Published investigations 
reveal that this fault offsets Holocene stratigraphy.  For this reason, this fault is considered active and is 
included within the boundaries of an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault zone.  The last major rupture was a 
magnitude 6 event in 1910.  No surface rupture was associated with this event.  The last surface rupture 
event likely occurred in the 18th century.  No portion of the Project site is located within the boundaries 
of an "Earthquake Fault Zone" as defined by the State of California in the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault 
Zoning Act.  (Petra, 2014, p. 8; Petra, 2015, pp. 4-5) 
 
2.4.3 Agricultural Resources 

According to agricultural lands mapping available from the California Department of Conservation 
(CDC) Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP), the southern portion of the Project site 
contains “Farmland of Local Importance,” while the northern portions of the site contain “Unique 
Farmland” and “Statewide Important Farmland.”  (CDC, 2012a) 
 
In addition, the Project site occurs within the El Sobrante No. 3 Agricultural Preserve and is subject to a 
Williamson Act Contract.  Specifically, a majority of the site is identified by the CDC as occurring within 
a “Williamson Act – Prime Agricultural Land,” with the remaining portions of the site identified as 
“Williamson Act – Non-Prime Agricultural Land.”  (CDC, 2012b)  Riverside County recorded a Notice 
of Nonrenewal on April 15, 2014 (County Case No.  AGN00165).  Additionally, an application for 
Agriculture Preserve Disestablishment and Cancellation has been submitted for the Project site to 
cancel the Williamson Act contract on the entirety of the El Sobrante No, 3 Agricultural Preserve and 
disestablish the El Sobrante Agricultural Preserve No. 3 (Map No. 528 A), which is coterminous with the 
Project site. 
 
2.4.4 Mineral Resources 

According to Figure OS-5 of the Riverside County General Plan, the proposed Project site is designated 
within Mineral Resources Zone 3 (MRZ-3) (pursuant to the Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of 
1975, or SMARA), which is defined by the State of California Department of Conservation SMARA 
Mineral Land Classification Project as “Areas where the available geologic information indicates that 
mineral deposits are likely to exist, however, the significance of the deposit is undetermined.”  
Furthermore, the Project site is not identified as an important mineral resource recovery site by the 
County General Plan.  (Riverside County, 2003a) 
 
2.4.5 Hydrology 

Under existing conditions, and as shown on Plate 1 of the Project’s hydrology study (IS/MND Appendix 
I1), the Project site conveys runoff from an approximately 315-acre area located to the southeast of the 
Project site, primarily from lands located south of El Sobrante Road.  Flows from these off-site areas are 
combined with flows from the southern portions of the Project site and are conveyed via a natural 
drainage to an existing drop inlet structure that connects to a 90-inch reinforced concrete pipe (RCP) 
storm drain.  Flows from the northwest portion of the site are conveyed to a man-made drainage ditch 
that outlets directly onto McAllister Street.  Flows from the northeastern portion of the Project site are 
conveyed off-site to the north, and eventually drain into the existing stream that traverses the extreme 
northeastern corner of the Project site.  (MDS, 2015a) 
 
2.4.6 Groundwater 

Based on review of numerous groundwater databases conducted by Petra Geotechnical, groundwater 
basins are not located within or adjacent to the site.  The crystalline bedrock is not considered a water 
bearing formation although minor occurrences of groundwater may be encountered in highly fractured 
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zones.  Groundwater/seepage was only encountered in the southwestern portion of the site, near the 
ephemeral stream, at an approximate depth of 17 feet.  This occurrence of water is likely due to 
seepage of water from the active drainage and is considered a localized condition.  Review of 
groundwater data for the general area indicates the groundwater levels are 100+ feet below ground 
surface (bgs).  Given these conditions, groundwater is not anticipated to affect the proposed 
development.  (Petra, 2014, p. 6; Petra, 2015, p. 4) 
 
2.4.7 Soils 

The Soil Survey for the Western Riverside Area (United States Department of Agriculture, 1971) indicates 
that the Project site is underlain by the following soil types (USDA, 1971): 
 

 Buren loam, deep, 2 to 8 percent slopes, eroded.  This soil type primarily occurs in the vicinity 
of the two on-site drainages in the northeastern and southwestern portions of the Project site.  
Soils of this type have only moderate limitations for agricultural production, and a “slight to 
moderate” susceptibility for soil erosion.   

 Cajalco fine sandy loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes, eroded.  This soil type occurs primarily in the 
central portions of the site, and is considered to have only moderate limitations for agricultural 
production, and has a “slight to moderate” susceptibility for erosion potential. 

 Cajalco fine sandy loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes, eroded.  This soil type occurs in the central and 
northeastern portions of the Project site, and is considered to have severe limitations for the 
types of agricultural crops that could be grown and has a “moderate” rating for erosion 
potential. 

 Cajalco rocky fine sandy loam, 15 to 50 percent slopes, eroded.  This soil type occurs in the 
northwestern portion of the Project site, and is considered to have severe limitations for 
agricultural production and generally unsuited to cultivation.  These soils are considered to have 
a “high” susceptibility to erosion. 

 Las Posas loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes.  This soil type occurs in the southwest corner of the site, 
and is considered to have severe limitations for the types of agricultural crops that could be 
grown.  These soils are considered to have a “slight to moderate” susceptibility to soil erosion. 

 Terrace escarpments.  This soil type occurs at the edges of the two drainages (i.e., in the 
northeastern and southwestern portions of the site), and is considered to have very severe 
limitations that make it unsuitable for agricultural production. 

 
2.4.8 Vegetation 

The Project site contains a total of 17 plant communities, while the off-site improvement area (herein 
referred to as the Off-Site Basin) contains three (3) vegetation communities, as mapped by the Project 
biologist (PCR).  A summary of the vegetation communities occurring on-site and within the Off-Site 
Basin is provided below.  Figure 2-6, Existing Vegetation Communities, depicts the location of the various 
vegetation communities observed.  A description of each of the vegetation and use types is provided 
below. 
 

 California Sagebrush Scrub.  An isolated patch of California sagebrush scrub occupies 0.02 acre 
within the northeastern portion of the Project site.  California sagebrush scrub is a subtype of 
Riversidean sage scrub in which California sagebrush (Artemisia californica) is the dominant plant  
species.  This community is characterized by low-growing aromatic and drought-deciduous 
shrubs adapted to the semi-arid Mediterranean climate, and is most often found on steep or low 
gradient slopes that are rarely flooded.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 18) 
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 Brittle Bush Scrub.  Brittle bush scrub occupies 1.06 acres within the northern portion of the 
Project site.  Brittle bush scrub is a drought tolerant subtype of Riversidean sage scrub in which 
the dominant plant is brittle bush (Encelia farinosa).  It is found more frequently in the drier 
interior of California on alluvial fans, hillsides, or on the slopes of small washes.  This community 
is associated with soils that are coarse, well-drained, and can be rocky.  Within the project site, 
other species found in this community include California sagebrush, doveweed (Croton setigerus), 
California figwort (Scrophularia californica), and wishbone bush (Mirabilis laevis).  Intermixed with 
the native plants were several non-native plants commonly found in the area including red-
stemmed filaree (Erodium cicutarium), ripgut brome (Bromus diandrus), and shortpod mustard 
(Hirschfeldia incana).  (PCR, 2015a, pp. 18-19) (PCR, 2015a, p. 18 and p.25) 

 
 Arroyo Willow Scrub.  Arroyo willow scrub occupies 0.97 acre within the southern portion of 

the Project site.  Arroyo willow scrub is dominated by arroyo willow (Salix lasiolepis).  This 
community is found in moist to saturated sandy to gravelly soils along streams, slope seeps, and 
along drainages.  Within the Project site, other species found in this community include black 
willow (Salix gooddingii) and blue elderberry (Sambucus nigra ssp. caerulea).  Non-native species 
observed in this community also include shortpod mustard and tree tobacco (Nicotiana glauca).  
(PCR, 2015a, p. 25) 

 
 Black Willow Scrub.  Black willow scrub occupies 1.00 acre within the southern portion of the 

Project site.  Black willow scrub is dominated by black willow.  This community is found in 
terraces along large rivers, canyons, intermittent streams, seeps, and springs.  Within the Project 
site, other species found in this community include mule fat (Baccharis salicifolia), arroyo willow, 
horehound (Marrubium vulgare), and telegraph weed (Heterotheca grandiflora).  Non-native 
species include shortpod mustard, tree tobacco, London rocket (Sisymbrium irio), castor bean 
(Ricinus communis), and Mexican fan palm (Washingtonia robusta).  (PCR, 2015a, p. 25) 

 
 Mule Fat Scrub.  Mule fat scrub occupies 0.76 acre within the southern and northern portions of 

the Project site.  This community is strongly dominated by mule fat, a tall shrub requiring ample 
soil moisture, with typically only a limited number of other plant types.  Associated plants are 
usually low, herbaceous plants or shrubs which tolerate wet conditions.  This community is 
considered riparian or associated with surface water or a persistent, moderately shallow water 
table and is often maintained by frequent flooding.  Other species observed within this 
community included blue elderberry and brittle bush.  Non-native species observed include tree 
tobacco, Mexican fan palm, shortpod mustard, and Russian thistle (Salsola tragus).  (PCR, 2015a, 
p. 25) 

 
 Pinebush Scrub.  Pinebush scrub occupies 0.13 acre within the northern portion of the Project 

site.  This community is dominated by pinebush (Ericameria pinifolia).  Pinebush prefers sandy to 
stony, often disturbed soils in scrub habitats.  Other species observed in this community include 
California sagebrush and tree tobacco.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 25) 

 
 Fourwing Saltbush Scrub.  Fourwing saltbush scrub occupies 0.14 acre within the northern 

portions of the Project site.  This community is dominated by fourwing saltbush (Atriplex 
canescens), a shrub that is long-lived, and resilient to cold, salt, and drought.  The species is able 
to withstand saline, alkaline, boron, and gypsum soils.  Other species observed within this 
community included brittle bush.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 26) 

 
 Black Willow Scrub/Disturbed.  Black willow scrub/disturbed occupies 0.32 acre within the 

northern portion of the site.  Black willow scrub/disturbed is dominated by black willow trees, 
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and subdominated by nonnative plants such as mule fat and tree tobacco.  Associated species 
found in this community include brittle bush, arroyo willow, willow baccharis (Baccharis salicina), 
Mexican fan palm, hoary nettle (Urtica dioica), Canary Island date palm (Phoenix canariensis), and 
castor bean.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 26) 

 
 Disturbed/Brittle Bush Scrub.  Disturbed/brittle bush scrub occupies 0.34 acre within the 

northern portion of the Project site.  Disturbed/Brittle bush scrub is dominated by bare ground 
with weedy species, such as redstemmed filaree, shortpod mustard, and Russian thistle, with a 
subdominance of brittle bush.  Associated native species observed include California sagebrush, 
California buckwheat, pinebush, slender pectocarya (Pectocarya linearis), common fiddleneck 
(Amsinckia menziesii), cudweed aster (Corethrogyne filaginifolia), and California encelia (Encelia 
californica).  (PCR, 2015a, p. 26) 

 
 Disturbed/Mule Fat Scrub.  Disturbed/mule fat scrub occupies 0.51 acre within the northern 

portion of the Project site.  Disturbed/mule fat scrub is dominated by bare ground and mule fat.  
Additional species observed include brittle bush, telegraph weed, common fiddleneck, and tree 
tobacco.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 26) 

 
 Disturbed/California Sagebrush-California Buckwheat Scrub:  Disturbed/California sagebrush-

California buckwheat scrub occupies 1.86 acres within the northern portion of the Project site.  
California sagebrush-California buckwheat scrub consists of an even mix of both California 
sagebrush scrub and California buckwheat scrub communities.  However, this natural plant 
community is heavily disturbed with a dominance of bare ground and non-native grass litter.  
California sagebrush-California buckwheat scrub are both subtypes of Riversidean sage scrub.  
Native species observed within this community include California sagebrush, California 
buckwheat, pinebush, wishbone bush.  Non-native species observed include oat (Avena sp.), 
shortpod mustard, ripgut brome, and red-stemmed filaree.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 26) 

 
 Disturbed/Coyote Brush.  Disturbed/coyote brush scrub is dominated by bare ground and 

coyote brush (Baccharis pilularis).  Additional species observed by PCR include Russian thistle 
(Salsola tragus), shortpod mustard (Hirschfeldia incana), and blue elderberry (Sambucus nigra ssp. 
Caerulea). Disturbed/coyote brush scrub occupies 0.03 acres within the southern portion of the 
Off-Site Basin area.  (PCR, 2015d, p. 3)       

 
 Disturbed/Willow Herb.  Disturbed/willow herb occupies 0.01 acre within the northern portion 

of the Project site.  Disturbed/willow herb is dominated by weedy species and willow herb 
(Epilobium ciliatum).  Native species observed include common cattail (Typha latifolia).  Non-
native species observed within this community include common sow-thistle (Sonchus oleraceus), 
cheeseweed (Malva parvifolia), and telegraph weed.  The plant community is being fed by a pipe 
in the middle of a ruderal field.  (PCR, 2015a, pp. 26-27) 

 
 Agriculture.  Agriculture occupies 34.49 acres within the central and northern portions of the 

Project site.  The agriculture areas are dominated by citrus trees.  In addition to the citrus 
groves are Peruvian pepper trees (Schinus molle) and red brome (Bromus madritensis).  (PCR, 
2015a, p. 27) 

 
 Pond.  The man-made pond occupies 1.58 acres within the southwestern portion of the Project 

site.  Within the man-made pond a variety of species (mainly non-native) occur around the 
perimeter.  Species observed include Peruvian pepper tree, Mexican fan palm, Canary Island date 
palm, ornamental cactus, and western sycamore (Platanus racemosa).  (PCR, 2015a, p. 27) 
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 Ruderal.  Ruderal areas comprise 5.78 acres of the Project site and 26.62 acres within the Off-
Site Basin.  Ruderal vegetation is found in areas heavily disturbed by human activities, such as 
roadsides, graded fields, and manufactured slopes, and frequently weedy, non-native plants are 
introduced as a consequence.  Within the project site and Off-Site Basin, non-native species 
observed within this community include Australian saltbush (Atriplex semibaccata), tamarisk 
(Tamarix ramosissima), red-stemmed filaree, shortpod mustard, cheeseweed, London rocket, 
tree tobacco, curly dock (Rumex crispus), nettleleaved goosefoot (Chenopodium murale), castor 
bean, and native species such as California buckwheat, orchard nettle (Urtica urens), willow 
baccharis, mule fat, cudweed aster, doveweed, common fiddleneck, pinebush, wishbone bush, 
and fourwing saltbush.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 27) 

 
 Disturbed.  Disturbed areas occupy the majority of the Project site with 50.31 acres, with an 

additional 0.03 acre within the Off-Site Basin.  Disturbed areas are dominated by bare ground 
and coyote brush (Baccharis pilularis).  Additional species observed by PCR include Russian thistle 
(Salsola tragus), shortpod mustard (Hirschfeldia incana), and blue elderberry (Sambucus nigra ssp. 
Caerulea). Disturbed/coyote brush scrub occupies 0.03 acres within the southern portion of the 
Off-Site Basin area.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 27; PCR, 2015d) 

 
 Developed.  Developed areas consist of man-made structures, such as homes and buildings, and 

comprises 4.34 acres within the northern portion of the project site.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 28) 
 
2.4.9 Sensitive Plant Communities 

The Project site supports eight native plant communities totaling 4.40 acres, including: black willow 
scrub (1.00 acre), brittlebush scrub (1.06 acres), arroyo willow scrub (0.97 acre), mule fat scrub (0.76 
acre), black willow scrub/disturbed (0.32 acres), four-wing saltbush scrub (0.14 acre), pinebush scrub 
(0.13 acre), and California sagebrush scrub (0.02 acre).  Three of these communities, namely arroyo 
willow scrub, black willow scrub, and black willow scrub/disturbed, are considered sensitive habitats by 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW).  The remaining five native communities are not 
considered sensitive habitats.  The Project site supports nine non-native dominated communities that 
are also not considered sensitive habitats, specifically disturbed/brittlebush scrub, disturbed/California 
sagebrush-California buckwheat scrub, disturbed/mule fat scrub, disturbed/willow herb, agriculture, 
pond, ruderal, disturbed, and developed.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 48) 
 
2.4.10 Sensitive Plant Species 

Sensitive plants include those listed, or candidates for listing, by the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS) and CDFW.  Species considered sensitive by the California Native Plant Society 
(CNPS), particularly Lists 1A, 1B, and 2 species, also are considered sensitive plant species.  Several 
sensitive plant species were reported in the vicinity based on the California Natural Diversity Database 
(CNDDB), including 34 species of plants.  A total of 14 plant species were identified as having a potential 
to occur within the Project site based on the literature review and habitat anticipated within the Project 
site, including Allen’s pentachaeta (Pentachaeta aurea ssp. allenii), Munz’s onion (Allium munzii), San Diego 
ambrosia (Ambrosia pumila), thread leaved brodiaea (Brodiaea filifolia), round‐leaved filaree (California 
macrophylla), smooth tarplant (Centromadia pungens ssp. laevis), long‐spined spineflower (Chorizanthe 
polygonoides var. longispina), Robinson’s pepper‐grass (Lepidium virginicum var. robinsonii), many‐stemmed 
dudleya (Dudleya multicaulis), chaparral sand‐verbena (Abronia villosa var. aurita), Parry’s spineflower 
(Chorizanthe parryi var. parryi), intermediate mariposa‐lily (Calochortus weedii var. intermedius), San Miguel 
savory (Satureja chandleri), and San Bernardino aster (Symphyotrichum defoliatum).  Two focused sensitive 
plant surveys were conducted by the Project biologist (PCR Services Corporation) on April 16, 2014 
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and July 9, 2014 during the appropriate blooming periods of potential plant species to ensure detection 
of the sensitive plants.  No sensitive plant species were observed on‐site.  (PCR, 2015a, pp. 48-49) 
 
Focused special-status plant surveys were conducted by the Project biologists (PCR) on April 21, 2015 
and July 13, 2015 within the Off-Site Basin area to determine the presence or absence of 15 special-
status plants species having the potential to occur within the Off-Site Basin area (PCR, 2015d, p. 2).  The 
15 special-status species identified as having the potential to occur within the Off-Site Basin area include: 
Allen’s Pentachaeta (Pentachaeta aurea ssp.allenii), chaparrel Nolina (Nolina cismontane), chaparral ragwort 
(Senecio aphanactis), chaparral sand-verbena (Abronia villosa var. Aurita), long-spined spineflower 
(Chorizanthe polygonoides var. longispana), many-stemmed dudleya (Dudlelya multicaulis), Munz’ onion 
(allium munzii), Nevin’s barberry (Berberis nevinii), Parry’s spineflower (Chorizanthe parryi var, Parryi), 
round-leaved filaree (California macrophylla), San Bernardino aster (Symphyotrichum defoliatum), San 
Diego ambrosia (Ambrosia pumila), San Miguel savory (Satureja chandleri), smooth tarplant (Centromadia 
pungens ssp. laevis), and thread-leaved brodiaea (Brodiaea filifolia)  (PCR, 2015d)The focused surveys were 
conducted pursuant to published CDFW and USFWS protocols, including walking transects and making 
close observations at ground level during the blooming periods of the special-status plants with the 
potential to occur on the Off-Site Basin area.  The surveys were conducted during the appropriate 
blooming periods for all special-status plant species with the potential to occur in the Off-Site Basin 
area. (PCR, 2015d, pp. 2-3)  Results of the focused surveys conducted within the Off-Site Basin area did 
not identify any special-status plants species (PCR, 2015d, p. 4).     
 
2.4.11 Sensitive Wildlife Species 

Sensitive wildlife include those species listed as Endangered or Threatened under the Federal 
Endangered Species Act (FESA) or California Endangered Species Act  (CESA), candidates for listing by 
the USFW or CDFW, and species of special concern to the CDFW.  Several sensitive wildlife species 
were reported in the Project vicinity based on CNDDB, totaling 43 species.  A total of 18 species were 
identified as having a potential to occur within the Project site or use the Project site based on the 
literature review and habitat anticipated within the Project site.  Of the species with potential to occur 
on-site, one sensitive wildlife species, the least Bell’s vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus), was observed on-site 
during the field survey.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 49) 
 
Focused surveys also were conducted for the burrowing owl in accordance with recommended 
protocols.  The focused burrowing owl surveys did not identify burrowing owl burrows, burrowing owl 
sign, or burrowing owls on the Project site or within approximately 500 feet of the Project site; 
accordingly, the Project site and adjacent areas do not currently support burrowing owls.  Refer to 
IS/MND Appendix D2 for more detail regarding the results of the survey report.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 53) 
 
Focused burrowing owl surveys also were conducted for the Off-Site Basin area in accordance with 
recommended protocols (PCR, 2015c, p. 3).  The focused burrowing owl surveys did not identify any 
burrowing owl burrows, burrowing owl signs, or burrowing owls within the Off-Site Basin area or 
within the 500-buffer zone (PCR, 2015c, p. 4).  
 
The Project site does, however, support potential nesting and foraging habitat for nesting birds, and also 
potential foraging habitat for birds including raptors.  Several species of birds were observed on‐site (see 
Appendix A to the Project’s biology report, IS/MND Appendix D1) and were identified by CNDDB as 
potentially occurring within the Project vicinity.  Raptors observed on‐site include red‐tailed hawk, red‐
shouldered hawk (Buteo lineatus), Cooper’s hawk (Accipiter cooperii) and American kestrel (Falco 
columbarius).  There is also a foraging potential on‐site for listed raptors within the Project vicinity 
according to CNDDB, such as northern harrier (Circus cyaneus, Species of Special Concern) and white‐
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tailed kite (Elanus leucurus, Fully Protected), though these two raptor species are not anticipated to nest 
on‐site.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 55) 
 
2.4.12 MSHCP Riparian/Riverine Areas and Vernal Pools 

Riparian/Riverine areas are defined in the MSHCP as “lands which contain habitat dominated by trees, 
shrubs, persistent emergents, or emergent mosses and lichens, which occur close to or which depend 
upon soil moisture from a nearby fresh water source; or areas with fresh water flow during all or a 
portion of the year.”  Vernal pools are defined in the MSHCP as “seasonal wetlands that occur in 
depression areas that have wetlands indicators of all three parameters (soils, vegetation, and hydrology) 
during the wetter portion of the growing season but normally lack wetlands indicators of hydrology 
and/or vegetation during the drier portion of the growing season.”  (PCR, 2015a, p. 56) 
  
The Project site and off-site drainage easement supports 2.93 acres of MSHCP Riparian/Riverine Areas 
associated with two drainages on-site (Drainages A and B).  2.92 acres of Drainages A and B occur on-
site, with an additional 0.01 acre associated with Drainage as shown on Figure 2-7, MSHCP 
Riparian/Riverine Areas.  Both on-site portions of the drainages meet the definition of a Riparian Area 
because they support habitat dominated by trees and shrubs, mostly consisting of mule fat, black willow, 
and arroyo willow.  Drainage A off-site meets the definition of a Riverine Area due to the ephemeral 
flow and limited vegetation that consists of weedy, non-native dominated species typical of ruderal areas. 
(PCR, 2015a, p. 56) 
 
The biological function and value of the Riparian area on-site in Drainage A is primarily for the transport 
of water which is limited based on the ephemeral nature of the drainage.  Drainage B provides a 
perennial transport of water supporting wetlands, and the associated riparian communities also provides 
resources for Riparian/Riverine wildlife species, specifically some cover and foraging habitat for the least 
Bell’s vireo.  Due to the typically dry conditions associated with the ephemeral nature of Drainage A and 
the disturbed areas within the drainage it only supports limited riparian function and value, whereas the 
perennial flow and habitat being utilized by least Bell’s vireo in Drainage B provides a higher function and 
value.  The biological function and value of the off-site Riverine Area is primarily for the transport of 
water which is limited based on the ephemeral and disturbed nature of the drainage.  As such, the off-
site portion of the drainage does not support suitable habitat for sensitive plant and wildlife species.  
(PCR, 2015a, p. 56 and p. 59) 
 
The 7.7-acre Off-Site Basin area supports a historic, remnant drainage feature that does not support any 
past or recent field indicators of hydrology.  Therefore, the off-site area is not meet the MSHCP 
definition of a Riparian/Riverine Area. (PCR, 2015a, p. 59) The Off-Site Basin area does not support any 
other jurisdictional or MSHCP Riparian/Riverine features; however, a field examination of the off-site 
inlet area conducted by PCR determined that 0.01-acre of the off-site inlet area contains CDFW and 
MSHCP Riparian Riverine features.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 59, p. 43) 
 
Other kinds of aquatic features that could provide suitable habitat for Riparian/Riverine species, such as 
fairy shrimp, are not present within the Project site or off-site improvement areas (i.e. vernal pools, 
swales, vernal pool-like ephemeral ponds, seasonal ponds, stock ponds, or other human-modified 
depressions such as tire ruts, etc.).  The 158-acre pond located on-site in the southeastern portion of 
the Project site is an isolated man-made feature created entirely in uplands for the purpose of storing 
pumped water to irrigate the orchards.  The pond is currently dry following termination of pumping in 
July 2014 and no longer supports any wetland vegetation.  As such, it is not included in the 
riparian/riverine analysis.  The Off-Site Basin area supports a remnant, historic drainage feature that 
does not exhibit any field indicators of hydrology.  Per the MSHCP definition, a Riparian/Riverine Area 
includes habitat that is close to or depends on a nearby fresh water source, or areas of fresh water flow  
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MSHCP RIPARIAN/RIVERINE AREAS

Figure 2-7
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for all or a portion of the year.  Since the off-site feature does not support any habitat or flows, it does 
not meet this definition.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 59) 
 
2.4.13 Jurisdictional Waters 

As shown on Figure 2-8, Jurisdictional Features, the Project site supports two unnamed jurisdictional 
drainage features identified as Drainages A and B, in addition to an isolated man-made pond that is 
considered jurisdictional in its current condition.  Drainage A is located in the southwestern corner of 
the Project site, entering along the southern boundary and exiting on the western boundary, and 
Drainage B is located along the northeastern boundary of the Project site.  Both drainages are located 
immediately north of Lake Mathews, which is a large reservoir located in the Cajalco Valley in the 
foothills of the Temescal Mountains.  The lake was constructed in a basin formerly traversed by Cajalco 
Creek, which is a tributary to the Santa Ana River via Cajalco Canyon into Temescal Creek.  The on-site 
drainages also ultimately drain into the Sana Ana River after meandering off-site through a highly 
developed area surrounding State Route 91.  Both drainages are United States Geological Survey 
(USGS) designated “blue-line” streams that convey flows on-site in an approximate southeast to 
northwest direction, and are therefore located within the Santa Ana Watershed.  Impacts to these 
drainages are regulated by the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB).  The man-
made pond located in the southeastern portion of the Project site also is designated by USGS as 
comprising a wetland resource, but no longer supports water; as such, it is not considered a 
jurisdictional feature.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 33) 
 
Drainage A extends off-site south of El Sobrante Road and immediately upstream of an existing culvert, 
within the off-site drainage easement.  At this point there is enough consolidated sheet flow to erode 
streambed indicators and support evidence of flow and other jurisdictional indicators.  Based on 
observations from El Sobrante Road, this portion of Drainage A is a minor ephemeral feature that is 
disturbed and supports only weedy species typical of disturbed and ruderal areas.  Considering all these 
factors, portions of Drainage A are considered USACE/RWQCB and CDFW jurisdictional.  (PCR, 
2015a, p. 34) 
 
Table 2-1, Jurisdictional Features, provides a summary of all the jurisdictional features located on the 
Project site.	 	Please refer to Section 4.6 of the Project’s biology report (IS/MND Appendix D1) for a 
detailed description of the on-site jurisdictional waters and wetlands. 
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Table 2-1 Jurisdictional Features 

 
a Jurisdictional acreages overlap and are not additive (e.g., USACE/RWQCB acreages are included in the 
total CDFW jurisdictional acreages).  MSHCP Riparian/Riverine Areas are equivalent to CDFW 
jurisdictional acreages. 
b The acreage is negligible at 0.000422 acre. 
c This acreage has been rounded up.  The actual acreage is less at 0.005896. 
(PCR, 2015a, Table 3)        
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JURISDICTIONAL FEATURES

Figure 2-8
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3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The Project evaluated by this IS/MND is located within unincorporated Riverside County, California.  
The proposed Project consists of applications for a General Plan Amendment (GPA 01127), Change of 
Zone (CZ 07844), Tentative Tract Map (TR 36730), and the disestablishment of El Sobrante 3 
Agricultural Preserve (AG 01046).  Copies of the entitlement applications for the proposed Project are 
herein incorporated by reference pursuant to CEQA Section 15150 and are available for review at the 
Riverside County Planning Department, located at 4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor, Riverside CA.  A 
detailed description of the proposed Project is provided in the following sections. 
 

3.1 PROPOSED DISCRETIONARY APPROVALS 

3.1.1 General Plan Amendment No. 01127 

Under existing conditions, the 103.62-acre Project site is designated for “Rural Community – Estate 
Density Residential (RC-EDR)” (2.1 acres), “Rural Community – Low Density Residential (RC-LDR)” 
(22.6 acres), “Medium Density Residential (MDR)” (64.4 acres), “Commercial Retail (CR)” (12.9 acres), 
and “Public Facilities (PF)” (1.7 acres).  RC-EDR allows for development of detached single-family 
residential dwelling units and ancillary structures on large parcels at densities ranging from one dwelling 
unit per two acres to one dwelling unit per five acres.  The RC-LDR designation would allow for the 
development of detached single family residential dwelling units and ancillary structures on large parcels, 
with densities ranging from 1.0 to 2.0 dwelling units per acre (du/ac).  The MDR designation allows for 
the development of conventional single-family detached houses and suburban subdivisions at densities 
ranging from 2.0 to 5.0 du/ac and on lot sizes ranging from 5,500 s.f. to 20,000 s.f., although Lake 
Mathews/Woodcrest Area Plan Policy LMWAP 1.2 restricts the maximum density of the site to 3.0 
du/ac.  The CR land use designation allows for the development of commercial retail uses at a 
neighborhood, community, and regional level, as well as for professional office and tourist-oriented 
commercial uses.  Development within the CR designation is allowed with a maximum floor area ratio 
(FAR) of 0.2 to 0.35.  The PF land use designation is intended for development of civic uses, such as 
County administrative buildings and schools.  (Riverside County, 2003a) 
 
As part of the Project, and as shown on Figure 3-1, Existing and Proposed General Plan Land Use 
Designations, the site’s CR land use designation would be changed to MDR.  There would be no change 
to the site’s existing land use designations of MDR, RC-EDR, and RC-LDR.  With approval of GPA No. 
01127, medium density residential development would be allowed on the 12.9 acres that are currently 
designated for commercial land uses.  Pursuant to the LMWAP El Sobrante Policy Area Policy 1.2, 
allowable densities within the MDR designation range from 2.0 to 3.0 du/ac.  It should be noted that 
although the MDR land use designation indicates lot sizes should not be smaller than 5,500 s.f., the 
General Plan encourages clustering in all residential designations, indicating that lot sizes smaller than 
5,500 s.f. are allowed (Riverside County, 2003a, p. 18). 
 
3.1.2 Change of Zone No. 07844 

Under existing conditions, the 103.62-acre site is zoned for “Light Agriculture, Minimum 10-acre lot 
sizes,” which would allow for residential development at a maximum density of 0.1 du/ac and limited 
agricultural uses.  Change of Zone No. 07844 proposes to redesignate the 103.62-acre Project site from 
“Light Agriculture (A-1-10)” to “Planned Residential (R-4)” on the southern 76.75 acres of the site and 
“One-Family Dwellings (R-1)” on the northern approximately 26.87 acres.  The R-1 zoning designation 
allows for residential development on minimum 7,200 square foot (s.f.) lots, while the R-4  designation 
allows for development of single- or multi-family homes on minimum 3,500 s.f. lots with approval of a 
development plan identifying the following: location of proposed structures; pedestrian walks, malls, 
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recreation and other open space areas; location and height of walls; and plans and elevations of typical 
structures.  The R-1 zoning designation would be consistent with the RC-EDR and RC-VLDR General 
Plan and Lake Mathews/Woodcrest Area Plan (LMWAP) land use designations, which allow for single-
family detached residences on large parcels ranging in size from 2 to 5 acres (for RC-EDR) and/or 1 to 2 
acres (for RC-VLDR).  The R-4 zoning designation would be consistent with the site’s existing and 
proposed MDR land use designation, which allows for single-family residential development at densities 
ranging from 2.0 to 3.0 du/ac (pursuant to the LMWAP El Sobrante Policy Area Policy 1.2, as discussed 
above).  Figure 3-2, Existing and Proposed Zoning Designations, depicts the site’s existing and proposed 
zoning designations. 
 
Pursuant to Section 8.95, Conditions of Development, of the County’s Zoning Ordinance, and in 
conformance with Riverside County’s Countywide Design Standards and Guidelines (adopted January 
13, 2004), a Development Plan was prepared that details proposed architectural design, landscaping, and 
walls and fences for the proposed Project.  A Development Plan is required for any residential 
subdivision located within the R-4 zone.  The purpose of the Development Plan document is to ensure 
that build-out of the Project is consistent with the policies and standards contained within the 
Countywide Design Standards and Guidelines.   
 
The Development Plan includes architectural standards that require the Project to be developed with a 
minimum of three architectural styles chosen from a list of nine acceptable architectural styles, including 
American Farmhouse, Andalusian, Cottage, French Country, Italianate, Monterey, Santa Barbara/Spanish, 
St. Augustine, and Tuscan.  Additionally, architectural details distinctive of each style (e.g. roofs, 
windows, building color, and accent materials) are required to be incorporated into each residence.  
The Project is also required to adhere to general design components that are set forth by the County to 
create a varied, pedestrian friendly streetscape, including but not limited to varied roof planes, building 
setbacks, and building heights, enhanced architectural treatments of rear and side facades, and multiple 
floor plans and elevations.  The architectural standards also provide a schedule of design measures for 
the specific residential lot design requirements for the Project, including setbacks and lot width, lost size, 
and lot coverage. 
 
Also included as part of the Development Plan is a conceptual landscape plan, which is included as 
IS/MND Appendix M.  As set forth by the conceptual landscape plan, landscaping would be provided 
along McAllister Street, including 24-inch box street trees and small decorative 24-inch box and 36-inch 
box palm trees.  The entryways to the project site along McAllister Street will have 36-inch box citrus 
trees, along with other decorative plants, including 8, 12, and 15 inch date palms and 36-inch box 
Magnolia trees.  Along interior roadways, 36-inch box street trees would be planted, with numerous 
street trees and shrubs lining both sides of each road.  The park site would be landscaped with a 
combination of larger trees, such as 36-inch box magnolia trees and smaller plantings such as 24-inch 
box Brisbane Box, Desert Fan Palms (in 8, 10, 12, and 15-inch sizes), as well Blue Mexican Fan Palms.  
Lot B will be planted with Dwarf Coyote Brush and Prostrate Rosemary, and Regal Mist Pink Muhly.  
 
The Development Plan also includes a preliminary wall and fence plan, which is depicted on Figure 3-3 
and Figure 3-4, Preliminary Wall and Fence Plan, and Figure 3-5, Preliminary Wall and Fence Details.  As 
shown, vinyl two-rail fencing would be provided along trail segments accommodated along El Sobrante 
Road and McAllister Street.  Slump block walls would be provided at the rear or side yard of residential 
lots where the lots abut the natural drainage in Lot ‘B’, the detention basins in Lots 274 and 275, the 
park site within Lot 273, and along the eastern, northeastern, and northwestern boundaries of the site.  
Tubular steel fencing is proposed along the existing drainage in the southwestern portion of the site, and 
around the proposed detention basins.  Vinyl side yard fences will be provided between individual lots  
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Figure 3-2
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Figure 3-3
Source(s): Forma (12-18-14)
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Figure 3-4
Source(s): Forma (12-18-14)
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Figure 3-5
Source(s): Forma (12-18-14)
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where other types of fence or walls are not identified.  Additionally, a Pool Fence is proposed around 
the proposed community recreation center in Lot 273. 
 
3.1.3 Tentative Tract Map No. 36730 

A. Land Use Summary 

Tentative Tract Map No. 36730 (TTM 36730) is shown on Figure 3-6, Tentative Tract Map No. 36730.  A 
summary of the lots proposed to be created through subdivision as part of TTM 36730 is presented 
below in Table 3-1, Summary of Tentative Tract Map No. 36730.  As shown in Table 3-1, TTM 36730 
would subdivide the 103.62-acre site into 272 single family residential lots on 53.32 acres; a park site on 
2.18 acres; three water quality/detention basins on 3.11 acres; a sewage lift station on 0.17 acre; MSHCP 
Riparian/Riverine Avoidance and Mitigation areas on 7.14 acres; MSHCP Riparian/Riverine Mitigation 
Area on 1.19 acres;  open space lots on 6.91 acres; local streets on 24.21 acres; and improvements to 
McAllister Street and El Sobrante Road on 5.39 acres.  A detailed description of the various land uses 
that would result from the approval of TTM 36730 is provided below. 
 

 Single Family Residential.  TTM 36730 proposes to subdivide the property to provide a total 
of 272 single-family residential lots that would range in size from 5,400 s.f. to 27,015 s.f.  Table 
3-2, TTM 36730 Residential Lot Summary, provides a summary of the residential lots proposed as 
part of TTM 36730. 
 

 Park Site.  Approximately 2.18 acre of the TTM 36730 property in the central portion of the 
site is reserved for a future park site, which would consist of a pool; spa; pool deck; pool 
building; overhead structure in the pool area; a barbeque counter; picnic table; bench; overhead 
structure in the park area; tot lot with play equipment and a tot lot play surface (refer to Figure 
3-7, Park Site Preliminary Concept Plan).  The proposed park has been designed to meet Quimby 
Act requirements (3 acres per 1,000 persons) for the Project.  Figure 3-8, Park Locations and 
Distances shows the location of parks in the Project vicinity and their respective distances from 
the Project site.  Additionally, the Project proposes a regional recreational trail along McAllister 
and El Sobrante, which is in addition to the 2.18 acre park site. 

 
 Water Quality/Detention Basins.  A total of three (3) water quality/detention basins are 

proposed on-site.  Lot 274 would encompass approximately 1.73 acres located north of the 
existing drainage in the southwestern corner of the site, and would treat runoff from the 
southern portions of the site located north of the existing drainage that traverses the southwest 
corner of the site.  Lot 275 would encompass approximately 0.51 acre located in the 
southwestern portion of the site (south of the existing drainage), and would treat runoff from 
the southwestern portions of the site (i.e., runoff from the portion southwest of the existing 
drainage in the southwest corner of the site).  Lot 276 would encompass 0.87 acres and would 
treat runoff from the eastern and northeastern portions of the site. 

 
 Sewage Lift Station.  A sewer lift station is proposed on a 0.17-acre lot located in the 

extreme northeast corner of the site.  The sewage lift station is designed to collect sewage 
flows from the northern portions of the site and convey the flows via a force main to the 
proposed 36-inch proposed within Street ‘A.’     

 
 Open Space.  A total of 14 open space lots (Lots ‘C’-’L’, ‘N’-‘Q’) are proposed on 6.91 acres.  

.  Lots ‘C’ through ‘L’ and ‘N’ through ‘Q’ accommodate common landscape areas, 
manufactured slopes, and natural slopes. 
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Source(s): MDS Consulting (09-28-15)
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Table 3-1 Summary of Tentative Tract Map No. 36730 

Lots Land Use Acreage 
% of 

Project 
Site 

1-272 Single-Family Residential 53.32 51.5% 
273 Park Site 2.18 2.1% 

274-276 Water Quality/Detention Basin 3.11 3.0% 
277 Sewage Lift Station 0.17 0.2% 

‘C’-‘L’, ‘N’-‘Q’ Open Space 6.91 6.6% 
‘A’ MSHCP Riparian/Riverine Mitigation Area 1.19 1.2 

‘B’, ‘M’ 
MSHCP Riparian Riverine Avoidance and 
Mitigation Area 7.14 6.9 

 ‘A’ – ‘Y’ Local Streets 24.21 23.3% 
-- Proposed McAllister Street 1.56 1.5% 
-- Proposed El Sobrante Road 3.83 3.7% 

Project Totals: 103.62 100.0% 
Source: TTM 36730, MDS Consulting, September 21, 2015. 
 
 

Table 3-2 TTM 36730 Residential Lot Summary 

 
Source: TTM 36730, MDS Consulting, September 21, 2015 
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Figure 3-7
Source(s): Forma (12-18-14)
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Figure 3-8
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 MSHCP Riparian/Riverine Mitigation Area: One 1.19-acre lot (Lot ‘A’) is proposed as a 
Riparian/Riverine Mitigation Area.  Lot ‘A’ is proposed to accommodate the existing habitat in 
the southwestern portion of the site. 

 
 MSHCP Riparian/Riverine Avoidance and Mitigation Area: Two (2) lots (Lot ‘B’ and ‘M’) 

are proposed on 7.14 acres to accommodate and avoid impacts to the existing habitat along the 
southwestern and northeastern portions of the site.  

 
 On-Site Public Roadways.  TTM 36730 proposes several public roadways on-site (Streets ‘A’ 

through ‘Y’), and also would accommodate improvements to McAllister Street and El Sobrante 
Road.  Streets ‘A’ through ‘Y’ would encompass approximately 24.21 acres of the site, proposed  
improvements to and dedications for McAllister Street would encompass 1.56 acres; and 
proposed improvements to and dedications for El Sobrante Road would encompass 3.83 acres.  
Section3.1.3.B, Proposed Circulation Improvements, provides a more detailed description of 
roadway improvements planned as part of the Project. 

 
B. Proposed Circulation Improvements 

As shown on Figure 3-6, the Project proposes to construct several public roadways on- and off-site.  
Figure 3-9, Roadway Cross-Sections, depicts the improvements proposed for each of the various 
roadways.  Access to the Project site would be provided via two access points from El Sobrante Road 
and McAllister Street.  Site access via El Sobrante Road and McAllister Street would be controlled via a 
stop sign to be installed along the southbound and eastbound approaches from Street ‘A’, respectively.  
A description of the roadway improvements planned as part of the Project is provided below. 
 

 El Sobrante Road.  Under existing conditions, the portion of El Sobrante Road that abuts the 
site is improved as a two-lane roadway with approximately 32 feet of travel lanes within an 
existing right-of-way of 80 feet, with no curb, gutter, or parkway.  As part of the proposed 
Project, this segment of El Sobrante Road would be constructed to its ultimate half width 
section as an Arterial Highway.  The Project would improve this segment of El Sobrante Road to 
provide 59 feet of travel lanes, with a 21-foot parkway along the Project frontage that 
accommodates a 10-foot wide Combination Trail and two 5.5-foot landscape strips on either 
side of the trail.  As part of TTM 36730, the Project would dedicate the northerly 24 feet of the 
ultimate right-of-way for this roadway.  The southern portions of El Sobrante Road would be 
constructed in the future by others, providing for an ultimate right-of-way of 128 feet with 86 
feet of travel lanes and 21-foot parkways on each site of the roadway.   
 
McAllister Street.  Under existing conditions, the portion of McAllister Street that abuts the 
Project site is improved with 34 feet of travel lanes and an 11-foot parkway on the western edge 
of the roadway that includes a 5-foot curb-adjacent sidewalk and six feet of landscaping.  As part 
of the Project, this segment of McAllister Street would be improved to its ultimate section as a 
public Collector roadway with 44 feet of travel lanes and a 15-foot parkway along the eastern 
edge of the roadway that accommodates a five-foot curb-separated sidewalk with landscaping on 
either side of the sidewalk.  Additionally, a 20-foot trail easement would be provided along the 
Project’s frontage outside of and abutting the proposed McAllister right-of-way that 
accommodates a 10-foot wide Regional Trail.  

 
 Street ‘A’.  Street ‘A’ is planned as a private roadway and would serve as the primary access 

into the Project site.  At its intersection with McAllister Street and El Sobrante Road, this 
roadway would be improved as a private collector roadway, with 40-feet of travel lanes, a 14- 
foot landscaped median, and 17-foot parkways on each side of the roadway that accommodate  

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 7-4 Attachment 2, Page 49 of 254

225



T&B PLANNING, INC. Page 3-14

INITIAL S /M N DTUDY ITIGATED EGATIVE ECLARATION

ROADWAY CROSS-SECTIONS

Figure 3-9
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1/11/2022 Board Meeting 7-4 Attachment 2, Page 50 of 254

226



INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
 

T&B PLANNING, INC. Page 3-15  
 

5-foot curb-separated sidewalks between landscape strips.  Within the interior of the Project 
site, Street ‘A’ would be constructed as a modified collector at a width of 78 feet, with 44 feet 
of travel lanes and 17-foot parkways on each side of the roadway that accommodate 5-foot 
curb-separated sidewalks between landscaped strips.  No landscaped medians are proposed 
along Street ‘A’ within interior portions of the Project site.  As with all proposed roadways 
within the Project site, Street ‘A’ is planned as a private roadway that would be maintained by 
the future Homeowners’ Association (HOA).   

 
 Street ‘L’.  Street ‘L’ is planned as a north-south interior roadway providing primary access to 

the northeastern portion of the site.  This roadway would be improved as a private local 
roadway with 36 feet of travel lanes and 10-foot landscaped parkways on each side.  Between 
Street ‘A’ and Street ‘H’, 5-foot curb-separated sidewalks within a 10-foot landscaped parkway 
would be provided on both sides of the roadway.  Northerly of Street ‘H’ a sidewalk only would 
be provided along the eastern edge of the roadway, while the western edge of the roadway 
would consist entirely of a 10-foot landscaped parkway with no sidewalk. 

 
 Streets ‘B’-‘K’ and ‘M’-‘Y’; Streets ‘B’ through ‘K’ and ‘M’ through ‘Y’ are proposed on-site 

facilities that would be constructed as private local roadways   These roadways would be 
improved to provide 36 feet of travel lanes and ten foot parkways on each side.  Streets ‘P’ and 
‘Y’ would have a five-foot curb-separated sidewalk within a 10-foot landscaped parkway along 
the western edge of the roadway, while the eastern edge would consist entirely of a 10-foot 
landscaped parkway with no sidewalk that accommodates a 3-foot wide v-ditch.  The remaining 
local streets would feature 5-foot curb-separated sidewalks along both sides of the roadway 
within 10-foot landscaped parkways. 

 
C. Proposed Drainage and Water Quality Improvements 

The Project’s drainage concept has been designed to convey existing flows tributary to the site from the 
southeast, while runoff from the on-site areas proposed for development by the Project are conveyed 
to one of three extended detention/water quality basins.  Figure 3-10, Proposed Off-Site Hydrology Map, 
depicts the proposed off-site hydrology concept, while Figure 3-11, Proposed On-Site Hydrology Map, 
depicts the proposed on-site hydrology concept.  A description of the on- and off-site drainage 
improvements is provided below. 
 
Off-Site Drainage and Water Quality Improvements 

As shown on Figure 3-12, Off-Site Detention Basin, the Project proposes to construct an approximate 7.7-
acre Off-Site Basin abutting the southern edge of El Sobrante Road.  This basin has been designed to 
reduce peak runoff flows from approximately 197.9 acres of the approximately 315 acres of off-site 
watershed that is tributary to the Project site (refer to Figure 3-10).   
 
The proposed detention basin would reduce peak flows from this 197.9-acre area from approximately 
257.7 cubic feet per second (cfs) during 100-year storm events to approximately 99.8 cfs. Flows from 
the detention basin would be discharged and conveyed by a 42-inch storm drain, which runs along El 
Sobrante Road. Additional flows from offsite areas to the north and south would be collected via a drop 
inlet and would be conveyed via a 36-inch storm drain to converge with the flows from the detention 
basin at a junction structure within El Sobrante Road. South of El Sobrante, an inlet structure with 
headwalls would collect the additional offsite runoff from the southern tributary area and conveyed it via 
a 48-inch storm drain into the junction structure.  
 
Past the junction structure, the flows would be conveyed by a 66 inch storm drain that travels east-west 
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Figure 3-10
Source(s): MDS (12-15-14)
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Figure 3-11
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along El Sobrante Road. An additional 24.4 cfs of offsite runoff from the south would be collected by an 
inlet structure with headwalls and would then be conveyed to the 66-inch mainline along El Sobrante 
Road via a 36-inch storm drain. A diversion structure is proposed at intersection of El Sobrante Road 
and Street ‘A’ in order to discharge low flows into the existing drainage channel. The higher flows would 
by-pass the diversion and the low flows would be conveyed into the channel by an 18-inch storm drain. 
The 66-inch storm drain continues west on El Sobrante Road making a right and turns north on 
McAllister Street. The 66-inch storm drain increases to a 72-inch, and eventually a 90-inch due to 
additional flows. 
 
Additional offsite drainage areas would bypass the onsite storm drain system. Natural areas do not 
require water treatment and therefore are able to be discharged into the storm drain system 
downstream. Drainage area B15 (refer to Figure 3-11 for drainage area references) would be collected 
by a drop inlet and conveyed via an 18 inch storm drain to the 54 inch on-site storm drain at the 
intersection of McAllister Street and Street ‘A’. The runoff from areas A8 and A9 would be collected 
and conveyed by a concrete swale that runs south-north and discharges downstream of Basin ‘A’. The 
flows would be be directed to a riprap energy dissipation structure that would reduce the velocities 
prior to discharging runoff into a natural drainage course. 
  
An additional 6.8 acres located offsite and adjacent to the project’s eastern boundary would be 
conveyed via concrete swales and would ultimately discharge into a natural drainage course located on 
the northeastern corner of the project site. (MDS, 2015a, p. 6, Plates 1 through 3). 
 
On-Site Drainage and Water Quality Improvements 

As shown on Figure 3-11, under post-developed conditions, the Project site would be separated into 
three separate watersheds (Watersheds A, B, and C) that largely correspond to the site’s existing 
watersheds, with flows within Lot ‘B’ comprising a fourth watershed (Watershed D).  The majority of 
first flush runoff within Watershed A, located in the northeastern portion of the Project site, would be 
collected by catch basins and storm drain pipes ranging in size from 18 to 36 inches.  These flows would 
be conveyed to the proposed extended detention/water quality basin proposed in Lot 276, which would 
then be discharged following water quality treatment towards the north, where the natural drainage 
pattern ultimately conveys flows into the existing stream that traverses the northeastern corner of the 
Project site.  Flows from the manufactured slopes within Lot ‘M’ would be collected by the concrete 
swale described above under the discussion of off-site drainage improvements, and would be discharged 
directly into the natural drainage course that traverses the northeastern corner of the Project site.   
 
Most of the first flush runoff from Watershed B, which encompasses the northwest portions and 
southern +/- half of the Project site (excluding the natural drainage and areas southwest of the drainage) 
also would be collected by catch basins and storm drain pipes ranging in size from 18 to 54 inches.  
Street runoff from El Sobrante Road, west of Street ‘A’ to the eastern project boundary will be 
collected by a catch basin and diverted into the on-site storm drain system. The on-site first flush will be 
diverted into the extended detention/water quality basin (Basin ‘B’), which is planned on Lot 274.  The 
higher flows will by-pass the diversion and will be conveyed by a 54 inch storm drain that eventually 
joins with the existing 90 inch storm drain within Avocado Way. Street runoff from McAllister Street 
will be collected by modified catch basins with diversion structure that will divert the first flush into 
Basin ‘B’. The higher flows will bypass the diversion and will be conveyed by an 18 inch storm drain and 
discharged into the 54 inch mainline. Following water treatment, the flows will be discharged by a 24 
inch storm drain, which joins with the 72 inch at the junction structure located on McAllister Street. 
The junction structure joins the 24 inch outlet pipe, 72 inch mainline and the existing 90-inch storm 
drain. 
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Watershed C encompasses the portion of the Project site located south of the natural drainage in Lot 
‘B’, a small strip along the southern boundary of the site and east of Street ‘A’, the portions of El 
Sobrante Road that abut the Project site, and portions of McAlister Street.  The majority of flows within 
Watershed C would be conveyed to the proposed extended detention/water quality basin proposed 
within Lot 275.  A diversion structure will convey the first flush into the basin and the higher flows will 
by-pass the diversion and discharge into the mainline within McAllister Street. The street runoff along El 
Sobrante Road, west of Street ‘A’ will be collected by a flow-by modified catch basin that also has a 
diversion structure to divert the first flush into Basin ‘C’. An 18 inch storm drain will convey the first 
flush into the basin and the higher flows will by-pass the diversion and discharge into the mainline within 
McAllister Street. Following water treatment, the flows will be conveyed by a 24 inch storm drain and 
will discharge into the 72 inch mainline, which ultimately joins with the existing 90 inch storm drain.  
 
On- and off-site flows that would be conveyed through Lot ‘B’ would be discharged into a proposed 
drop inlet structure that would abut McAllister Street and into a proposed extension of the existing 90-
inch storm drain within McAllister Street and Avocado Way. 
 
D. Proposed Water Service Improvements 

Western Municipal Water District (WMWD) would provide domestic water service to the Project site.  
Domestic water would be provided via two existing points of connection located in Blackburn 
Road/McAllister Street and El Sobrante Road.  The existing line within Blackburn Road/McAllister Street 
measures 12 inches in diameter, and is oriented in an easterly (Blackburn Road) and northerly 
(McAllister Street) alignment, with no existing water lines located in McAllister Street southerly of the 
intersection of Blackburn Road and McAllister Street.  The existing water line in El Sobrante Road 
measures 18 inches in diameter and terminates at the Project’s southwestern boundary.  A 22-inch 
water line also occurs within El Sobrante along the frontage of the Project site, although this 22-inch 
water line would not serve the Project.  Additionally, an existing water line measuring between 4-inches 
and 6-inches in diameter traverses the site and would be abandoned as part of the Project.   
 
Figure 3-13, Proposed Domestic Water, Recycled Water, and Sewer Improvements, depicts the water 
infrastructure improvements planned as part of the Project.  As part of the Project, and as depicted on 
Figure 3-13, a 12-inch water line is proposed to be constructed within the McAllister Street right-of-way 
between proposed Street ‘A’ and Blackburn Road.  Within El Sobrante Road, the Project would 
construct an 18-inch water line between the existing point of connection and the eastern boundary of 
the site.  Within the Project site, a 12-inch water line would be constructed within Street ‘A’ between 
McAllister Road and El Sobrante Road.  8-inch water lines would be constructed within all remaining on-
site roadways to provide water service to individual lots.   
 
E. Proposed Recycled Water Improvements 

WMWD also would provide recycled water service to the Project site.  Under existing conditions, a 20-
inch recycled water line occurs within El Sobrante Road, while a 24-inch recycled water line occurs 
within McAllister Street.  As shown on Figure 3-13, the Project would construct a recycled water line 
within Street ‘A’ between the existing 24-inch line in McAllister Street and the 20-inch line in El 
Sobrante Road.  An additional recycled water line would be constructed in Street ‘L’ to provide recycled 
water service to the northern portions of the Project site.  Recycled water would be utilized for 
irrigation of common landscaped areas (i.e., the park site, parkways, and slopes) and the landscaping 
within the public rights-of-way of McAllister Street and El Sobrante Road.  Recycled water would not be 
utilized for irrigation of individual residential lots.  
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F. Proposed Sewer Service Improvements 

Sanitary sewer service for the proposed Project would be provided by WMWD.  As shown on Figure 3-
13, wastewater generated on-site would be conveyed via a series of 8-inch gravity sanitary sewer lines 
to be constructed within the on-site roadways (i.e., Streets ‘A’ through ‘Y’).  Within the northern 
portions of the site (i.e., northerly of proposed Street ‘R’), sewer flows would be conveyed to the lift 
station proposed in the northern most corner of the property.  The lift station would be required to 
provide sewer service to 79 lots at the northern end of the project site.  The lift station would convey 
flows via a proposed 4-inch force main line within Street ‘L’ to the proposed 8-inch gravity sewer line 
within Street ‘A’.  To provide sewer service to the proposed project, a connection is proposed to an 
existing 8-in gravity main in Avocado Way at McAllister Street.  Within the remainder of the site, eight-
inch sewer lines would convey flows directly to the gravity sewer proposed within Street ‘A’, which in 
turn would convey flows to an existing 8-inch sewer main that extends from Avocado Way and 
terminates at McAllister Street.  1,134 linear feet of existing 8-inch sewer mains in Willow and Avocado 
will be replaced by 10-inch sewer mains.  (Webb, 2015, pp. 3-6) 
 
Sanitary sewer flows from the site would be conveyed to the Western Riverside County Regional 
Wastewater Authority (WRCRWA) Treatment Plant, located near the intersection of River Road and 
Baron Drive approximately 10.5 miles northwest of the Project site.  The WRCRWA Treatment Plant is 
currently undergoing an expansion to increase the capacity from 8 million gallons a day (MGD) to 14 
MGD.  Proposed expansions to this facility commenced in fall 2014 and are anticipated to take 30 
months to complete.  (WMWD, 2014a) 
 
G. Earthwork and Grading 

The Project proposes to grade a majority of the 103.62-acre site to facilitate development of the 
property with residential, recreational, and water quality/detention basin uses.  A total of 1,027,830 
cubic yards (c.y.) of cut and 1,210,707 c.y. of fill, resulting in a need to import approximately 182,877 c.y. 
of fill materials (MDS, 2014c).  However, construction of the proposed 7.7-acre Off-Site Basin south of 
El Sobrante Road would result in the excavation of 80,000 c.y. of earth material, which would be used 
on the Project site as part of the proposed grading plan (MDS, 2014d).  Thus, the Project would require 
the import of an additional 102,877 c.y. of earth material from an unknown off-site location that would 
be located within 10 roadway miles of the Project site (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 50; MDS, 2014d).  
All proposed slopes would be constructed at a maximum gradient of 2:1 (horizontal:vertical).  Within 
the northwestern portions of the site, cut slopes would be created at a maximum height of 
approximately 45 feet.  In general, the northern portions of the site would be excavated to provide fill 
material for the southern portions of the site.  The deepest area of fill occurs in the southwestern 
portion of the site adjacent to the drainage within Lot ‘B’, where pads would be raised by as much as 
eight feet in height.  Several smaller manufactured slopes (i.e., up to approximately 15 feet in height) also 
are planned between several of the proposed residential lots.  All slopes on-site would be constructed 
at a maximum slope angle of 2:1. 
 
Based on the site’s geologic conditions, blasting of bedrock material would be necessary as part of 
Project grading activities.  As shown on Figure 3-14, Hard Rock Blasting Area Locations, areas subject to 
blasting are located along the northern/northwestern boundary of the site; in the area planned for the 
detention basin in Lot 274; and in the southeastern corner of the site, near the eastern boundary of the 
Project site.  It is estimated that approximately 49,553 c.y. of material on-site would be subject to 
blasting activities, and that an average of 5,000 square feet (s.f.) of surface area would be subject to 
blasting on any given day (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 24). 
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Figure 3-14
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Source(s): Urban Crossroads (12-11-14)

Lake Ranch (Tract No. 36730) Noise Impact Analysis 
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3.1.4 Agricultural Preserve Cancellation and Disestablishment No. 01046 

Agricultural preserves under the California Land Conservation Act of 1965 (Williamson Act) provide an 
incentive for land owners to conserve agricultural lands in exchange for reduced tax assessments.  The 
Project site occurs within the El Sobrante No. 3 Agricultural Preserve (Map No. 528 A) and is subject to 
a Williamson Act Contract.  Prior to the development of urban level uses on-site that are not 
compatible with agricultural uses, the site’s existing Williamson Act Contract must be terminated 
through a petition of non-renewal, which would nullify the contract after a period of 10 years following 
the filing of a notice of non-renewal.  However, the California Land Conservation Act of 1965 also 
includes a provision allowing for the cancellation of a Williamson Act Contract without completing the 
ten year process of term nonrenewal.  Pursuant to California Government Code § 51282, land owners 
may petition the Riverside County Board of Supervisors for cancellation, subject to one of the following 
findings: 
 

 That the cancellation is consistent with the purposes of [Government Code § 51280 et seq.]; or 
 That the cancellation is in the public interest. 

 
As part of the Project, an application has been filed by the Project Applicant to cancel the Williamson 
Act contract on the entirety of the El Sobrante No. 3 Agricultural Preserve and disestablish the El 
Sobrante No. 3 Agricultural Preserve which is coterminous with the Project site.  Upon cancellation and 
disestablishment of the El Sobrante No. 3 Agricultural Preserve, urban-level development would be 
permitted, and the County would assess the land owner for the amount of fees that otherwise would 
have been imposed pursuant to Government Code § 51283. 
 

3.2 SCOPE OF ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

3.2.1 Construction Characteristics 

A. Proposed Physical Disturbance 

Figure 3-15, Proposed Physical Limits of Disturbance, depicts the areas on- and off-site that are planned for 
physical improvement as part of the Project.  As shown, approximately 98.99 acres of the 103.62-acre 
site would be subject to disturbance as part of the Project, along with an additional 7.9 acres that would 
be graded off-site in association with the proposed Off-Site Basin located south of El Sobrante Road (7.7 
acres), the construction of an inlet structure to convey flows beneath El Sobrante Road (0.1 acre), and 
off-site improvements to El Sobrante Road (0.1 acre).  (PCR, 2015a)  As discussed in Sections 3.1.3.D 
through 3.1.3.F, off-site improvements within existing roadway alignments also would be necessary to 
provide domestic water, recycled water, and sewer service to the Project site. 
 
B. Anticipated Construction Schedule 

Implementation of the proposed Project would include the following phases of construction: 
 

 Demolition;  
 Grading and Import; 
 Sewer, Water, Storm Drain; 
 Building Construction;  
 Street Improvements; 
 Architectural Coatings;  
 Common Area Landscaping; and 
• Hard Rock Blasting and Crushing   
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Demolition is expected to occur over an approximate duration of 18 working days; grading and import  
activities would occur for a period of approximately 195 working days; sewer, water and storm drain 
construction is anticipated to last approximately 50 working days; building construction is anticipated to 
take approximately 160 working days; street improvements would require approximately 83 working 
days; architectural coatings would occur over a period of approximately 145 working days; and common 
area landscaping would take approximately 80 working days.  Construction activities would occur over a 
total duration of approximately 20 months.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 24 and Table 3-2) 
 
Additionally, the proposed Project is anticipated to be developed with overlapping phases of 
construction activity.  As depicted in Table 3-3, Schedule of Construction Activities, soil import may overlap 
with grading activity.  Additionally, construction activities associated with building construction, street 
improvements, and architectural coatings may overlap.  Furthermore, it is expected that onsite hard 
rock blasting and crushing activities could occur at any point within demolition and grading activities. 
(Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 27) 
 

Table 3-3 Schedule of Construction Activities 

 
Note:  Hard Rock Blasting and Crushing Activities have the potential to overlap with demolition and grading activity.  It 
should be noted that blasting and crushing activities would occur for a duration of 10 working days. 
(Urban Crossroads, 2015a, Table 3-4)   
 
C. Major Construction Equipment 

Table 3-4, Anticipated Construction Equipment, indicates the major construction equipment that the 
Project Applicant anticipates construction contractor(s) would use during each phase of construction. 
 
D. Construction Employees 

Based on the California Emission Estimator Model (CalEEMod), up to 97 workers would be employed 
on site during the building construction phase, with substantially fewer employees on-site during other 
phases of construction, such as the demolition phase.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a) 

3.2.2 Proposed Operational Characteristics 

The proposed Project would be operated as a residential community.  As such, typical operational 
characteristics include residents and visitors traveling to and from the site, leisure and maintenance 
activities occurring on individual residential lots and in the on-site park, and general maintenance of 
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common areas.  Low levels of noise and a moderate level of artificial exterior lighting typical of a 
residential community is expected. 
 
A. Future Population 

Implementation of the proposed Project would result in the construction of 272 single-family homes.  
According to the Appendix E1 to the draft Riverside County General Plan Update, the average number 
of people per household within the LMWAP area is 3.34.  Thus, the 272 dwelling units proposed by the 
Project would result in a future population of approximately 909 persons.  (Riverside County, 2013, 
Appendix E-1, Table E-2) 
 
B. Future Traffic 

Traffic would be generated by the 272 homes planned for the site.  As shown in Table 3-5, Project Trip 
Generation Summary, implementation of the proposed Project would result in the generation of 
approximately 2,589 daily vehicular trips, with 204 trips during the AM peak hour and 272 trips during 
the PM peak hour. 
 
C. Maintenance Responsibilities 

Under long-term operational conditions, all proposed slopes; common open space areas; open space 
within Lots ‘C’ through ‘L’ and ‘N’ through ‘Q; the water quality/detention basins within Lots 274, 275, 
and 276; the on-site MSHCP mitigation and avoidance areas planned within Lots ‘A’ and ‘B’; and on-site 
private roadways (Streets ‘A’ through ‘Y’) would be maintained by a HOA.  On- and off-site domestic 
water lines, recycled water lines, and sewer lines would be maintained by WMWD.  Homeowners 
would be responsible for maintaining their own lots. 
 
D. Fuel Modification 

A Fire Behavior Report and Fuel Modification Design Guidelines has been prepared by Firesafe Planning 
Solutions for the proposed Project, and is included as IS/MND Appendix H1.  Pursuant to Conditions of 
Approval 50.FIRE.005 and 60.FIRE.001, the Project would be required to comply with the fuel 
modification standards set forth in the report.  Fuel modification features are depicted on Figure 3-16, 
Proposed Fuel Modification Zones.  As shown, portions of the site would include a “Zone A” fuel 
modification zone, with other areas identified as “Zone B.”  Zone A fuel modification zones would 
comprise a 10- to 17-foot setback zone in which only non-combustible materials would be provided, 
with plant materials limited to those approved by the Riverside County Fire Department and excluding 
any prohibited plants.  Zone B would consist of a 15- to 50-foot area that would be permanently 
irrigated and fully landscaped with approved drought tolerant, deep-rooted moisture material, and 
hydroseeded per the Riverside County Fire Department’s approved plant list.  Additionally, in locations 
where fuel modification zones are not possible without off-site improvements, a block wall/radiant heat 
wall would be constructed at the property line.  These walls would be either block or tempered glass 
over block materials and constructed at a minimum height of six feet.   
 
As conceptually depicted on Figure 3-16, along the northern edge of the Project site (at Lots 265 
through 272 of TTM No. 36730) a minimum 60-foot total fuel modification zone would be provided, 
which would consist of a 10-foot Zone A fuel modification area within the rear yard of the private 
homeowner’s yard and a 50-foot Zone B fuel modification area along HOA maintained slope, as well as 
a radiant heat wall at the rear property line.  Along the eastern side yard of Lot 265, there would be a 
15-foot Zone A fuel modification area on the private homeowner’s lots, with the Zone B fuel 
modification extending to the v-ditch at the toe of slope or Project boundary, as well as a radiant heat 
wall at the property line.  The landscaped areas between Street ‘P’ and the eastern project boundary   
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Table 3-4 Anticipated Construction Equipment 

    
(Urban Crossroads, 2015a, Table 3-3) 
 

Table 3-5 Project Trip Generation Summary 

 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014b, Table 4-2) 
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Figure 3-16
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Source(s): Fire Safe Planning Solutions (12-15-14)

Fuel Modification Zone Design Guidelines

Figure 20

Figure 20 above is indicates the fuel modification zones for Lake Ranch. The light blue areas 
represent the Zone A locations, while the dark green areas represent the Zone B locations. Light 
green areas indicate landscaped areas that are not a part of the fuel modification.

Lake Ranch Fire Behavior Report and Fuel Modification Design Guidelines - Page 27

LEGEND
Zone A

Zone B

Landscaped Areas
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would consist of a Zone B fuel modification area with a radiant heat wall running the length of the 
project.  From lots 137 to 148 and lot 157 there would be a 15-foot Zone A fuel modification area, as 
well as a Radiant Heat wall.  Lot 149 would have a minimum 20-foot Zone B fuel modification area along 
the manufactured slope behind the rear yard, with a radiant heat wall constructed at the property line. 
Along the northwestern edge of the Project site there would be a minimum 40-foot total fuel 
modification area.  At lot 197 the 40-feet would be off-set from the project boundary, with a 12 to 17 
foot Zone A on the private homeowner lot and a 23 to 28 foot Zone B along the HOA maintained area, 
as well as a radiant heat wall between the Zone A and B. Along lots 198, 200 and 215 there would be a 
40-foot Zone B with a radiant heat wall at the top of slope at the limits of the fuel modification. 
 
Finally, along the southern portions of the project along lots 10 through 31and 84 through 93, where 
there will be an adjoining open space within the Project site, there would be a minimum 35-foot total 
fuel modification consisting of a 15-foot Zone A fuel modification area within the private homeowner 
lots, and a 10-foot Zone B fuel modification area within the HOA maintained areas, with a radiant heat 
wall at the rear par property line. 
 
3.2.3 Related Environmental Review and Consultation Requirements 

Subsequent to approval of GPA 01127, CZ 07844, TTM 36730, and AG 01046, additional discretionary 
and/or ministerial actions may be necessary to implement the proposed Project.  These include, but are 
not limited to, grading permits, encroachment permits/road improvements, drainage infrastructure 
improvements, water and sewer infrastructure improvements, storm water permit(s) pursuant to the 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES), and state and federal resource agency 
permits.  Table 3-6, Matrix of Project Approvals/Permits, provides a summary of the agencies responsible 
for subsequent discretionary approvals associated with the Project.  This IS/MND covers all federal, 
state and local government approvals which may be needed to construct or implement the Project, 
whether explicitly noted in Table 3-6 or not.  
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Table 3-6 Matrix of Project Approvals/Permits 

Public Agency Approvals and Decisions 
Riverside County 
Proposed Project – Riverside County Discretionary Approvals 
Riverside County Planning Commission  Provide recommendations to the Riverside County 

Board of Supervisors whether to approve General 
Plan Amendment No. 01127, Change of Zone No. 
07844, Tentative Tract Map No. 36730, and 
Agricultural Preserve Disestablishment No. 01046.    

 Provide recommendations to the Riverside County 
Board of Supervisors regarding adoption of this 
IS/MND. 

Riverside County Board of Supervisors  Approve, conditionally approve, or deny General Plan 
Amendment No. 01127, Change of Zone No. 07844, 
Tentative Tract Map No. 36730, and Agricultural 
Preserve Disestablishment No. 01046. 

 Reject or adopt this IS/MND along with appropriate 
CEQA Findings. 

Subsequent Riverside County Discretionary and Ministerial Approvals 
Riverside County Subsequent Implementing Approvals:  
Planning Department and/or Building & Safety 

 Approve implementing Final Maps, Plot Plans, and/or 
Site Plans as may be appropriate. 

 Issue Grading Permits. 
 Issue Building Permits. 
 Approve Road Improvement Plans. 
 Issue Encroachment Permits. 
 Issue Conditional Use Permits, if required. 

Other Agencies – Subsequent Approvals and Permits 
Regional Water Quality Control Board  Issuance of a stormwater permit and a Section 401 

Permit pursuant to the Clean Water Act. 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife  Issuance of a Section 1602 Streambed Alteration 

Agreement. 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers  Issuance of a Section 404 Permit pursuant to the 

Clean Water Act. 
Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation 
District 

 Approval of planned drainage improvements. 

Western Municipal Water District  Issuance of permits/approvals for required water and 
sewer improvements. 
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COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM: INITIAL STUDY 

 
 
Environmental Assessment (E.A.) Number:   42710 
Project Case Type (s) and Number(s): General Plan Amendment (GPA01127), Change of Zone 

(CZ07844), Tentative Tract Map (TTM36730), and 
Agricultural Preserve Disestablishment (AG01046). 

Lead Agency Contact Person:   Damaris Abraham 
Telephone Number:   (951) 955-5719 
Lead Agency Name:     County of Riverside Planning Department 
Lead Agency Address:  P.O. Box 1409, Riverside, CA 92505-1409 
Applicant Contact Person:    Bill Holman 
Telephone Number:     (949) 729-1221  
Applicant’s Name:      CF/CDG Lake Ranch Venture, LLC 
Applicant’s Address:    23 Corporate Plaza Drive, Suite 246; Newport Beach, CA 92660 
Engineer’s Name:   MDS Consulting 
Engineer’s Address:   17320 Redhill Avenue, Suite 350, Irvine, CA 92614 
 
I. PROJECT INFORMATION 
 

A. Project Description:   The proposed Project consists of applications for a General Plan 
Amendment (GPA01127), Change of Zone (CZ07844), Tentative Tract Map (TTM 36730), and 
an Agricultural Preserve Disestablishment (AG01046).  A summary of the entitlements sought 
by the Project Applicant associated with the proposed Project is provided below.  Please refer 
to the introduction to this Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for a detailed 
description of the proposed Project and its associated construction and operational 
characteristics. 

 
General Plan Amendment No. 01127:  General Plan Amendment No. 01127 (GPA01127) 
proposes to redesignate a portion of the Project site from  “Community Development - 
Commercial Retail (CR),” to “Community Development - Medium Density Residential (MDR),” 
which would allow for development of the site with residential densities ranging from 2.0 to 3.0 
dwelling units per acre (du/ac) pursuant to LMWAP El Sobrante Policy Area Policy 1.2. 

 
Change of Zone No. 07844: Change of Zone No. 07844 (CZ070844) proposes to redesignate 
the entire 103.62-acre Project site from “Light Agriculture (A-1-10)” to “Planned Residential (R-
4)” on the southern 76.75 acres of the site and “One-Family Dwellings (R-1)” on the northern 
approximately 26.87 acres.  The R-1 zoning designation would allow for single-family 
residential development on minimum 7,200 s.f. lot sizes, while the R-4 zoning designation 
would allow for planned community residential uses in the southern portions of the site.  The 
proposed zoning designations would implement and be fully consistent with the site’s 
proposed MDR land use designation, which allows for single-family residential development at 
densities ranging from 2.0 to 3.0 du/ac (pursuant to LMWAP El Sobrante Policy Area Policy 
1.2) and lot sizes ranging from 5,500 to 20,000 s.f. in size.  It should be noted that although 
the MDR land use designation indicates lot sizes should not be smaller than 5,500 s.f., the 
General Plan encourages clustering in all residential designations, indicating that lot sizes 
smaller than 5,500 s.f. are allowed (Riverside County, 2003a, p. 18). 
 
Tentative Tract Map No. 36730:  Tentative Tract Map No. 36730 (TTM 36730) proposes to 
subdivide the 103.62-acre site into 272 residential lots on approximately 53.32 acres; a park 
site on 2.18 acres; water quality/detention basins on 3.11 acres; sewage lift station on 0.17 
acre; MSHCP Riparian/Riverine Avoidance and Mitigation areas on 7.14 acres; MSHCP 
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Riparian/Riverine Mitigation Area on 1.19 acres; open space on 6.91 acres; and circulation 
facilities (including on-site portions of McAllister Street and El Sobrante Road) on 29.60 acres..  
Off-site improvements also are proposed as part of TTM 36730 include 7.9 acres that would 
be graded off-site in association with the proposed Off-Site Basin located south of El Sobrante 
Road (7.7 acres); improvements to El Sobrante Road along the Project’s frontage (0.1 acre); 
the construction of an inlet structure to convey flows beneath El Sobrante Road (0.1 acre), and 
off-site improvements within existing roadway alignments to provide domestic water and sewer 
service to the Project site (<0.1 acre).  A detailed description of the various land uses that 
would result from the approval of TTM 36730 is provided in Section 3.0, Project Description, of 
this IS/MND. 

 
Agricultural Preserve Cancellation and Disestablishment No. 01046:  As part of the 
Project, an application has been filed to cancel the Williamson Act contract on the entirety of 
the El Sobrante No. 3 Agricultural Preserve and disestablish the El Sobrante No. 3 Agricultural 
Preserve which is coterminous with the Project site..  Upon cancellation and disestablishment 
of the El Sobrante 3 Agricultural Preserve, urban-level development would be permitted on-
site, and the County would assess the land owner for the amount of fees that otherwise would 
have been imposed pursuant to Government Code § 51283. 

 
B. Type of Project:   Site Specific ;     Countywide ;     Community ;     Policy . 

 
C. Total Project Area:   103.62 acres 

 
Residential Acres:   53.32 Lots:   272 Units:   272 Projected No. of Residents:   909 
Commercial Acres:         Lots:         Sq. Ft. of Bldg. Area:         Est. No. of Employees:         
Industrial Acres:         Lots:         Sq. Ft. of Bldg. Area:         Est. No. of Employees:         
Other:   Water Quality/ 
Detention Basin (2.97  acres); 
Park Site (2.18 acres); Sewage 
Lift Station (0.17 acre); 
MSHCP Riparian/Riverine 
Avoidance and Mitigation 
areas (7.14 acres); MSHCP 
Riparian/Riverine Mitigation 
Area (1.19 acres); Open Space 
(6.91 acres); Local Private 
Streets (24.21 acres); 
Proposed McAllister Street 
(1.56 acres); and Proposed El 
Sobrante Road (3.83 acres). 

Lots:   22 Sq. Ft. of Bldg. Area:   N/A Est. No. of Employees:   0

 
D. Assessor’s Parcel No(s):   270-060-010; 270-160-001; 270-170-(009, 010, 011); 270-180-

010; and 285-020-006. 
 

E. Street References:   Northeast corner of El Sobrante Road and McAllister Street.   
 

F. Section, Township & Range Description or reference/attach a Legal Description:   
Southeast portion of Section 31 and Southwest portion of Section 32, Township 3 South, 
Range 5 West, San Bernardo Baseline and Meridian. 

 
G. Brief description of the existing environmental setting of the project site and its 

surroundings:   The northern portions of the Project site are being used for agricultural 
production (citrus groves).  In the northeastern portion of the site are two residences and three 
warehouses.  The northernmost residence is currently occupied, and an outhouse, metal 
canopy, and garden are located adjacent to the residence.  The southernmost residence is 
currently vacant, and a garage is located adjacent to the residence.  Three warehouses (two 
metal and one wooden) are located in a locked, fenced area south of the residences.  The site 
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also contains two (2) groundwater irrigation wells in the southeast and northwest portions of 
the Project site.  All areas of the site are unpaved, with the exception of a concrete pad 
surrounding the three warehouses.  A water-filled reservoir also is located in the east-central 
portion of the Project site.  The remaining portions of the site generally consist of former 
agricultural lands that have become fallow.  In the southernmost portions of the site is an 
existing ephemeral drainage that conveys water from an existing 18-inch storm drain under El 
Sobrante Road towards the western boundary of the site where the flows discharge to existing 
storm drainage facilities located in the existing residential development located west of the 
site.  A drainage also occurs partially on-site in the extreme northeast corner of the site.  
(Environ, 2013, p. 8; Google Earth, 2015) 
 
Existing surrounding land uses include three existing single-family homes located near the 
northwest corner of the Project site, to the north of which is a mixture of agricultural lands, 
greenhouses, and several single-family residences and ancillary structures.  Remaining areas 
located north of the Project site consist of undeveloped lands that appear to be regularly 
disced and a north-south oriented natural drainage.  To the west of the Project site is 
McAllister Street, beyond which is a medium density single-family residential community.  To 
the south of the Project site is El Sobrante Road, beyond which is Lake Mathews.  To the east 
of the Project site are fallow and active agricultural lands, with greenhouses, a single family 
residence, and multiple sheds occurring near the Project site’s southeastern boundary. 

 
II. APPLICABLE GENERAL PLAN AND ZONING REGULATIONS 

A. General Plan Elements/Policies: 
 

1. Land Use:  The proposed Project site and off-site impact areas are located within the Lake 
Mathews/Woodcrest (LMWAP) of the County of Riverside’s General Plan.  The Project site 
is currently designated for “Rural Community – Estate Density Residential (RC-EDR)” in 
the northwest portion of the site; “Rural Community – Low Density Residential (RC-LDR)” 
in the northeastern and easternmost portions of the site; “Community Development – 
Medium Density Residential (MDR)” in the south-central portions of the site; and 
“Community Development – Commercial Retail (CR)” in the southwest corner of the site.  
The Project site also is located within the El Sobrante Policy Area.  Please refer to the 
discussion and analysis of Land Use and Planning under Issue 28 of this Initial Study for a 
discussion and analysis of the Project’s consistency with the General Plan Land Use 
Element, the LMWAP, and associated policies. 

 
2. Circulation:  The proposed Project was reviewed for conformance with County Ordinance 

461 by the Riverside County Transportation Department.  Adequate circulation facilities 
exist and or are proposed to serve the proposed Project.  The proposed Project meets all 
applicable circulation policies of the General Plan. 

 
3. Multipurpose Open Space:  No natural open space land is required to be preserved 

within the boundaries of this Project, although both natural drainages would be partially or 
wholly preserved on-site.  The proposed Project meets all applicable Multipurpose Open 
Space Element Policies.  

 
4. Safety:  The proposed Project allows for sufficient provision of emergency response 

services to the existing and future users of this Project through the Project’s design.  
According to the General Plan Safety Element, the Project site is located within and 
adjacent to a high fire hazard area; the site is traverse by drainages that are subject to 
100-year flood hazards; and the site is subject to inundation hazards associated with the 
Lake Mathews dam.  The site is not located in areas containing slopes greater than 25%, 
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nor is the site subject to hazards associated with slope instability or subsidence.  The 
proposed Project meets all other applicable Safety Element policies. 

 
5. Noise: The proposed Project meets all applicable Noise Element policies.  In addition, a 

Noise Study, dated December 11, 2014 and prepared by Urban Crossroads, Inc., shows 
that the proposed Project would meet Riverside County noise standards, assuming the 
implementation of mitigation measures that have been incorporated into the Project’s 
design.  

 
6. Housing:  The Project proposes to develop the site with 272 residential homes consistent 

with the site’s proposed General Plan land use designation.  Accordingly, the Project would 
not conflict with the General Plan Housing Element policies. 

 
7. Air Quality:  The proposed Project is conditioned by Riverside County to control any 

fugitive dust during grading and construction activities.  An Air Quality Impact Analysis 
prepared by Urban Crossroads and dated April 13, 2015 determined that the proposed 
Project: would not conflict with the South Coast Air Quality District’s (SCAQMD) Air Quality 
Management Plan (AQMP); would not violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation; would not result in a 
cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the Project region 
is non-attainment; would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations; and would not create objectionable odors that affect a substantial number 
of people.  The proposed Project meets all applicable Air Quality Element policies. 

 
B. General Plan Area Plan(s):   Lake Mathews/Woodcrest Area Plan 

 
C. Foundation Component(s):  Community Development and Rural Community 

 
D. Land Use Designation(s):  Rural Community – Estate Density Residential (RC-EDR); Rural 

Community – Low Density Residential (RC-LDR); Community Development - Medium Density 
Residential (MDR); Community Development – Commercial Retail (CR). 

 
E. Overlay(s), if any:  None 

 
F. Policy Area(s), if any:   El Sobrante Policy Area 

 
G. Adjacent and Surrounding Area Plan(s), Foundation Component(s), Land Use 

Designation(s), and Overlay(s) and Policy Area(s), if any:  General Plan land use 
designations surrounding the Project site include the following: RC-EDR, RC-LDR, and MDR 
to the north; MDR to the west; “Public Facilities (PF)” and “Open Space – Water” to the south; 
and RC-LDR and MDR to the east.  Areas east and north of the site are located within the El 
Sobrante Policy Area.  There are no land use overlays affecting surrounding areas.   

 
H. Adopted Specific Plan Information 

 
1. Name and Number of Specific Plan, if any:   Not within a Specific Plan.   

 
2. Specific Plan Planning Area, and Policies, if any:   None. 

 
I. Existing Zoning:   Residential Agriculture, 10-acre minimum lot size (R-A-10) 

 
J. Proposed Zoning, if any:   “One Family Dwellings (R-1)” and “Planned Residential (R-4)” 
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K. Adjacent and Surrounding Zoning:   ““Residential Agriculture, 5-acre minimum lot size (A-1-
5)” and “Residential Agriculture, 5-acre minimum lot size (R-A-5)” to the north; “One-Family 
Dwellings (R-1)” and “Specific Plan Zone (SP Zone)” to the west; “Watercourse, Watershed 
and Conservation Areas (W-1)” to the south; and A-1-10 and “Light Agriculture with Poultry (A-
P) to the east. 

 
III. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED 

The environmental factors checked below ( x ) would be potentially affected by this project, involving 
at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” or “Less than Significant with Mitigation 
Incorporated” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages. 
 

 Aesthetics  Hazards & Hazardous Materials  Recreation 
 Agriculture & Forest Resources  Hydrology / Water Quality  Transportation / Traffic 
 Air Quality  Land Use / Planning  Utilities / Service Systems 
 Biological Resources  Mineral Resources  Other: 
 Cultural Resources  Noise  Other: 
 Geology / Soils  Population / Housing  Mandatory Findings of 

Significance  Greenhouse Gas Emissions  Public Services 
    
IV. DETERMINATION 
 
On the basis of this initial evaluation: 
A PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/NEGATIVE DECLARATION WAS NOT PREPARED 

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

  I 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, described in this document, have been made or 
agreed to by the project proponent.  A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

  I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT REPORT is required. 
 
A PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/NEGATIVE DECLARATION WAS PREPARED 

   I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, NO NEW 
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION IS REQUIRED because (a) all potentially significant effects of the 
proposed project have been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration pursuant to 
applicable legal standards, (b) all potentially significant effects of the proposed project have been avoided or 
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or Negative Declaration, (c) the proposed project will not result in any new 
significant environmental effects not identified in the earlier EIR or Negative Declaration, (d) the proposed project 
will not substantially increase the severity of the environmental effects identified in the earlier EIR or Negative 
Declaration, (e) no considerably different mitigation measures have been identified and (f) no mitigation 
measures found infeasible have become feasible. 

   I find that although all potentially significant effects have been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or 
Negative Declaration pursuant to applicable legal standards, some changes or additions are necessary but none 
of the conditions described in California Code of Regulations, Section 15162 exist.  An ADDENDUM to a 
previously-certified EIR or Negative Declaration has been prepared and will be considered by the approving 
body or bodies. 

   I find that at least one of the conditions described in California Code of Regulations, Section 15162 exist, but 
I further find that only minor additions or changes are necessary to make the previous EIR adequately apply to 
the project in the changed situation; therefore a SUPPLEMENT TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 
is required that need only contain the information necessary to make the previous EIR adequate for the project 
as revised. 

    I find that at least one of the following conditions described in California Code of Regulations, Section 
15162, exist and a SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required: (1) Substantial changes 
are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration due to 
the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously 
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V. ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES ASSESSMENT 
 
In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code Section 
21000-21178.1), this Initial Study has been prepared to analyze the proposed project to determine 
any potential significant impacts upon the environment that would result from construction and 
implementation of the project.  In accordance with California Code of Regulations, Section 15063, this 
Initial Study is a preliminary analysis prepared by the Lead Agency, the County of Riverside, in 
consultation with other jurisdictional agencies, to determine whether a Negative Declaration, Mitigated 
Negative Declaration, or an Environmental Impact Report is required for the proposed project.  The 
purpose of this Initial Study is to inform the decision-makers, affected agencies, and the public of 
potential environmental impacts associated with the implementation of the proposed project. 
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AESTHETICS Would the project     
1. Scenic Resources 

a) Have a substantial effect upon a scenic highway 
corridor within which it is located? 

    

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, 
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings and unique or 
landmark features; obstruct any prominent scenic vista or 
view open to the public; or result in the creation of an 
aesthetically offensive site open to public view? 

    

    Source:   LMWAP Figure 9, “Lake Mathews/Woodcrest Area Plan Scenic Highways;” On-site 
Inspection. 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) According to Figure 9 of the LMWAP, El Sobrante Road between Mockingbird Canyon and La 
Sierra Avenue, and La Sierra Avenue between Cajalco Road and approximately 1.25 miles north of El 
Sobrante Road, are identified as “County Eligible” scenic highways.  Due to the Project site’s distance 
from La Sierra Avenue (approximately 0.85 mile) and intervening topography, landscaping, and 
development, the Project has no potential to affect views from La Sierra Avenue.  Although El 
Sobrante Road is not an officially designated scenic corridor, the Project nonetheless has the 
potential to result in adverse visual impacts to nearby segments of this roadway. 
 
To help illustrate the existing aesthetic conditions of the Project site and its immediate surroundings, a 
photographic inventory was conducted on July 8, 2014 by T&B Planning.  Figure EA-1, Site Photos 
Key Map, along with the four (4) site photographs shown on Figure EA-2 and Figure EA-3, depict the 
existing conditions of the Project site as viewed from the four distinct vantage points, and include 
views from the Project’s southwestern, northwestern, northern, and southeastern boundaries.  
Provided below is a brief description of the various elements depicted in the photographs.  
 
 Site Photo 1, Figure EA-2: Site photo 1 depicts the Project site from the southwest corner facing 

northeast.  As seen in this view, the foreground consists of disturbed, non-vegetated ground 
beyond which is chain link and three wire fencing.  Views within the Project site from this vantage 
are primarily that of disturbed fallow agricultural lands, with vegetation associated with the 
southern on-site ephemeral stream visible on the horizon.  At the right-hand portion of this photo is 
El Sobrante Road, which is a partially improved roadway with several visible electrical poles along 
the edge of the roadway.  South of El Sobrante Road are several small hillsides, with natural 
vegetation visible near the tops of the hill forms.  At the extreme right hand side of the photo and 
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NOT
TO

SCALE

SITE PHOTOS 1 AND 2

Figure EA-2

EA #42710

Site Photo 1: From Southwest Corner of Project Site, at Intersection of McAllister St. and El Sobrante Rd., looking Northwest to Southeast

Northwest Southeast

Site Photo 2: Northwest of Project Site along McAllister St., looking North to South

North South
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NOT
TO

SCALE

SITE PHOTOS 3 AND 4

Figure EA-3

Site Photo 3: North of the Project Site looking East to West

East West

Site Photo 4: From Southeast Corner of Project Site, along El Sobrante Rd., looking West to East

West East

EA #42710
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south of El Sobrante Road is a rocky embankment associated with Lake Mathews.  In the left hand 
portion of the photo, McAllister Road is visible.  Along the western edge of McAllister Street is a 
landscaped parkway with power poles, a solid block wall, and existing single family residences. 
 

 Site Photo 2, Figure EA-2: Site photo 2 depicts the Project site from the northwestern boundary of 
the site along McAllister Street.  As can be seen at the extreme left and right hand portions of the 
photo, McAlister Road is only partially improved on the western alignment of the roadway, beyond 
which is a planned residential community surrounded by solid block theme walls.  Also shown at 
the right and left hand portions of this photo, the eastern edge of McAllister Street is bordered by 
existing trees, with the trees in the foreground of this view comprising dead or dying trees.  
Beyond the three-wire fencing and wooden poles visible in the foreground is fallow agricultural 
land, beyond which is a natural hillside.  In the distance in the right-center portion of the 
photograph, the existing on-site orchards are visible.  Also visible are a number of power poles 
along the western edge of the McAllister Street. 

 
 Site Photo 3, Figure EA-3: Site photo 3 depicts views towards the Project site from approximately 

500 feet north of the north-central Project boundary, looking south.  Although this vantage point is 
located easterly of McAllister Street, this view nonetheless represents distant views of the Project 
site as would be visible to southbound traffic on McAllister Street.  From this vantage, an 
unimproved roadway dominates the center portion of the photo.  To the left (east) of this roadway 
are fallow agricultural lands that appear to have been recently tilled.  At the right hand portion of 
this photo (and west of the dirt roadway) is a graded and fully disturbed site surrounded by chain 
link fencing.  In the central portion of the photo along the horizon, the existing on-site groves are 
visible, as are several existing rural residential homes located at the upper elevations of a natural 
hill form.  Vegetation associated with the natural drainage that occurs in the northeastern portion 
of the Project site also is visible in the left hand portion of the photo. 

 
 Site Photo 4, Figure EA-3: Site photo 4 depicts the Project site from the southeastern corner of the 

Project site looking northwest.  As shown in this photo, a dirt roadway is visible in the foreground, 
beyond which is chain link fencing with an access gate that is covered with hub caps.  Power 
poles are visible along the right side of the dirt road.  To the right of the dirt road in the distance 
are a number of trees, with palm trees associated with an existing nursery site visible at the 
extreme right portion of the photo.  In the left portion of the photo is natural vegetation associated 
with the on-site ephemeral stream located in the southern portion of the Project site.  In the 
distance in the central portion of the photo, and left of the dirt access road, is fallow agricultural 
land that characterizes views of the southern portions of the site.  In the center of the photo in the 
horizon is a small hill form with several existing rural residences located at the upper elevations of 
the hill.  

 
The Project proposes to develop the Project site as a planned community consisting of 272 homes 
with on-site roadways, residential street lighting, a park site, water quality/detention basins, 14 open 
space lots, and roadway dedications (including portions of El Sobrante Road and McAllister Street).  
The on-site portions of the hillside located in the northwestern portion of the site would be contour 
graded to create 2:1 cut slopes at a maximum height of approximately 45 feet to facilitate residential 
development.  The proposed Project would plant vegetation and landscaping along El Sobrante Road 
and proposes a buffer of landscaping between El Sobrante Road and the proposed development.  
Additionally a perimeter block wall would be located between the proposed landscaping along El 
Sobrante Road and Lot B, which generally would be retained in its natural state.  Additionally, the 
proposed Project has been designed to control the mass of the proposed homes via articulation of the 
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building facades, attention to rooflines, and variation in vertical and horizontal planes, all of which 
effectively reduce the visual mass of the proposed homes.  Proposed development on-site would be 
similar in character to the existing medium density residential neighborhood located immediately west 
of the Project site.  Compliance with the Project’s Development Plan (as described in IS/MND Section 
3.1.2) would ensure that the proposed Project does not result in offensive views that would adversely 
affect views along El Sobrante Road.  Based on the foregoing analysis, the proposed Project would 
result in a less than significant impact with regards to scenic highways, and no mitigation would be 
required.   
 
b) The proposed Project calls for a planned residential community that consists of 272 single 
family residential lots; a park site; three water quality/detention basins; a sewage lift station; three 
MSHCP Mitigation/Avoidance lots;14 open space lots; local streets; and improvements to McAllister 
Street and El Sobrante Road, none of which would be considered aesthetically offensive.  As 
discussed in IS/MND Section 3.1.2, the proposed Project would be required to comply with the 
landscaping plan, wall and fence plan, and architectural design guidelines set forth in the Project’s 
Development Plan.  The standards set forth in the Development Plan would ensure that future 
development on-site does not create an aesthetically offensive site open to public view.  Additionally, 
and as discussed in IS/MND Section 3.2.2.C, all common open space areas on-site would be 
maintained by the Project’s HOA.  With respect to the visual character of the surrounding area, the 
proposed Project would be compatible with the single family homes located to the west of the site.  As 
such, impacts due to the creation of an aesthetically offensive site open to public view would be less 
than significant. 
 
The topography of the Project site is generally flat with gently rolling hills along the northern boundary.  
Elevations on the Project site range from the lowest of approximately 1,225 feet above mean sea level 
(amsl) within an existing drainage (Drainage B) located in the northeastern corner of the Project site, 
to a high of approximately 1,343 feet amsl on the hillside in the northwestern portion of the project 
site.  The majority of the Project site (i.e., within the central portions of the site) is relatively level and 
ranges in elevation from approximately 1,240 amsl to 1,300 feet amsl (PCR, 2015a, p. 1).  The Project 
site consists primarily of agriculture fields dominated by agriculture (citrus groves), ruderal, and 
disturbed areas, with smaller patches of native vegetation including brittle bush scrub, black willow 
scrub, arroyo willow scrub and mulefat scrub. (PCR, 2015a, p. 17) 
 
The Project site consists of mostly flat, dry dirt/rocky land, with some low lying vegetation scattered 
throughout.  The site does not contain any substantial trees or rock outcroppings; therefore there is no 
potential for the Project to result in damage to such scenic resources.  There are currently orchards 
on site; however, the removal of these trees would not result in a significant aesthetic impact because 
the orchards would be replaced by tree-lined streets within the Project site (as depicted in IS/MND 
Appendix M).  The only potentially unique or landform feature in the on the Project site is the hill in the 
northwest portion of the site.  Although the Project proposes to create manufactured slopes along this 
hillside at heights up to 45 feet, the proposed grading has been designed to contour to approximate 
the existing conditions of this hillform, while there would be no Project-related impacts to the upper 
elevations of this hillform.  Furthermore, the upper elevations of this hillform already are developed 
with residential uses.  Additionally, future residential development on-site would be limited to a 
maximum height of 40 feet, as required by Riverside County Zoning Ordinance Article IV 6.2.a.  
Moreover, due to the lack of improved roadways on-site, the Project site does not offer any public 
vantage points of this topographic landform under existing conditions.  Views of this landform still 
would be afforded along McAllister Street and from other areas in the County located northerly of the 
Project site.  Accordingly, impacts to scenic vistas resulting from Project implementation would be less 
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than significant.  Thus, with implementation of the proposed Project, the visual integrity of this hillform 
would remain intact and off-site views of this hillform would not be significantly affected.  Based on 
these considerations, impacts to the existing hillform that partially occurs on-site would be less than 
significant. 
 
As indicated in the above analysis, the Project would not substantially damage scenic resources, 
including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings and unique or landmark features; obstruct any 
prominent scenic vista or view open to the public; or result in the creation of an aesthetically offensive 
site open to public view; therefore, impacts would be less than significant.  
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
2. Mt. Palomar Observatory 

a) Interfere with the nighttime use of the Mt. Palomar 
Observatory, as protected through Riverside County 
Ordinance No. 655? 

    

 
Source:   GIS database (Riverside County, 2013), Ord. No. 655 (Regulating Light Pollution); Ord. No. 
915 (Ord. No. 915); LMWAP, Figure 6 (Mt. Palomar Nighttime Lighting Policy). 
 
Findings of Fact:   Riverside County Ordinance No. 655, as well as the LMWAP, identify portions of 
the County that have the potential to adversely affect the Mt. Palomar Observatory.  Specifically, 
Ordinance No. 655 identifies Zone “A” as comprising lands within a 15-mile distance of the 
observatory, while Zone “B” comprises lands located greater than 15 miles, but less than 45 miles 
from the observatory.  The Project site is located approximately 48 miles northwest of the Mt. Palomar 
Observatory, and is therefore not subject to the provisions of Ordinance No. 655.  All lighting 
proposed as part of the Project would be required to comply with the Riverside County Ordinance No. 
915 (Ord. No. 915) which regulates outdoor lighting and would serve to minimize impacts associated 
with Project lighting.  Because the Project site is located more than 45 miles from the Mt. Palomar 
Observatory, and because the Project would be subject to the provisions of Ord. No. 915, Project 
lighting would not create or contribute to sky glow that could adversely affect operations at the 
Observatory, and no impact would occur.   
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
3. Other Lighting Issues 

a) Create a new source of substantial light or glare 
which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the 
area? 

    

     b)  Expose residential property to unacceptable light 
levels? 

    

 
Source: On-site Inspection, Project Application Materials, Ord. No. 915 (Regulating Outdoor Lighting); 
Ord. No. 461; Riverside County, 2003a. 
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Findings of Fact:    
 
a & b) All lighting proposed as part of the Project would be required to comply with the Riverside 
County Ordinance No. 915 (Ord. No. 915) which regulates outdoor lighting.  Compliance with Ord. No. 
915 would be assured through future County review of building permit applications.  As a proposed 
residential community, lighting elements that would be installed for the Project would be of low 
intensity and residential in character, and would not result in the exposure of on-or off-site residential 
property to unacceptable light levels.  Street lights also would be required along the segment of El 
Sobrante Road and McAllister Street.  All proposed street lighting on- and off-site would be required to 
comply with the provisions of the County’s Public Road Standards, which implement the provisions of 
County Ordinance No. 461.  The County’s Public Road Standards require that all street lights installed 
within the public right-of-way must comply with the following requirement: “Luminaires shall be full cut 
off, high pressure sodium type…”  The requirement to provide fully cut off high pressure sodium street 
lights would ensure that street lights constructed on- and off-site would not create a new source of 
substantial light or glare which would affect day or nighttime views, and further would ensure that 
street lights do not expose residential property to unacceptable light levels.  Accordingly, and 
assuming mandatory compliance with Riverside County Ordinance No. 915 and the County’s Public 
Road Standards, the proposed Project would not create a new source of substantial light or glare 
which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area, nor would the Project expose 
residential property to unacceptable light levels.  Impacts would be less than significant. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
AGRICULTURE & FOREST RESOURCES Would the project 
4. Agriculture 

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

    

b) Conflict with existing agricultural zoning, agricultural 
use or with land subject to a Williamson Act contract or land 
within a Riverside County Agricultural Preserve? 

    

c) Cause development of non-agricultural uses within 
300 feet of agriculturally zoned property (Ordinance No. 
625 “Right-to-Farm”)? 

    

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

    

 
Source:  General Plan, Figure OS-2 (Agricultural Resources); California Department of Conservation 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program; GIS database; United States Department of Agriculture 
Soils for Western Riverside County; Project Application Materials.   
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) According to the California Department of Conservation (CDC) Farmland Mapping and 
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Monitoring Program (FMMP), the Project site includes approximately 0.41 acre classified by the 
FMMP as “Urban-Built Up Land,” approximately 12.07 acres classified by the CDC as “Other Land,” 
approximately 56.57 acres of Farmland of Local Importance, approximately 12.92 acres of Farmland 
of Statewide Importance, and approximately 12.63 acres of Unique Farmland.  Additionally, the off-
site area proposed for development with a detention basin contains Farmland of Local Importance 
and Other Land.  Unique Farmland and Farmland of Statewide Importance are considered “Important 
Farmland” under CEQA.  With implementation of the proposed Project, approximately 98.99 acres of 
the Project site, including areas containing Important Farmland types, would be permanently 
converted to non-agricultural use.  Construction of the Off-Site Basin also would preclude agricultural 
activities on approximately 7.7 acres, although no Important Farmland types occur within areas 
subject to disturbance in association with the off-site detention basin. 
 
Although the Project would result in the conversion of Important Farmland to a non-agricultural use, in 
2003 Riverside County approved an update to its General Plan as part of the Riverside County 
Integrated Project (RCIP).  The resulting conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use was 
addressed as part of the Program EIR for the RCIP General Plan (SCH No. 2002051143), which was 
approved by the Riverside County Board of Supervisors on October 7, 2003.  The Program EIR 
identified several unmitigable significant impacts to the environment, including impacts to agricultural 
resources.  Pursuant to CEQA, Riverside County was required to make certain findings and adopt a 
Statement of Overriding Considerations for these unmitigable impacts in order to certify the Program 
EIR.  With respect to agriculture, Riverside County made the following finding: 
 

While the implementation of proposed General Plan policies would help reduce the 
conversion of agricultural lands to urban uses, the potential loss of Prime, Unique, or 
Statewide Important farmland remains a significant unavoidable impact.  The Board 
finds that there are no feasible mitigation measures or alternatives that the Board could 
adopt at this time which would reduce this impact to a less-than-significant level.  This 
impact, therefore, remains significant and unmitigable.  To the extent that this adverse 
impact will not be eliminated or lessened to an acceptable (less-than-significant) level, 
the Board finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other 
considerations identified in the Statement of Overriding Considerations support 
approval of the Project, despite unavoidable residual impacts. 

 
The Project site is identified by the adopted General Plan for development with Residential and 
Commercial Retail land uses, and impacts associated with the site’s conversion from agriculture to 
residential and urban land uses were evaluated and disclosed as significant and unavoidable as part 
of the analysis contained in the 2003 General Plan EIR.  While the proposed Project seeks to change 
the site’s land use designation to allow for development of the site with residential, water 
quality/detention basin, park, sewage lift station, and open space land uses, the Project’s proposed 
land uses would not result in an increase in impacts to Important Farmland types beyond the 
significant and unavoidable impacts identified as part of the 2003 General Plan EIR, for which the 
Board of Supervisors adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations in accordance with CEQA 
Guidelines §15093.  The County’s land use designation of the site for non-agricultural (residential and 
commercial retail) development as part of the 2003 General Plan represents an explicit policy decision 
by the Board of Supervisors.   
 
In addition, soils on the Project site are not considered to be highly productive for farming.  The 
California Revised Storie Index is a soil rating based on soil properties that govern a soil’s potential for 
cultivated agriculture in California.  The Storie Index assesses the productivity of a soil through the 
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degree of soil profile development, texture of the surface layer, slope, and management features 
which include drainage, microrelief, fertility, acidity, erosion, and salt content.  A score ranging from 0 
to 100 is determined for each factor and the scores are multiplied together to derive an index rating.  
The Storie Index ratings were combined into six grade classes as follows: Grade 1 (excellent), Grade 
2 (good), Grade 3 (fair), Grade 4 (poor), Grade 5 (very poor), and Grade 6 (non-agricultural).  
According to the Web Soil Survey data provided by the United States Department of Agriculture 
Natural Resources Conservation Service, approximately 4.6% of the Project site is not applicable for 
Storie Index rating.  Approximately 20.7% of the Project site has a ‘Grade 4-Poor’ Storie Index.  The 
remaining 74.7% of the Project site has a ‘Grade 3-Fair’ Storie Index.  Although the proposed Project 
would convert important Farmland to non-agricultural uses, the Storie Index ratings demonstrate that 
the soil is not highly suitable for agricultural uses.  (USDA, 1971)  Moreover, lands to the west are 
currently developed with medium density residential homes and the Project site occurs at a fairly 
major intersection, further indicating that long-term agricultural use is not viable on the Project site. 
 
Accordingly, although implementation of the proposed Project would permanently impact 
approximately 12.92 acres of Farmland of Statewide Importance and approximately 12.63  acres of 
Unique Farmland, the conversion of Important Farmland to non-agricultural land uses was fully 
accounted for in the County’s 2003 General Plan EIR.  Additionally, the Storie Index for the 
approximately 12.92 acres of Farmland of Statewide Importance and approximately 12.63 acres of 
Unique Farmland is “Grade 3-Fair,” which implies the soils in these areas are not ideal for agricultural 
uses, and would therefore be less suitable to maintain agricultural uses in the long term as compared 
to other properties that are designated as Important Farmland.  Because the Project would not result 
in any new or more severe impacts to Important Farmland beyond what was evaluated in the RCIP 
General Plan EIR, and because the USDA Storie soil ratings on-site demonstrate that the site is not 
highly productive with respect to agricultural resources, Project impacts to Important Farmland would 
be less than significant.  
 
b) The Project site is currently zoned as “Light Agriculture (A-1-10)”, which allows for residential 
development and limited agricultural uses (Riverside County, 2014, § 348.4773).  The Project 
proposes to change the site’s existing zoning designation to “Planned Residential (R-4)” on the 
southern 76.75 acres of the site and “One-Family Dwellings (R-1)” on the northern approximately 
26.87 acres, which would preclude future use of the site for agricultural production.  Although the 
conversion of the site from agricultural production to residential development represents a zoning 
change, environmental impacts associated with the conversion are evaluated throughout this Initial 
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) and impacts either would not occur, would be less 
than significant, or would be reduced to below a level of significance with mitigation.  Accordingly, 
although the proposed Project would conflict with the site’s existing agricultural use and zoning 
designation, there would be no additional impacts to the environment beyond what is already 
identified and mitigated for by this IS/MND.   
 
According to the Department of Conservation Williamson Act mapping, lands on the project site are 
designated as Williamson Act Non-Prime Agricultural Land and Williamson Act Prime Agricultural 
Land, both of which are part of the El Sobrante Agricultural Preserve No. 3 (Map No. 528 A)  (CDC, 
2012).  Riverside County recorded a Notice of Nonrenewal for the Project site on April 15, 2014 
(County Case No. AGN00165).  In addition, the Project Applicant has filed an application to cancel the 
Williamson Act contract on the entirety of the El Sobrante No. 3 Agricultural Preserve and disestablish 
the El Sobrante No. 3 Agricultural Preserve, which is coterminous with the Project site.  Pursuant to 
California Government Code § 51282, land owners may petition the Riverside County Board of 
Supervisors for cancellation, subject to one of the following findings: 
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• That the cancellation is consistent with the purposes of [Government Code § 51280 et seq.]; or 
• That cancellation is in the public interest. 

 
California Government Code § 51282(b) clarifies that a proposed cancellation would be consistent 
with the purposes of Government Code § 51280 et seq. if the certain findings can be made by the 
Riverside County Board of Supervisors.  Provided below are the findings, along with the relevant 
discussion demonstrating Project consistency with each finding. 
 
 Finding 1: That the cancellation is for land on which a notice of nonrenewal has been served 

pursuant to California Government Code § 51245. 
 

As noted above, Riverside County approved a Notice of Nonrenewal for the Project site on April 15, 
2014, consistent with Finding 1.   
 
 Finding 2: That cancellation is not likely to result in the removal of adjacent lands from 

agricultural use. 
 

There are no components of the proposed Project that would induce urban level development on any 
nearby properties currently being used for agricultural production.  Additionally, many lands in the 
Project vicinity are subject to separate Williamson Act Contracts, which would discourage their 
conversion to non-agricultural use.   
 
 Finding 3: That cancellation is for an alternative use which is consistent with the applicable 

provisions of the city or county general plan. 
 
The cancellation proposed by the Project would facilitate the development of urban-level residential 
development on the property.  Although the Project proposes to change a portion of the site’s existing 
General Plan land use designations from “Community Development - Commercial Retail (CR)” to 
“Community Development - Medium Density Residential (MDR),” such a land use change is 
substantially conforming to the site’s existing General Plan land use designations of “Rural 
Community – Estate Density Residential (RC-EDR),” “Rural Community – Low Density Residential 
(RC-LDR),” and “Community Development – Medium Density Residential (MDR).”  
 
 Finding 4: That cancellation will not result in discontiguous patterns of urban development. 
 

As shown on MND Figure 2-1, the Project site abuts existing medium density residential development 
located to the west.  In addition, there are planned residential developments to the north and east of 
the Project site.  Development of the Project site would create a more contiguous pattern of urban 
development based on the existing and planned uses surrounding the Project site to the north, east, 
and west of the site.  Thus, the Project would not result in discontiguous patterns of development. 
 
 Finding 5: That there is no proximate non-contracted land which is both available and suitable 

for the use to which it is proposed the contracted land be put, or, that development of the 
contracted land would provide more contiguous patterns of urban development than 
development of proximate non-contracted land. 
 

The Project vicinity does not contain any non-contracted land which is both available and suitable for 
development with medium density residential land uses.  This is because surrounding lands are not 
available for development (including areas immediately surrounding Lake Mathews), many existing 
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properties east of the Project site are subject to Williamson Act Contracts, and lands to the northeast 
of the Project site contain sensitive drainages and steep hillsides that are not conducive to medium 
density residential uses.  In addition, development of the contracted land would provide more 
contiguous patterns of urban development than development of proximate non-contracted land.  Land 
to the west of the Project site is an existing residential development, and lands to the north and east 
of the Project site are also planned for residential uses.  Thus, development of the contracted land 
would create a contiguous pattern of urban development in the area. 
 
Accordingly, and based on the foregoing analysis, the Project’s proposed cancellation would be 
consistent with the purposes of Government Code § 51280 et seq., and a conflict with the Williamson 
Act provisions would not occur.  Furthermore, impacts to the environment associated with the 
cancellation of the existing agriculture preserve and development with medium density residential 
uses have been evaluated throughout this IS/MND, which concludes that such impacts either would 
not occur, would be less than significant, or would be reduced to below a level of significance with 
mitigation.  Therefore, Project impacts due to a conflict with Williamson Act contracted lands would be 
less than significant. 
 
c)  Zoning designations surrounding the site include “Residential Agriculture, 5-acre minimum lot 
size (A-1-5)” and “Residential Agriculture, 5-acre minimum lot size (R-A-5)” to the north; “One-Family 
Dwellings (R-1)” and “Specific Plan Zone (SP Zone)” to the west; “Watercourse, Watershed and 
Conservation Areas (W-1)” to the south; and A-1-10 and “Light Agriculture with Poultry (A-P)” to the 
east.  The A-1-5, R-A-5, A-1-10, and A-P zoning designations all allow for varying types and 
intensities of agricultural use.  Land uses surrounding the site include single family residential to the 
west; vacant land, agriculture, single family residential, greenhouses and open space to the north; 
open space, fallow agriculture, greenhouses and single family residential to the east; and open space 
and Lake Matthews to the south.   
 
The existing agricultural uses and zoning to the north and east of the Project site all occur within 300 
feet of the Project site.  Due to the proximity of existing agriculturally zoned property and agricultural 
uses, the Project has the potential to directly or indirectly conflict with agricultural operations.  
However, the proposed Project would be required to comply with Riverside County Ordinance No. 
625.1.  Ordinance No. 625.1 specifies that if any agricultural operation has been in place for at least 
three years and is not considered a nuisance operation at the time the operation began, no change in 
surrounding land uses may cause said operation to become a nuisance.  Ordinance No. 625 also 
requires notification to future residents of the Project at the time homes are purchased that agricultural 
operations are on-going in the area and that such uses may not be the subject of nuisance 
complaints.   
 
Mandatory compliance with Ordinance No. 625 would ensure that any potential conflicts between 
proposed residential uses on-site and existing agricultural operations within 300 feet of the site do not 
occur, thereby ensuring that impacts are less than significant.  No mitigation beyond mandatory 
compliance with Ordinance No. 625 would be required. 
 
d) Implementation of the proposed Project would replace the site’s existing agricultural uses with 
residential development.  According to Riverside County GIS, there are lands surrounding the Project 
site that are designated as Farmland of Local Importance, Unique Farmland, and Farmland of 
Statewide Importance (Farmland).  It could be argued that placing a residential development near 
existing agricultural uses could result in the conversion of Farmland due to the conflict between the 
residential and agricultural land uses.  However, and as discussed under the analysis of Threshold 
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4.c), mandatory compliance with Ordinance No. 625 would ensure that implementation of residential 
uses on-site does not result in conflict with existing agricultural uses.  Thus, Ordinance No. 625 would 
prevent changes that could result in the conversion of Important Farmland to non-agricultural use 
because the existing agricultural uses could not be considered a nuisance.  Accordingly, no impact 
would occur, and no mitigation would be required beyond mandatory compliance with Ordinance No. 
625. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
5. Forest 

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

    

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

    

     c)   Involve other changes in the existing environment 
which, due to their location or nature, could result in con-
version of forest land to non-forest use? 

    

 
Source:  General Plan, Figure OS-3 (Parks, Forests and Recreation Areas); Project Application 
Materials.  
 
Findings of Fact:  
 
a, b & c) No lands within the Project vicinity are zoned for forest land, timberland, or Timberland 
Production, nor are any lands within the Project vicinity used for timber production.  The Project 
therefore would have no potential to conflict with timberland or forest land zoning designations, nor 
would the Project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use.  There 
are no components of the proposed Project that would result in changes to the existing environment 
which could result in the conversion of forest land to non-forest use.  Therefore, no impact would 
occur. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
AIR QUALITY Would the project 
6. Air Quality Impacts 

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

    

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation? 

    

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase 
of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air 
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quality standard (including releasing emissions which 
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)? 

d) Expose sensitive receptors which are located within 
1 mile of the project site to project substantial point source 
emissions? 

    

e) Involve the construction of a sensitive receptor 
located within one mile of an existing substantial point 
source emitter? 

    

f) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial 
number of people? 

    

 
Source: Lake Ranch (TTM No. 36730) Air Quality Impact Analysis,  Urban Crossroads, Inc., April 13, 
2015; Final 2012 Air Quality Management Plan,  South Coast Air Quality Management District, December 
2012; California Air Resources Board, 2009; SCAQMD Air Quality Significance Thresholds.  South Coast 
Air Quality Management District, March 2011; LMWAP Figure 3, Lake Mathews/Woodcrest Area Plan Land 
Use Plan. 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) The Project site is located within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) and under the jurisdiction 
of the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD).  The SCAQMD is principally 
responsible for air pollution control and has adopted a series of Air Quality Management Plans 
(AQMPs) to reduce air emissions in the Basin.  Most recently, the SCAQMD Governing Board 
adopted the Final 2012 AQMP for the SCAB, on December 7, 2012.  The 2012 SCAQMD AQMP is 
based on motor vehicle projections provided by the California Air Resources Board (CARB) in their 
EMFAC 2011 model and demographics information provided by the Southern California Association 
of Governments (SCAG).  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, pp. 41-42) 
 
Criteria for determining consistency with the AQMP are defined in Chapter 12, Section 12.2, and 
Section 12.3 of the SCAQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook (1993).  These indicators are discussed 
below: 
 

 Consistency Criterion No. 1: The proposed Project will not result in an increase in the 
frequency or severity of existing air quality violations or cause or contribute to new violations, 
or delay the timely attainment of air quality standards or the interim emissions reductions 
specified in the AQMP. 

 
Consistency Criterion No. 1 refers to violations of the California Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(CAAQS) and National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS).  CAAQS and NAAQS 
violations would occur if Localized Significance Thresholds (LSTs) were exceeded.  As 
evaluated as part of the Project LST analysis under Thresholds 6.b) and 6.c), the Project’s 
localized construction-source emissions would not exceed applicable LSTs.  The Project 
regional analysis demonstrates that Project operational-source emissions would not exceed 
applicable thresholds, and would therefore not result in or cause violations of the CAAQS and 
NAAQS.  On the basis of the preceding discussion, the Project is determined to be consistent 
with the first criterion.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 42) 

 Consistency Criterion No. 2: The proposed Project will not exceed the assumptions in the 
AQMP or increments based on the years of Project build-out phase. 
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The 2012 AQMP demonstrates that the applicable ambient air quality standards can be 
achieved within the timeframes required under federal law.  Growth projections from local 
general plans adopted by cities in the district are provided to the Southern California 
Association of Governments (SCAG), which develops regional growth forecasts, which are 
then used to develop future air quality forecasts for the AQMP.  Development consistent with 
the growth projections in the County of Riverside General Plan is considered to be consistent 
with the AQMP.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 42) 
 
Peak daily emissions generated by construction activities are largely independent of land use 
assignments, but rather are a function of development scope and maximum area of 
disturbance.  Irrespective of the site’s land use designation, development of the site to its 
maximum potential would likely occur, with disturbance of a majority of the site occurring 
during construction activities.  Thus, construction activities would be consistent with the AQMP 
assumptions.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, pp. 42-43) 
 
A project would conflict with the AQMP if it will exceed the assumptions in the AQMP or 
increments based on the year of project buildout and phase.  The AQMP indicates that key 
assumptions to use in this analysis are population number and location and a regional housing 
needs assessment.  The parcel-based land use and growth assumptions and inputs used in 
the Regional Transportation Model run by the SCAG that generated the mobile inventory used 
by the SCAQMD for the AQMP are not available.  However, the Project proposes to develop 
the site with up to 272 single family homes, resulting in an overall Project density of 2.6 
dwelling units/acre.   
 
Based on the assumptions utilized in the County’s Draft 2013 General Plan Update (refer to 
Draft General Plan Appendix E-1), and utilizing the mid-point buildout projections, 
development of the Project site with its existing General Plan land use designations of Medium 
Density Residential (64.4 acres), Rural Community – Estate Density Residential (2.1 acres), 
and Rural Community – Low Density Residential (22.6), the Project site would be expected to 
support approximately 260 dwelling units.  Additionally, buildout of 12.9 acres of Commercial 
Retail land uses at its probable floor area ratio (FAR) would yield approximately 194 
employees.  Based on the population and employment per housing unit specified in Table 6 of 
Appendix F-1 of the Draft General Plan Update for year 2010, the 194 jobs that would be 
generated on-site would result in a net increase in the County by 380 residents, which in the 
Lake Mathews/Woodcrest area would yield approximately 123 new housing units.  Thus, 
development of the property in accordance with its existing General Plan land use 
designations would result in the equivalent of approximately 383 new homes in the County, 
which is far more than the 272 dwelling units proposed by the Project.  (Riverside County, 
2013, Tables E-1, E-3, E-4, E-5, and Appendix F-1, Table 6) 
 
Because the General Plan identifies the location of future land uses throughout Riverside 
County, the General Plan serves to identify the future population number and demographic 
distribution for the County, and is therefore relied upon by SCAQMD for making long-term 
buildout assumptions.  Additionally, and as discussed under the analysis of Threshold 6.b), the 
Project would not exceed regional thresholds for operational air quality emissions.  
Accordingly, the proposed Project would be consistent with the growth assumptions used by 
the AQMP, and is therefore consistent with the second criterion.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, 
p. 43) 
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As indicated in the above analysis, the Project would not result in or cause NAAQS or CAAQS 
violations.  The Project’s proposed land use designation for the subject site also would not increase 
the development intensities as reflected in the adopted General Plan.  As such, the Project would be 
consistent with the AQMP.  Therefore, because the proposed Project would not conflict with or 
obstruct implementation of the air quality plan established for this region, impacts associated with a 
conflict with applicable air quality plans would be less than significant.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 
43) 
 
b & c)  The SCAQMD has developed regional and localized significance thresholds for regulated 
pollutants.  Table EA-1, SCAQMD Regional Thresholds, summarizes the SCAQMD’s regional and 
localized thresholds.  The SCAQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Significance Thresholds (March 2011) 
indicate that any project in the SCAB with daily emissions that exceed any of the indicated thresholds 
should be considered as having an individually and cumulatively significant air quality impact.  The 
proposed Project has the potential to exceed the SCAQMD regional and/or localized emissions 
thresholds during both Project construction and long-term operation.  Each is discussed below.  
(Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 21) 
 

Table EA-1 SCAQMD Regional Thresholds 

 
Note: lbs/day-pounds per day.  Localized thresholds for construction and operational emissions are based on SCAQMD 
look-up tables for a 5-acre disturbance with the nearest sensitive receptors 29 meters away. 
(Urban Crossroads, 2015a, Table 3-1) 
 
Construction Emissions – Regional Thresholds 

Construction activities associated with the proposed Project would result in emissions of Carbon 
Monoxide (CO), Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs), Oxides of Nitrogen (NOx), Oxides Sulfur (SOX), 
Particulate Matter ≤ 10 microns (PM10), and Particulate Matter ≤ 2.5 microns (PM2.5).  Construction 
related emissions are expected from the following construction activities: 
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 Demolition 
 Grading and Import 
 Sewer, Water, and Storm Drain Construction 
 Building Construction 
 Street Improvements 
 Architectural Coatings (Painting) 
 Common Area Landscaping 
 Hard Rock Blasting Activities 
• Hard Rock Crushing Activities 
 Construction Workers Commuting (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 24) 

 
For purposes of analysis, it is assumed that construction would commence in May 2015 and will last 
through December 2016.  If construction activities occur at a later date, impacts would be less than 
disclosed herein due to fleet turnover and greater efficiencies and lower pollutants associated with 
modern vehicles.  Construction duration by phase is shown on Table 3-2 of the Project’s Air Quality 
Impact Analysis (IS/MND Appendix C).  The construction schedule utilized in the analysis represents 
a “worst-case” analysis scenario because if construction were to occur any time after the assumed 
dates emissions would be lower than estimated, because emission factors for construction activities 
decrease as the analysis year increases.  The duration of construction activity and associated 
equipment represents a reasonable approximation of the expected construction fleet as required per 
CEQA guidelines.  The site-specific construction fleet may vary due to specific needs at the time of 
construction.  The duration of construction activity and associated construction equipment was based 
on consultation with the Project Applicant.  A detailed summary of construction equipment 
assumptions by phase is provided in the MND’s Project Description in 3.2.1C.  (Urban Crossroads, 
2015a, p. 23) 
 
The proposed Project is anticipated to be developed with overlapping phases of construction activity.  
As shown in MND Table 3-3, soil import may overlap with grading activity.  Additionally, construction 
activities associated with building construction, street improvements, and architectural coatings may 
overlap.  Furthermore, it is expected that on-site hard rock blasting and crushing activities could occur 
at any point during demolition and grading activities.  Therefore, the maximum peak daily construction 
emissions for VOC’s, NOx, SO2, PM10, and PM2.5 in 2015 would be a result of the potential overlap of 
soil import and grading.  In 2016, maximum peak daily construction emissions for VOCs would be due 
to the potential overlap of building construction, street improvements, and architectural coatings, while 
the maximum peak daily construction emissions in 2016 for NOX, CO, SO2, PM10 and PM2.5 would be 
from the potential overlap of soil import and grading activities.  As a conservative measure, because 
hard rock blasting and crushing could overlap with demolition and grading activities, emissions 
associated with hard rock blasting and crushing were added to the maximum daily emissions.  On-site 
construction equipment from the overlapping construction phase area expected to haul crushed 
material within the Project site.  The emissions associated with on-site hauling of material are thus 
adequately captured within the analysis due to the fact that scrapers, dozers, and loaders necessary 
to move blast/crushed material within the Project site are included in the CalEEMod and are reflective 
of the analysis.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 27)   
 
Dust is typically a major concern during rough grading activities.  Because such emissions are not 
amenable to collection and discharge through a controlled source, they are called “fugitive emissions.”  
Fugitive dust emissions rates vary as a function of many parameters (soil silt, soil moisture, wind 
speed, area disturbed, number of vehicles, depth of disturbance or excavation, etc.).  The CalEEMod 
model was utilized to calculate fugitive dust emissions resulting from this phase of activity.  The 
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Project site would require 102,877 cubic yards of soil import in order to balance1.  (Urban Crossroads, 
2015a, p. 23) 
 
It is estimated that the unsuitable rock (hard rock) requiring blasting during construction would 
comprise approximately 49,553 cubic yards and would generally occur over four distinct areas on the 
project site.  An average of 5,000 s.f. surface area for blasting per day is a reasonable working 
estimate for analytical purposes.  The hard rock/blasting area locations are illustrated on MND Figure 
3-14.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 24) 
 
Construction emissions for construction worker vehicles traveling to and from the Project site, as well 
as vendor trips (construction materials delivered to the Project site) were estimated based on 
information from CalEEMod model defaults.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 25) 
 
SCAQMD Rules that are currently applicable during construction activity for this Project include but 
are not limited to: Rule 1113 (Architectural Coatings); Rule 431.2 (Low Sulfur Fuel); Rule 403 
(Fugitive Dust); and Rule 1186 / 1186.1 (Street Sweepers).  It should be noted that Best Available 
Control Measures (BACMs) are not mitigation as they are standard regulatory requirements.  (Urban 
Crossroads, 2015a, p. 28) 
 
The estimated maximum daily construction emissions without mitigation are summarized on Table 
EA-2, Emissions Summary of Overall Construction (Without Mitigation).  Construction emissions 
without mitigation were analyzed assuming model defaults for the hauling distance and the amount of 
assumed truck trips per day (20 mile two-way haul length / 142 two-way trips per day).  Detailed 
construction model outputs are presented in Appendix 3.2 of the Project’s Air Quality Impact Analysis 
(IS/MND Appendix C).  Under the assumed scenario, emissions resulting from the Project 
construction would exceed criteria pollutant thresholds established by the SCAQMD for emissions of 
NOX (before mitigation).  This is evaluated as a significant impact of Project construction for which 
mitigation (in the form of special construction equipment, restricted horsepower-hours per day, and 
limited truck haul distances/total number of trips per day) would be required.  As shown on Table EA-3 
through Table EA-8, with implementation of Mitigation Measures M-AQ-2 and M-AQ-3, construction-
related emissions would be below the SCAQMD Regional Threshold and would therefore be reduced 
to a level below significance.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 28) 
 

                                                 
 
1 It should be noted that the analysis presented in the Project’s Air Quality Impact Analysis (IS/MND Appendix C) assumes 
the net import of approximately 223,000 c.y of earthwork material.  As such, impacts associated with the Project’s 
construction phase represent a “worst-case” analysis of potential air quality impacts. 
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Table EA-2 Emissions Summary of Overall Construction (Without Mitigation) 

 
(Urban Crossroads, 2015a, Table 3-5) 

 
Table EA-3 Mitigated Construction Emissions at One-Mile Haul Distance and 923 Two-Way 

Haul Trips per Day 

 
(Urban Crossroads, 2015a, Table 3-6) 

 
Table EA-4 Mitigated Construction Emissions at Three-Mile Haul Distance and 513 Two-Way 

Haul Trips per Day 

 
(Urban Crossroads, 2015a, Table 3-7) 
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Table EA-5 Mitigated Construction Emissions at Five-Mile Haul Distance and 350 Two-Way 
Haul Trips per Day 

 
(Urban Crossroads, 2015a, Table 3-8) 
 

Table EA-6 Mitigated Construction Emissions at Ten-Mile Haul Distance and 204 Two-Way 
Haul Trips per Day 

 
(Urban Crossroads, 2015a, Table 3-9) 
 

Table EA-7 Mitigated Construction Emissions at 15-Mile Haul Distance and 138 Two-Way 
Haul Trips per Day 

 
(Urban Crossroads, 2015a, Table 3-10) 
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Table EA-8 Mitigated Construction Emissions at 20-Mile Haul Distance and 102 Two-Way 
Haul Trips per Day 

 
(Urban Crossroads, 2015a, Table 3-11) 

 
Construction Emissions – Localized Significance Thresholds 

As previously discussed, the SCAQMD has established that impacts to air quality are significant if 
there is a potential to contribute or cause localized exceedances of the federal and/or state ambient 
air quality standards (NAAQS/CAAQS).  Collectively, these are referred to as Localized Significance 
Thresholds (LSTs).  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 35) The analysis makes use of methodology 
included in the SCAQMD Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology (Methodology) 
(SCAQMD, 2003). 
 
The significance of localized emissions impacts depends on whether ambient levels in the vicinity of a 
project are above or below State standards.  In the case of CO and NO2, if ambient levels are below 
the standards, a project is considered to have a significant impact if project emissions result in an 
exceedance of one or more of these standards.  For the nonattainment pollutants PM10 and PM2.5, 
background ambient concentrations already exceed state and/or federal standards.  LSTs for PM10 
and PM2.5 are therefore based on SCAQMD Rules 403/1303 (construction-source/operational-source 
emissions respectively) and are established as an allowable change in concentration.  Background 
concentrations are irrelevant.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 34) 
 
The SCAQMD established LSTs in response to the SCAQMD Governing Board’s Environmental 
Justice Initiative I-4.  LSTs represent the maximum emissions from a project that will not cause or 
contribute to an exceedance of the most stringent applicable federal or state ambient air quality 
standard at the nearest residence or sensitive receptor.  The SCAQMD states that lead agencies can 
use the LSTs as another indicator of significance in its air quality impact analyses.  (Urban 
Crossroads, 2015a, p. 34)  LSTs were developed in response to environmental justice and health 
concerns raised by the public regarding exposure of individuals to criteria pollutants in local 
communities.  To address the issue of localized significance, the SCAQMD adopted LSTs that show 
whether a project would cause or contribute to localized air quality impacts and thereby cause or 
contribute to potential localized adverse health effects.  
 
LSTs apply to CO, NO2, PM10, and PM2.5.  SCAQMD’s Methodology clearly states that “off-site mobile 
emissions from the Project should not be included in the emissions compared to LSTs.”  Therefore, 
for purposes of the construction LST analysis, only emissions included in the CalEEMod “on-site” 
emissions outputs were considered.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 35) 
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Some people are especially sensitive to air pollution and are given special consideration when 
evaluating air quality impacts from projects.  These groups of people include children, the elderly, 
people with preexisting respiratory or cardiovascular illness, and athletes and others who engage in 
frequent exercise.  Structures that house these persons or places where they gather to exercise are 
defined as “sensitive receptors.”  The nearest sensitive receptor land uses are the existing residential 
land uses to the west of the Project site, with the closest sensitive receptor occurring approximately 
94 feet (29 meters) from the Project site.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 35) 
 
Table EA-9, Maximum Daily Disturbed Acreage, is used to determine the maximum daily disturbed 
acreage for use in determining the applicability of the SCAQMD’s LST look-up tables.  As shown in 
Table EA-9, the Project could actively disturb approximately 6.5 acres per day during grading activity 
and thus would exceed the 5 acre per day limit established by the SCAQMD’s LST look-up tables.    
P.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 38) 
 

Table EA-9 Maximum Daily Disturbed Acreage 

 
(Urban Crossroads, 2015a, Table 3-15) 
 
The SCAQMD has established that impacts to air quality are significant if there is a potential to 
contribute or cause localized exceedances of the Federal and/or State Ambient Air Quality Standards.  
Applicable localized thresholds are as follows (SCAQMD, 2015): 
 

 California State 1-hour CO standard of 20.0 ppm; 
 California State 8-hour CO standard of 9.0 ppm; 
 California State 1-hour NO2 standard of 0.18 ppm; 
 SCAQMD 24-hour construction PM10 LST of 10.4 μg/m3; or 
 SCAQMD 24-hour construction PM2.5 LST of 10.4 μg/m3. 

 
Without implementation of applicable mitigation measures, emissions during construction activity 
would exceed SCAQMD’s localized significance thresholds for PM10 and PM2.5.  Table EA-10, 
Localized Significance Summary-Construction (without Mitigation), identifies the unmitigated 
construction emission levels..  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 38) 
 
After implementation of Mitigation MeasureM-AQ-2, emissions during construction activity would not 
exceed any of the SCAQMD’s localized significance thresholds.  Table EA-11, Localized Significance 
Summary-Construction (with Mitigation), identifies the localized impacts at the nearest receptor 
location in the vicinity the Project site after implementation of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2.  (Urban 
Crossroads, 2015a, pp. 38-39) 
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Table EA-10 Localized Significance Summary-Construction (without Mitigation)    

  
(Urban Crossroads, 2015a, Table 3-16) 

 
Table EA-11 Localized Significance Summary-Construction (with Mitigation)    

 
(Urban Crossroads, 2015a, Table 3-17) 

 
Operational Emissions – Regional Thresholds 

Operational activities associated with the proposed Project would result in emissions of ROG, NOx, 
CO, SOX, PM10, and PM2.5.  Operational emissions would be expected from the following primary 
sources (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 31): 
 

 Area Source Emissions 
 Energy Source Emissions 
 Mobile Source Emissions 

 
Please refer to Section 3.5 of the Project’s Air Quality Impact Analysis (IS/MND Appendix C) for a 
description of the various inputs assumed in the study for each of the above-listed sources.  (Urban 
Crossroads, 2015a, pp. 31-32) 
 
The Project-related operations emissions burdens, along with a comparison of SCAQMD 
recommended significance thresholds, are shown on Table EA-12, Summary of Peak Operational 
Emissions.  Results of the analysis indicate that operation of the Project would not exceed the 
regional criteria pollutant thresholds established by the SCAQMD, and impacts would therefore be 
less than significant.  It should be noted that the values depicted in Table EA-12 are based on a 
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minimum 10% increase in energy efficiencies beyond 2013 California Building Code Title 24 
performance standards, as required by Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 
32) 
 

Table EA-12 Summary of Peak Operational Emissions (With Project Design Features) 

 
(Urban Crossroads, 2015a, Table 3-14) 
 
Operational Emissions – Localized Significance Thresholds 

Table EA-13, Localized Significance Summary – Operations (Without Mitigation), shows the 
calculated emissions for the Project’s operational activities compared with the applicable LSTs.  The 
LST analysis includes on-site sources only; however, the CalEEMod™ model outputs do not separate 
on-site and off-site emissions from mobile sources.  In an effort to establish a maximum potential 
impact scenario for analytic purposes, the emissions shown on Table EA-13 represent all on-site 
Project-related stationary (area) sources, all energy sources, and five percent (5%) of the Project-
related mobile sources.  Considering that the weighted trip length used in CalEEMod™ for the Project 
is approximately 16.6 miles, 5% of this total would represent an on-site travel distance for each car 
and truck of approximately one mile or 5,280 feet; thus, the 5% assumption is conservative and would 
tend to overstate the actual impact.  Modeling based on these assumptions demonstrates that even 
within broad encompassing parameters, Project operational-source emissions would not exceed 
applicable LSTs.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 39)  It should be noted that the values depicted in 
Table EA-13 are based on a minimum 10% increase in energy efficiencies beyond 2013 California 
Building Code Title 24 performance standards, as required by Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1.   
 
The nearest sensitive receptor is located approximately 94 feet (29 meters) west of the Project site 
within SRA 23.  If emissions exceed the LST for a 5-acre site, then dispersion modeling needs to be 
conducted.  Use of the LSTs for a 5-acre site for operational activities is appropriate since this would 
result in more stringent LSTs because emissions would occur in a more concentrated area and closer 
to the nearest sensitive receptor than in reality.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 39) 
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Table EA-13 Localized Significance Summary – Operations (Without Mitigation) 

 
(Urban Crossroads, 2015a, Table 3-12) 

 
As shown on Table EA-13, operational emissions would not exceed the LST thresholds for the 
nearest sensitive receptor.  Therefore, the Project would have a less-than-significant localized impact 
during operational activity.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 40) 
 
Conclusion 

Assuming compliance with Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1, and as indicated in the above analysis, no 
impacts would occur based on the SCAQMD regional thresholds during long-term operation.  
Additionally, long-term operation of the proposed Project would not exceed the SCAQMD LSTs.  
Implementation of the proposed Project does, however, have the potential to exceed both the 
SCAQMD regional thresholds and localized significance thresholds for PM10 and PM2.5 during 
construction activities.  Mitigation Measures M-AQ-2 and M-AQ-3 have been imposed on the Project 
and would reduce the Project’s emissions of PM10 and PM 2.5 during construction to below the 
SCAQMD regional threshold for these pollutants.  Accordingly, and as shown in Table EA-3 through 
Table EA-8, with implementation of the required mitigation, impacts would be reduced to a level below 
significant. 
 
d) The proposed Project has the potential to expose nearby sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations during Project construction and long-term operation.  Sensitive receptors can 
include uses such as long term health care facilities, rehabilitation centers, and retirement homes.  
Residences, schools, playgrounds, child care centers, and athletic facilities can also be considered as 
sensitive receptors.  Potential sensitive receptors in the Project vicinity include existing residences 
that may be located in close proximity to the Project site.  Based on an aerial review, the nearest 
sensitive receptor is an existing residential unit located approximately 94 feet (29 meters) west of the 
Project site.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 35) 
 
Construction and Operational LST Analysis 

As indicated above under the discussion and analysis of Thresholds 6.b) and 6.c), and as indicated in 
Table EA-10 and Table EA-11, near-term construction would exceed the SCAQMD’s LSTs for PM10 
and PM2.5.  After implementation of MM AQ-2, the emissions for near-term construction activity would 
not exceed the SCAQMD thresholds for PM10 and PM2.5. Long-term operational activities associated 
with the proposed Project would not exceed the SCAQMD LSTs for any criteria pollutant, and would 
be further reduced with implementation of Mitigation Measures M-AQ-2 and M-AQ-3.  Accordingly, 
impacts to nearby sensitive receptors that could occur during construction of the proposed Project 
would be less than significant.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 51) 
 
CO “Hot Spot” Analysis 

It has long been recognized that CO exceedances are caused by vehicular emissions, primarily when 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 7-4 Attachment 2, Page 99 of 254

275



 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 

 Page 32 of 161 EA #42710 

idling at intersections.  Vehicle emissions standards have become increasingly more stringent in the 
last twenty years.  Currently, the CO standard in California is a maximum of 3.4 grams/mile for 
passenger cars (there are requirements for certain vehicles that are more stringent).  With the 
turnover of older vehicles, introduction of cleaner fuels, and implementation of control technology on 
industrial facilities, CO concentrations in the Project vicinity have steadily declined, as shown based 
on historical data presented in Table 2-3 of the Project’s Air Quality Impact Analysis (IS/MND 
Appendix C).  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 40) 
 
A CO “hotspot” would occur if an exceedance of the state one-hour standard of 20 ppm or the eight-
hour standard of 9 ppm were to occur.  At the time of the SCAQMD’s  1993 CEQA  Air  Quality 
Handbook, the SCAB was designated nonattainment under the California AAQS and National AAQS 
for CO.  As identified within SCAQMD's 2003 AQMP and the 1992 Federal Attainment Plan for 
Carbon Monoxide (1992 CO Plan), peak carbon monoxide concentrations in the SCAB were a result 
of unusual meteorological and topographical conditions and not a result of congestion at a particular 
intersection.  To establish a more accurate record of baseline CO concentrations affecting the SCAB, 
a CO “hot spot” analysis was conducted in 2003 for four busy intersections in Los Angeles at the peak 
morning and afternoon time periods.  This hot spot analysis did not predict any violation of CO 
standards.  It can therefore be reasonably concluded that projects (such as the proposed Project) that 
are not subject to the extremes in vehicle volumes and vehicle congestion that was evidenced in the 
2003 Los Angeles hot spot analysis would similarly not create or result in CO hot spots.  Similar 
considerations are also employed by other Air Districts when evaluating potential CO concentration 
impacts.  More specifically, the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) concludes that 
under existing and future vehicle emission rates, a given project would have to increase traffic 
volumes at a single intersection by more than 44,000 vehicles per hour—or 24,000 vehicles per hour 
where vertical and/or horizontal air does not mix—in order to generate a significant CO impact.  The 
proposed Project would not produce the volume of traffic required to generate a CO hotspot either in 
the context of the 2003 Los Angeles hot spot study, or based on representative BAAQMD CO 
threshold considerations (see Table 3-19 of the Project’s air quality impact analysis, IS/MND 
Appendix C).  Therefore, CO hotspots are not an environmental impact of concern for the proposed 
Project.  Localized air quality impacts related to mobile-source emissions would therefore be less than 
significant.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, pp. 40-41) 
 
Conclusion 

Based on the analysis presented above, the proposed Project would not expose sensitive receptors 
which are located within one mile of the Project site to substantial point source emissions, and 
impacts would be less than significant. 
 
e) Under existing conditions, land uses within one mile of the Project site largely consist of 
residential homes, undeveloped lands, agricultural uses, rural residential uses, and public facilities 
(including Metropolitan Water District facilities associated with Lake Mathews).  There are no uses 
within one mile of the Project site that comprise a “substantial point source emitter.”  In addition, 
according to LMWAP Figure 3, there are no lands within one mile of the Project site that are 
designated for Industrial land uses.  Accordingly, implementation of the proposed Project would not 
involve the construction of a sensitive receptor located within one mile of an existing substantial point 
source emitter, and no impact would occur. 
 
f) Land uses generally associated with odor complaints include: agricultural uses (livestock and 
farming); wastewater treatment plants; food processing plants; chemical plants; composting 
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operations; refineries; landfills; dairies; and fiberglass molding facilities (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 
44). 
 
The Project does not contain land uses typically associated with emitting objectionable odors.  
Potential odor sources associated with the proposed Project may result from construction equipment 
exhaust and the application of asphalt and architectural coatings during construction activities and the 
temporary storage of typical solid waste (refuse) associated with the proposed Project’s long-term 
operational uses.  Standard construction requirements would minimize odor impacts from 
construction.  The construction odor emissions would be temporary, short-term, and intermittent in 
nature and would cease upon completion of the respective phase of construction; as such, impacts 
during construction would be less than significant.  Additionally, Project-generated refuse would be 
stored in covered containers and removed at regular intervals in compliance with the County’s solid 
waste regulations.  The proposed Project would also be required to comply with SCAQMD Rule 402 
to prevent occurrences of public nuisances.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015a, p. 44)  Therefore, odors 
associated with the proposed Project’s construction and long-term operation would be less than 
significant and no mitigation is required.   
 
Mitigation:    

M-AQ-1 (Condition of Approval 80.Planning.019) Prior to the issuance of building permits, the 
Project Applicant shall submit energy demand calculations to the County Planning 
Department demonstrating that the increment of the Project for which building permits 
are being requested would achieve a minimum 10% increase in energy efficiencies 
beyond 2013 California Building Code Title 24 performance standards.  Representative 
energy efficiency/energy conservation measures to be incorporated in the Project 
would include, but would not be not limited to, those listed below (it being understood 
that the items listed below are not all required and merely present examples; the list is 
not all-inclusive and other features that would reduce energy consumption and promote 
energy conservation would also be acceptable): 
 Increase in insulation such that heat transfer and thermal bridging is minimized. 
 Limit air leakage through the structure and/or within the heating and cooling 

distribution system. 
 Use of energy-efficient space heating and cooling equipment. 
 Installation of electrical hook-ups at loading dock areas. 
 Installation of dual-paned or other energy efficient windows. 
 Use of interior and exterior energy efficient lighting that exceeds the incumbent 

California Title 24 Energy Efficiency performance standards. 
 Installation of automatic devices to turn off lights where they are not needed. 
 Application of a paint and surface color palette that emphasizes light and off-

white colors that reflect heat away from buildings. 
 Design of buildings with “cool roofs” using products certified by the Cool Roof 

Rating Council, and/or exposed roof surfaces using light and off-white colors. 
 Design of buildings to accommodate photo-voltaic solar electricity systems or 

the installation of photo-voltaic solar electricity systems. 
 Installation of ENERGY STAR-qualified energy-efficient appliances, heating 

and cooling systems, office equipment, and/or lighting products. 
 
M-AQ-2 (Condition of Approval 60.Planning.025) The Project is required to comply with the 

provisions of South Coast Air Quality Management District Rule 403, “Fugitive Dust” by 
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implementing the following dust control measures during construction activities, such 
as earth moving activities, grading, and equipment travel on unpaved roads.  Prior to 
grading permit issuance, the County shall verify that the following notes are included 
on the grading plan.  Project contractors shall be required to ensure compliance with 
the notes and permit periodic inspection of the construction site by County of Riverside 
staff or its designee to confirm compliance.  These notes also shall be specified in bid 
documents issued to prospective construction contractors. 

 
 During grading activity, all construction equipment (>150 horsepower) shall be 

California Air Resources Board (CARB) Tier 3 Certified or better.  The 
construction contractor shall keep a log of all construction equipment greater 
than 150 horsepower demonstrating compliance with this requirement, and the 
log shall be made available for inspection by Riverside County upon request. 

 
 During construction activity, total horsepower-hours per day for all equipment 

shall not exceed 24,464 horsepower-hours per day.  The construction 
contractor shall keep a log of all gas-powered equipment used during each day 
of construction, the number of hours each piece of equipment was used, and 
the total horsepower of all construction equipment used.  These logs shall be 
made available for inspection by Riverside County upon request. 

 
 During grading and ground-disturbing construction activities, the construction 

contractor shall ensure that all unpaved roads, active soil stockpiles, and areas 
undergoing active ground disturbance within the Project site are watered at 
least three (3) times daily during dry weather.  Watering, with complete 
coverage of disturbed areas by water truck, sprinkler system or other 
comparable means, shall occur in the mid-morning, afternoon, and after work 
has been completed for the day. 

 
 Temporary signs shall be installed on the construction site along all unpaved 

roads and/or unpaved haul routes indicating a maximum speed limit of 15 miles 
per hour (MPH).  The signs shall be installed before construction activities 
commence and remain in place during the duration of vehicle activities on all 
unpaved roads unpaved haul routes. 

 
M-AQ-3 (Condition of Approval 60.Planning.026) Prior to issuance of grading permits, the 

Project Applicant shall identify a location for the importation of soil material.  The 
County shall verify that a note is included on the grading plans indicating that two-way 
haul trips associated with any soil import activity shall be limited to the following: 

 
 If the haul site location is one mile or less from the Project site, then daily haul 

trips shall be limited to 923 two-way trips. 
 If the haul site location is three miles or less from the Project site, then daily 

haul trips shall be limited to 513 two-way trips. 
 If the haul site location is five miles or less from the Project site, then daily haul 

trips shall be limited to 350 two-way trips. 
 If the haul site location is ten miles or less from the Project site, then daily haul 

trips shall be limited to 204 two-way trips. 
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 If the haul site location is 15 miles or less from the Project site, then daily haul 
trips shall be limited to 138 two-way trips. 

 If the haul site location is 20 miles or less from the Project site, then daily haul 
trips shall be limited to 102 two-way trips. 

 
 These notes also shall be specified in bid documents issued to prospective 

construction contractors.  The construction contractor shall keep daily logs of all soil 
import-related haul trips to and from the Project site, and shall make these logs 
available to County staff for inspection upon request.   

 
M-AQ-4 (Condition of Approval 10.Planning.023)  Prior to issuance of building permits, the 

Project Applicant shall submit Project design features to the County Planning 
Department demonstrating that Project design features would satisfy the following: 

 
 Reduce outdoor water use by 30%, consistent with Riverside County Ordinance 

No. 859. 
 Reduce indoor water use by 20% consistent with Division 4.3 of the 2013 

CalGreen Residential Mandatory Measures.   
 
Monitoring:    
 
M-AQ-1 Prior to building permit issuance, the County Planning Department shall review the 

energy demand calculations to verify that the Project achieves a minimum 10% 
increase in energy efficiencies beyond 2013 California Building Code Title 24 
performance standards. 

 
M-AQ-2 Prior to grading or building permit issuance, the County shall verify that the required 

notes are included on grading plans.  During construction activities, the construction 
contractor shall be responsible for compliance with the idling restriction.  The 
construction contractor also shall allow for inspection by Riverside County staff or its 
designee to verify compliance. 

 
M-AQ-3 Prior to grading permit issuance, the Project Applicant shall identify a location for the 

importation of material.  The Riverside County Planning Department shall verify that 
the appropriate note(s) are included on the grading plans based on the distance 
between the Project site and the haul site.  During construction activities, the 
construction contractor shall be responsible for compliance with the two-way trip 
restriction.  The construction contractor also shall allow for inspection by Riverside 
County staff or its designee to verify compliance. 

 
M-AQ-4 Prior to building permit issuance, the County Planning Department shall review the 

Project design features to verify that design features reduce outdoor water use by 30%, 
consistent with Riverside County Ordinance No. 859 and reduce indoor water use by 
20% consistent with Division 4.3 of the 2013 CalGreen Residential Mandatory 
Measures.     

 
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES   Would the project 
7. Wildlife & Vegetation 

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

b) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 
through habitat modifications, on any endangered, or 
threatened species, as listed in Title 14 of the California 
Code of Regulations (Sections 670.2 or 670.5) or in Title 
50, Code of Federal Regulations (Sections 17.11 or 17.12)?

    

c) 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. Wildlife Service? 

    

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

    

e) 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? 

    

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

 

    

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

    

 
Source:   GIS database (Riverside County, 2014); MSHCP (WRCRCA, 2003); On-site Inspection; 
Biological Resources Assessment, PCR Services Corporation, July 2015; Results of Focused Burrowing 
Owl Surveys for the Lake Ranch Project, PCR Services Corporation, May 21, 2014; Determination of 
Biologically Equivalent or Superior Preservation, PCR Services Corporation, January 2015; Results of the 
Special-Status Plant Surveys for the Lake Ranch Off-Site Basin Area, PCR Services Corporation, July 15, 
2015; Results of the Burrowing Owl Surveys for the Lake Ranch Basin Area, PCR Services Corporation, 
June 8, 2015. 
 
Findings of Fact:   

a) The Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP) is the 
applicable habitat conservation/planning program for Western Riverside County.  The Project site and 
off-site areas occur within the Lake Mathews/Woodcrest Area Plan portion of the MSHCP but are not 
within a Criteria Cell, a designated Cell Group, or a subunit within the Lake Mathews/Woodcrest Area 
Plan that requires conservation of land for inclusion in the MSHCP Conservation Area.  The Project 
site also is not within any cores or linkages (i.e., Special Linkage Areas) as identified on MSHCP 
Figure 3-2.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 56)  As such, the Project would only be required to contribute MSHCP 
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Mitigation Fees pursuant to County Ordinance No. 810 (and as enforced by Mitigation Measure M-
BR-6). 
 
Although habitat conservation is not required on the Project site pursuant to the MSHCP, all projects 
must demonstrate compliance with applicable MSHCP requirements pursuant to the following 
sections of the MSHCP: Section 6.1.2, “Protection of Species Associated with Riparian/Riverine Areas 
and Vernal Pools;” Section 6.1.3, “Protection of Narrow Endemic Plant Species;” Section 6.1.4, 
“Guidelines Pertaining to the Urban/Wildland Interface;” and Section 6.3.2, “Additional Survey Needs 
and Procedures.”  
 

Project Compliance with MSHCP Section 6.1.2 

Riparian/Riverine Areas 

Section 6.1.2, Protection of Species Associated with Riparian/Riverine Areas and Vernal Pools, of 
the MSHCP provides for the protection of Riparian/Riverine Areas within the MSHCP Plan Area.  
Riparian/Riverine areas are defined in the MSHCP as “lands which contain habitat dominated by 
trees, shrubs, persistent emergents, or emergent mosses and lichens, which occur close to or 
which depend upon soil moisture from a nearby fresh water source; or areas with fresh water flow 
during all or a portion  of the year.”  (PCR, 2015a, p. 56) 
 
The Project site and off-site drainage easement support 2.93 acres of MSHCP Riparian/Riverine 
Areas associated with Drainages A and B that is equivalent to the CDFW jurisdiction for these 
drainages.  Both of the on-site drainages meet the definition of a Riparian Area because they 
support habitat dominated by trees and shrubs, mostly consisting of mule fat, black willow, and 
arroyo willow.  The off-site portion of Drainage A (0.01 acre) also meets the definition of a Riverine 
Area due to the ephemeral flow and limited vegetation that consists of weedy, non-native 
dominated species typical of ruderal areas.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 56)  To address impacts to the 
Riparian/Riverine habitat that would be affected by the Project, a Determination of Biologically 
Equivalent or Superior Preservation (DBESP) Report was prepared and is included as IS/MND 
Appendix D3.  The DBESP Report discusses the unavoidable impacts to riparian/riverine areas 
and recommends mitigation to replace lost functions and values as it pertains to the MSHCP 
Covered Species.   
 
According to the DBESP, the Project would result in permanent direct impacts to 1.16 acres of the 
MSHCP Riparian/Riverine Areas, including 1.15 acres of on-site Riparian Areas in Drainage A and 
0.01 acre of off-site Riverine Areas associated with Drainage A (PCR, 2015b, p. 47).  The DBESP 
identified one mitigation measure, included herein as Mitigation Measure M-BR-8, to reduce 
impacts to the on-site Riparian and off-site Riverine habitats.  The mitigation requires the 
enhancement and creation of 2.58 acres of riparian, riparian transition, and upland areas within 
both Drainages A and B.  Furthermore, within Drainage A, the Project has designated 4.84 acres 
as a “MSHCP Riparian/Riverine Avoidance/Mitigation Area.”  With implementation of required 
mitigation, and in conformance with MSHCP Volume 1, Section 6.1.2, the Project would achieve 
equivalent or superior preservation as compared to what would occur if the riparian/riverine 
resources on- and off-site were to be avoided.  As such, the Project would result in a less-than-
significant impact.  (PCR, 2015b, p. 53).   
 
Riparian/Riverine Plant Species 

A habitat assessment was conducted for species listed in Section 6.1.2, Protection of Species 
Associated with Riparian/Riverine Areas and Vernal Pools, of the MSHCP.  The results are 
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presented in Table 4 of the Project’s biological resources assessment (IS/MND Appendix D1).  
The results of the habitat assessment indicate that no Riparian/Riverine plant species are 
expected to occur within the Project site, the Off-Site Basin, or off site inlet structure due to the 
lack of suitable habitat, the location of these areas outside of the species range, or based on the 
negative results of focused surveys conducted for the site in April and July 2014, while surveys of 
the Off-Site Basin were conducted in March through July, 2015.(PCR, 2015a, pp. 48-49 and 59-
61)  Accordingly, the Project has no potential to conflict with Section 6.1.2 as it pertains to 
riparian/riverine plant species. 
 
Riparian/Riverine Wildlife Species 

Habitat assessments were conducted for wildlife species listed in MSHCP Section 6.1.2, 
Protection of Species Associated with Riparian/Riverine Areas and Vernal Pools.  Two species 
have the potential to occur within the Project site, namely the American peregrine falcon and least 
Bell’s vireo, as indicated in Table 5 of the Project’s Biological Resources Assessment (see 
IS/MND Appendix D1).  The American peregrine falcon has a very low potential to forage only 
within the Project site; no suitable breeding habitat (cliffs or tall buildings) occur on‐site.  This 
species can be found foraging in nearly any open habitat, but most likely near areas such as lake 
edges and mountain chains.  The nearest of these areas is Lake Mathews approximately 0.30 
mile to the south of the Project site.  The off-site inlet structure site is limited in size, disturbed and 
with limited vegetation, and is not suitable for foraging.  No Riparian/Riverine habitat occurs within 
the Off-Site Basin area.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 61 and Figure 11) 
 
Despite the presence of willow scrub habitat on the Project site, least Bell’s vireo was determined 
to only have the potential to occur in the northern drainage (Drainage B) and has no potential to 
occur within the willow scrub habitat in the drainage located in the southern portion (Drainage A) 
of the Project site based on the extent and composition of the vegetation community.  The 
vegetation in Drainage A is not contiguous as it is broken up by ruderal vegetation and lacks an 
understory.  Moreover, the willow scrub habitat in Drainage A was not considered suitable for 
nesting least Bell’s vireo due to the ambient noise levels (the habitat is adjacent to El Sobrante 
Road, which is a busy and well‐traveled road) and structure of the vegetation.  Least Bell’s vireos 
are known to require a dense, stratified canopy for foraging with a typical territory size of between 
0.5 and 7.5 acres.  In consideration of these factors, this species was considered to have no 
potential to occur within the willow scrub associated with Drainage A.  (PCR, 2015a, pp. 61-62) 
 
Due to the presence of suitable habitat on the Project site, focused surveys for the least Bell’s 
vireo were conducted during which a pair of this species was observed foraging within the on‐site 
portion of Drainage B on two occasions.  No nesting least Bell’s vireo, or signs of nesting, was 
observed.  Based on observation made during the surveys, the least Bell’s vireo appear to only 
utilize Drainage B on‐site for foraging. (PCR, 2015a, pp. 62-63)  Because residential lots nearest 
Drainage B would be set back from the riparian habitat by between 68 feet and 140 feet, there 
would be no direct impacts to the least Bell’s vireo (PCR, 2015a, p. 81).  However, the Project has 
the potential to indirectly impact the least Bell’s vireo, and this is evaluated as a significant indirect 
impact for which mitigation would be required.  Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-BR-1 
would reduce indirect impacts to least Bell’s vireo to below a level of significance.  (PCR, 2015a, 
pp. 89-90) 
 
No other riparian/riverine wildlife species are expected to occur due to the lack of suitable habitat 
on‐site and in the off-site areas.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 63)  With implementation of the required 
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mitigation, the Project would be consistent with MSHCP Section 6.1.2 as it pertains to 
riparian/riverine wildlife species. 
 
Vernal Pools 

Section 6.1.2, Protection of Species Associated with Riparian/Riverine Areas and Vernal Pools, of 
the MSHCP provides for the protection of vernal pools within the MSHCP Plan Area.  Vernal pools 
are defined in the MSHCP as “seasonal wetlands that occur in depression areas that have 
wetlands indicators of all three parameters (soils, vegetation, and hydrology) during the wetter 
portion of the growing season but normally lack wetlands indicators of hydrology and/or vegetation 
during the drier portion of the growing season” (PCR, 2015a, p. 56).  Vernal pools are not present 
within the Project site or off-site areas (PCR, 2015a, p. 59).  Accordingly, the Project has no 
potential to conflict with MSHCP Section 6.1.2 as it pertains to vernal pools. 
 
Fairy Shrimp 

The Project site and off-site areas do not exhibit aquatic features that could provide suitable 
habitat for fairy shrimp (i.e., vernal pools, swales, vernal pool‐like ephemeral ponds, seasonal 
ponds, stock ponds, or other human‐modified depressions such as tire ruts, etc.) (PCR, 2015a, p. 
59).  Accordingly, the Project has no potential to conflict with MSHCP Section 6.1.2 as it pertains 
to fairy shrimp. 
 
Based on the foregoing analysis, and assuming the incorporation of Mitigation Measures M-BR-1 
and M-BR-8, the proposed Project would result in less-than-significant impacts to MSHCP 
riparian/riverine areas, sensitive riparian/riverine plant and animal species, and vernal pools; 
therefore, the proposed Project would not conflict with MSHCP Section 6.1.2 and impacts would 
be less than significant. 
 
Project Compliance with MSHCP Section 6.1.3 

Volume I, Section 6.1.3 of the MSHCP requires that within identified Narrow Endemic Plant 
Species Survey Areas (NEPSSA), site-specific focused surveys for Narrow Endemic Plants 
Species are required for all public and private projects where appropriate soils and habitat are 
present.  The Project site and off-site areas are not within the Narrow Endemic Plant Species 
Survey Area; therefore, no surveys were required for Narrow Endemic plant species.  As such, the 
Project has no potential to conflict with MSHCP Section 6.1.3.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 63) 
 
Project Compliance with MSHCP Section 6.1.4 

Section 6.1.4, Guidelines Pertaining to the Urban/Wildlands Interface, of the MSHCP presents a 
number of guidelines that are intended to address indirect effects associated with locating 
developments in proximity to a Western Riverside County MSHCP Conservation Area.  These 
guidelines address the quantity and quality of any runoff generated by the development (i.e., 
drainage and toxics), night lighting, noise, non‐native invasive plant species, barriers to humans 
and animal predators, and grading/land development encroachment.  The Project site  and off-site 
areas are not within or in the vicinity of any Criteria Cells and, as such, development of the site is 
not expected to result in indirect effects to MSHCP Conservation Areas related to night lighting, 
noise, and grading/land development, and barriers would not be necessary.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 64) 
 
Both on‐site drainages, Drainage A and Drainage B, ultimately drain to the Santa Ana River where 
Criteria Cells are located.  Runoff from the site therefore has the potential to affect the quantity 
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and quality of water downstream, in addition to the transport of plant seeds.  Since the Project 
would be required to comply with flood and water quality standards, no indirect effects from the 
quantity and quality of run‐off would occur to downstream areas.  At minimum, no invasive, non‐
native plant species listed in Table 6‐2 of the MSHCP, Plants That Should Be Avoided Adjacent to 
the MSHCP Conservation Area, would be utilized in the landscape plans (as required pursuant to 
Mitigation Measure M-BR-7). (PCR, 2015a, p. 64)  This would avoid dispersal of invasive plant 
seeds in the watershed.  Although the Project site is not within any Criteria Cells or adjacent to 
any MSHCP Conservation Areas, it does support the two MSHCP Riparian Areas associated with 
Drainages A and B.  The above measures would avoid indirect impacts to these drainages from 
runoff and invasive species.  Furthermore, measures would be implemented to avoid any indirect 
impacts to the least Bell’s vireo foraging habitat associated with the Riverine Area, Drainage B 
(refer to Mitigation Measure M-BR-1), including the designation of 3.49 acres within Drainage B as 
an “MSHCP Riparian/Riverine Avoidance and Mitigation Area”.  Based on the preceding analysis, 
and assuming implementation of the required mitigation, the Project would be consistent with 
MSHCP Section 6.1.4. 

 
Project Compliance with MSHCP Section 6.3.2 

MSHCP Section 6.3.2 requires special surveys for certain plant species for lands located within 
the Criteria Area Plant Species Survey Areas (CAPSSA).  MSHCP Section 6.3.2 also identifies 
lands requiring surveys for certain animal species (burrowing owl, mammals, and amphibians).  
The Project site and off-site areas occur within the burrowing owl survey area, but do not occur 
within the amphibian or mammal survey areas, or within the CAPSSA.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 63)    
 
Focused burrowing owl surveys were conducted for the Project site, and no burrowing owls were 
detected. Focused burrowing owl surveys also were conducted for the Off-Site Basin area and no 
burrowing owls were detected.  (PCR, 2015c, p. 4)  However, there is a potential that the Project 
site and Off-Site Basin area could be occupied by burrowing owl individuals prior to the 
commencement of grading or ground disturbing activities.  If present, impacts to the burrowing owl 
would represent a significant impact due to a conflict with the MSHCP and mitigation would be 
required in the form of pre-construction surveys.  This is evaluated as a potentially significant 
impact for which mitigation would be required.  Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-BR-2, 
which enforces the requirement to conduct pre-construction burrowing owl surveys, would reduce 
potential impacts to the burrowing owl to a level below significant.  (PCR, 2015a, pp. 81-82)  
 
Based on the analysis provided above, and with the incorporation of mitigation, the proposed 
Project would not conflict with MSHCP Section 6.3.2. 

 
As indicated in the above analysis, and assuming the incorporation of mitigation measures, the 
proposed Project would be consistent with, or otherwise would not conflict with, all applicable 
provisions of the MSHCP.  Accordingly, the Project would not conflict with the provisions of an 
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Conservation Community Plan, or other approved local, 
regional, or state conservation plan, and impacts would be less than significant with the incorporation 
of mitigation measures. 
 
b & c) Implementation of the proposed Project has the potential to directly or indirectly impact 
endangered or threatened plant and animal species, if such species occur within areas planned for 
impact by the Project.  Each is discussed below. 
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Impacts to Sensitive Plant Species 

Development of the Project would result in the direct removal of numerous common plant species.  
A list of plant species observed within the Project site and off-site improvement areas is included 
in Appendix A to the Project’s Biological Resources Assessment (IS/MND Appendix D1).  
Common plant species present within the Project site occur in large numbers throughout the 
region and their removal would not be considered a substantial adverse effect on sensitive plant 
species.  Therefore, impacts to common plant species would be less than significant and no 
mitigation measures would be required.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 69) 
 
A total of 34 sensitive plant species are identified as occurring in the Project vicinity in available 
databases.  Of these, 20 sensitive plant species are not expected to occur within the Project site 
of the off-site areas due to the lack of suitable habitat or because the site is outside the known 
distribution or elevation range for the species.  These species are listed in Appendix C to the 
Project’s Biological Resources Assessment (IS/MND Appendix D1).  The remaining 14 sensitive 
plant species were determined to have a potential to occur on-site and, as such, focused sensitive 
plant surveys were conducted in April and July 2015 by PCR to determine the presence/absence 
of these sensitive species.  No sensitive plant species were found to occur on‐site.  Focused 
special-status plant surveys were conducted by the Project biologists (PCR) on April 21, 2015 and 
July 13, 2015 on the Off-Site Basin area to determine the presence or absence of 15 special-
status plants species having the potential to occur within the Off-Site Basin area (PCR, 2015d).  
These species are listed in Appendix A of the Project’s Special Status Plants Survey (refer to 
MND Appendix D5).  Results of the focused surveys conducted within the Off-Site Basin area did 
not identify any special-status plants species (PCR, 2015d, p. 4).   
 
Therefore, no impacts to sensitive plant species would occur as a result of Project development 
and no mitigation measures would be required.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 69) 

 
Impacts to Sensitive Animal Species 

Development of the Project site and off-site areas would result in the disruption and removal of 
habitat and the loss and displacement of non‐sensitive common wildlife species.  A list of wildlife 
species observed within the Project site is included in Appendix A to the Project’s Biological 
Resources Assessment (IS/MND Appendix D1).  Due to the limited amount of native habitat to be 
removed and the level of existing disturbance from human activity within the vicinity (e.g., nearby 
development), these impacts would not be expected to reduce the general wildlife populations 
below self‐sustaining levels within the region and impacts.  Therefore, impacts to common wildlife 
species would be less than significant and no mitigation measures are required.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 
69) 
 
A total of 43 species are identified as occurring in the Project vicinity in available databases.  Of 
these, 25 sensitive wildlife species are not expected to occur within the Project site of off-site 
areas due to the lack of suitable habitat or because the site is outside the known distribution range 
for the species.  These species are listed in Appendix D to the Project’s Biological Resources 
Assessment (see IS/MND Appendix D1).  Since these species are not expected to be present on 
the Project site or off-site areas, no impacts would occur as a result of Project development and 
no mitigation measures are required.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 70) 
 
The remaining 17 sensitive wildlife species were determined to have a potential to occur on-site 
and also off-site for a few species.  Of these species one, the least Bell’s vireo, was observed on‐
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site and is discussed in further detail below.  Other sensitive wildlife species with potential to occur 
on‐site and/or off-site  include western spade foot toad, coast horned lizard, orangethroat whiptail, 
northern harrier, white‐tailed kite, burrowing owl (with the potential to also occur within the Off-Site 
Basin area), long‐eared owl, loggerhead shrike, yellow warbler, yellow breasted chat, tricolored 
blackbird, Stephan’s kangaroo rat, San Diego, San Diego desert woodrat, southern grasshopper 
mouse, American badger, western mastiff bat, and pocketed free‐tailed bat.  The Project site and 
off-site areas also have the potential to support migratory birds and raptors that are discussed 
further below.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 70) 
 
Ten of the 17 species are covered by the MSHCP with no survey requirements, including western 
spade foot, coast horned lizard, orangethroat whiptail, northern harrier, white‐tailed kite, 
loggerhead shrike, yellow warbler, yellow breasted chat, Stephan’s kangaroo rat, and San Diego 
blacktailed jackrabbit.  Therefore, assuming payment of the MSHCP Local Development Mitigation 
Fee (as required by Mitigation Measure M-BR-6), no additional mitigation is required for these 
species.  Least Bell’s vireo and burrowing owl are conditionally covered by the MSHCP with 
additional surveys and mitigation required, as discussed in further detail below.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 
70) 
 
The remaining five species, the western mastiff bat, long‐eared owl, southern grasshopper mouse, 
San Diego desert woodrat, and American badger, are not covered by the MSHCP.  These species 
are listed as species of special concern by the CDFW and do not carry a federal or state listing as 
threatened or endangered.  These species are considered to have a low to very low potential to 
occur on the Project site based on the limited habitat and/or quality of the habitat, and impacts to 
these species would be less than significant as follows: (PCR, 2015a, pp. 70-71) 
 

 Western Mastiff Bat: Impacts to western mastiff bat foraging habitat would be less than 
significant due to the limited, isolated open scrub areas and disturbed nature of the Project 
site from agricultural and ongoing maintenance activities that would not be expected to 
support a large food source for foraging.  As such, any impacts to foraging habitat for this 
species, if present, would be less than significant and no mitigation measures are required.  
(PCR, 2015a, p. 70) 

 
 Long‐Eared Owl: Impacts to long‐eared owl would be less than significant due to the low 

suitability of the riparian habitat on the Project site.  In addition, a large proportion of 
riparian habitat would be avoided on the project site and mitigation is proposed as 
compensation for impacted habitat (refer to Mitigation Measure M-BR-3).  Measures to 
avoid impacts to migratory birds would also be expected to avoid impacts to this species, if 
present (see Mitigation Measure M-BR-5).  (PCR, 2015a, p. 71) 

 
 Southern Grasshopper Mouse, San Diego Desert Woodrat, and American Badger: 

Impacts to southern grasshopper mouse, San Diego desert woodrat, and American badger 
would be less than significant based on the limited and isolated nature of the habitat within 
the Project’s boundaries and disturbance on the Project site from agricultural and ongoing 
maintenance activities that would not be expected to support large populations of these 
species, if present.  Furthermore, no records of southern grasshopper mouse and 
American badger occur within 10 and 20 miles of the Project site, respectively, since 1908.  
Potentially suitable habitat adjacent to Drainage B would be avoided as part of the project.  
(PCR, 2015a, p. 71) 
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The above five species were not considered for coverage under the MSHCP, indicating that 
regionally significant populations of these species do not exist within the MSHCP boundaries.  
Based on the above discussion, the Project site is not capable of supporting large populations of 
these species and a loss of a few individuals, if present, would not expect to reduce regional 
population numbers.  Therefore, any impacts to these species would be less than significant and 
no mitigation measures would be required.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 71) 
 
Impacts to the following sensitive wildlife species would be considered potentially significant prior 
to mitigation, as follows: 
 

 Least Bell’s Vireo.  One sensitive wildlife species, the least Bell’s Vireo (Federally 
Endangered, State Endangered), was observed foraging on‐site in Drainage B during two 
surveys; no nesting birds were observed or are expected based on observations made 
during the surveys.  Drainage B would be avoided as part of the Project including a 
setback of between 68 feet and 140 feet that is proposed as open space between the 
drainage and the development.  As such, no direct impacts to least Bell’s vireo birds or 
their nests would occur.  There is a potential for indirect noise impacts if construction 
occurs during the breeding season and post‐construction from human influences (breeding 
season starts April 10, depending on their arrival from wintering areas, and continues until 
they leave around July 31).  This is considered a potentially significant indirect impact of 
the proposed Project requiring mitigation, in the form of avoidance and minimization 
measures (refer to Mitigation Measure M-BR-1).  With implementation of the required 
mitigation, indirect impacts to this species would be reduced to below a level of 
significance.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 71) 

 
 Burrowing Owl.  The Project site and off-site areas support potentially suitable burrowing 

owl (Species of Special Concern) habitat, but no burrowing owl burrows, signs, or 
individuals were found on‐site during the Step I and Step II surveys conducted by PCR.  
Although the Project site does not currently support burrowing owls, a pre‐construction 
survey would be required in compliance with the MSHCP.  Specifically, in accordance with 
the County requirements, a pre‐construction survey for burrowing owl would be required 
within 30 days prior to ground disturbance to avoid potential direct take of burrowing owls 
in the future.  Accordingly, impacts to the burrowing owl are considered potentially 
significant requiring pre-construction surveys and additional avoidance measures as 
mitigation to avoid impacts to this species (refer to Mitigation Measure M-BR-2).  With 
implementation of the required mitigation, impacts to the burrowing owl would be reduced 
to less-than-significant levels.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 72) 

 
 Impacts to Nesting Birds: In addition to the above-listed wildlife species, the Project site 

and off-site areas support potential nesting and foraging habitat for migratory birds, in 
addition to potential foraging habitat for raptors.  Based on the disturbed nature of the site 
from agriculture and ongoing maintenance activities, the quality of foraging habitat is 
considered to be low.  Higher quality foraging habitat is considered to occur associated 
with Lake Mathews to the south of the Project site.  The loss of foraging habitat as a result 
of the Project would not be expected to impact the foraging of these species.  Therefore, 
impacts to foraging habitat would be considered less than significant and no mitigation 
measures would be required.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 80) 

 
However, the Project site and off-site areas have the potential to support songbird and 
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raptor nests due to the presence of shrubs, ground cover, and limited trees. Nesting 
activity typically occurs from February 15 to August 31.  Disturbing or destroying active 
nests is a violation of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA, 16 U.S.C. 703 et seq.).  In 
addition, nests and eggs are protected under Fish and Wildlife Code Section 3503.  As 
such direct impacts to breeding birds (e.g. through nest removal) or indirect impacts (e.g. 
by noise causing abandonment of the nest) is considered a potentially significant impact 
for which mitigation, in the form of construction timing restrictions and/or avoidance, would 
be required (refer to Mitigation Measure M-BR-5).  Implementation of the required 
mitigation would reduce impacts to nesting birds to a level below significance.  (PCR, 
2015a, p. 80) 

 
d) The Project site and off-site areas support potential live‐in and movement habitat for species 
on a local scale (i.e., some limited live‐in and at least marginal movement habitat for reptile, bird, and 
mammal species), but it likely provides little to no function to facilitate wildlife movement for wildlife 
species on a regional scale, and is not identified as a regionally important dispersal or seasonal 
migration corridor (PCR, 2015a, pp. 79-80).  Movement on a local scale likely occurs with species 
adapted to urban environments due to the development and disturbances in the vicinity of the Project 
site and off-site areas.  Although implementation of the Project would result in disturbances to local 
wildlife movement within the Project site and off-site areas, those species adapted to urban areas 
would be expected to persist on‐site following construction, particularly within the open space areas.  
The Project also would avoid the entirety of Drainage B and a portion of Drainage A through 
designation of 8.33 acres of land within the drainages as “MSHCP Riparian/Riverine 
Avoidaince/Mitigation Areas”, which would allow the continuation of any local scale wildlife movement 
that may currently occur (PCR, 2015a, pp. 79-80).  Additionally, as discussed and analyzed under 
Threshold 7.b & c), the Project would be required to comply with all of the provisions of the MSHCP, 
including payment of the MSHCP Local Development Mitigation Fee and compliance with MSHCP 
Section 6.1.2 pertaining to Riparian/Riverine Areas; thus, the potential impacts to movement on a 
local scale would be reduced to less-than-significant levels (refer to Mitigation Measures M-BR-1 
through M-BR-8).  In addition, the MSCHP does not identify any existing or proposed linkages or 
constrained linkages within the vicinity of the Project site or off-site impact areas (WRCRCA, 2003, 
Figure 3-2).  Therefore, assuming implementation of the required mitigation, impacts associated with 
the movement of wildlife species would be less than significant.  
 
e) Figure EA-4, Impacts to Plant Communities, depicts the Project’s anticipated impacts to all on-
site plant communities, including riparian habitats, while Figure EA-5, Impacts to Sensitive Plant 
Communities, depicts the Project’s impacts to sensitive plant communities.  The Project’s impacts to 
sensitive plant communities and riparian habitat are discussed below. 
 
Impacts to Sensitive Plant Communities 

The Project site supports eight native plant communities totaling 4.40 acres, including arroyo willow 
scrub (0.97 acre), brittle bush scrub (1.06 acres), black willow scrub (1 acre), black willow 
scrub/disturbed (0.32 acre), California sagebrush scrub (0.02 acre), fourwing saltbush scrub (0.14 
acre), mule fat scrub (0.76 acre), and pinebush scrub (0.13 acre).  The remainder of the Project site 
supports non‐native communities including agriculture, developed, disturbed, disturbed/brittlebush 
scrub, disturbed/California sagebrush scrub‐California buckwheat scrub, disturbed/mule fat scrub, 
disturbed/willow herb, pond, and ruderal areas.  Three of the plant communities on‐site are 
considered sensitive pursuant to CDFW, namely arroyo willow scrub, black willow scrub, and black 
willow scrub/disturbed.  A total of 0.57 acre of sensitive native communities would be impacted by the 
proposed Project (25 percent of the total 2.29 acres of sensitive communities on‐site).  These impacts  
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Figure EA-4
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Figure EA-5
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include 0.48 acre of arroyo willow scrub (49.5 percent of the total 0.97 acre on‐site) and 0.09 acre of 
black willow scrub (9 percent of the total one acre on‐site).  No impacts are proposed to the black 
willow scrub/disturbed community totaling 0.32 acre of avoidance.  Acreages of impacts are 
summarized in Table EA-14, Existing and Permanent Impacts to Plant Communities.  Following 
impacts, a total of 1.72 acres of sensitive communities would be avoided (75 percent of the total 2.29 
acres of sensitive communities on‐site), including 0.49 acre of arroyo willow scrub, 0.91 acre of black 
willow scrub, and 0.32 of black willow scrub/disturbed.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 72)  
 

Table EA-14 Existing and Permanent Impacts to Plant Communities 

 
(PCR, 2015a, Table 6) 
 

The Off-Site Basin area consists primarily of large ruderal areas (PCR, 2015d, p. 3).  Specifically, the 
Off-Site Basin area contains three (3) non-native vegetation communities as mapped by the Project 
biologist (PCR) as Disturbed/Coyote Brush Scrub, Ruderal, and Disturbed. (PCR, 2015d, pp. 3-4) 
 
The riparian plant communities that would be impacted by the Project (arroyo willow scrub and black 
willow scrub) are associated with Drainage A in the southern portion of the site and are not 
considered high quality due to the disturbed/non‐contiguous composition and the lack of a native 
understory.  These riparian communities do not support or have the potential to support any protected 
plant or animal species.  As a result, impacts to the arroyo willow scrub and black willow scrub 
communities would not threaten the existence of high quality stands of this vegetation community.  
Nevertheless impacts to these vegetation communities would be considered potentially significant 
since they are identified as sensitive plant communities by CDFW, and are also CDFW, USACE, and 
RWQCB jurisdictional and are considered MSHCP Riparian/Riverine areas.  Mitigation would be 
required through compensatory mitigation at a 2:1 ratio through creation, restoration, and/or 
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enhancement of riparian habitat on- and off-site (refer to Mitigation Measures M-BR-3 and M-BR-8).  
The higher quality riparian vegetation associated with Drainage B in the northeastern portion of the 
site that supports foraging habitat for least Bell’s vireo would be avoided by the Project through 
designation as a “MSHCP Riparian/Riverine Avoidance and Mitigation Area”.  With implementation of 
the required mitigation, impacts to sensitive plant communities would be reduced to less-than-
significant levels.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 72 and p. 75) 

Impacts to CDFW Jurisdictional Areas 

The Project site and off-site drainage easement supports drainages that are considered jurisdictional 
streambed pursuant to Section 1602 of the California Fish and Game Code, as regulated by CDFW.  
This includes Drainage A and Drainage B, of which impacts are only proposed to Drainage A totaling 
1.15 acres on-site (39.4 percent of the total 2.92 acres of CDFW jurisdiction on‐site within Drainages 
A and B), and 0.01 acre off-site, as shown in Figure EA-6, Impacts to Jurisdictional Features.  Existing 
and impact acreages are summarized in Table EA-15, Existing and Permanent Impacts to CDFW 
Jurisdictional Features.  A total of 1.77 acres of CDFW jurisdiction would be avoided by the Project 
(60.6 percent of the total 2.92 acres of CDFW jurisdiction on‐site within Drainages A and B).  Impacts 
to CDFW jurisdictional drainages therefore total 1.16 acres.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 75 - p. 76) 
 
Impacts to CDFW jurisdictional features are evaluated as a potentially significant impact of the 
proposed Project, requiring a permit from the CDFW and compensatory mitigation in conformance 
with Section 1602 of the California Fish and Game Code (refer to Mitigation Measure M-BR-4).  
Compliance with Section 1602 of the California Fish and Game Code would reduce impacts to a less-
than-significant level.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 76) 
 
The pumping of water into the isolated man‐made pond and use of the water for irrigation was 
terminated in July 2014 and the pond has since dried out (PCR, 2015a, p. 17).  As such, the pond no 
longer exists and no longer supports jurisdictional indicators.  Accordingly, impacts to the former pond 
would be less than significant requiring no mitigation.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 27)   
 

Table EA-15 Existing and Permanent Impacts to CDFW Jurisdictional Features 

 
(PCR, 2015a, Table 7) 
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f) Drainage B supports USACE/RWQCB federally protected wetlands and Drainage A supports 
USACE/RWQCB non‐wetland jurisdiction, both of which are regulated under Sections 404/401 of the 
Clean Water Act (CWA).  Impacts are proposed to 0.06 acre of USACE/RWQCB non‐wetland 
jurisdiction in Drainage A only (30 percent of the total USACE/RWQCB jurisdiction on‐site in 
Drainages A and B’ off-site acreages are negligible), as shown on Figure EA-6.  Existing and impact 
acreages are summarized in Table EA-16, Existing and Permanent Impacts to USACE/RWQCB 
Jurisdictional Drainages.  A total of 0.14 acre of on-site wetland and non‐wetland USACE/RWQCB 
jurisdiction would be avoided by the project (60 percent of the total 0.20 acre of USACE/RWQCB 
jurisdiction on‐site within Drainages A and B, including all of the 0.06‐acre of wetlands in Drainage B).  
.  Impacts to USACE/RWQCB jurisdictional drainages total 0.06 acre; thus, impacts to jurisdictional 
areas regulated by the USACE and/or RWQCB represent significant impacts of the Project requiring 
mitigation.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 76 and p. 79) 
 

Table EA-16 Existing and Permanent Impacts to USACE/RWQCB Jurisdictional Drainages 

 
a Jurisdictional acreages overlap and are not additive (e.g. USACE/RWQCB acreages are included in the total 
CDFW jurisdictional acreages provided in Table EA-15). 
b The acreages are negligible with 0.000422 acre of existing and 0.000422 acres of impacts. 
C Impacts to linear feet include 920 feet within the on-site portion of Drainage A and 60 feet within the off-site 
portion of Drainage A, for a total of 980 linear feet. (PCR, 2015a, Table 8) 

. 
Impacts to USACE and/or RWQCB jurisdictional features would be required to comply with Sections 
404 and 401 of the CWA, respectively, including applying for a permit and mitigation subject to 
approval by USACE and/or RWQCB.  Compensatory mitigation comprising creation, enhancement, 
and/or restoration of jurisdictional habitat would be required pursuant to Sections 404 and 401 of the 
CWA (refer to Mitigation Measure M-BR-4).  The compensatory mitigation also would be subject to 
approval by the USACE and RWQCB.  Implementation of the required mitigation would reduce 
impacts to a less-than-significant level.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 79) 
 
The pumping of water into the isolated man‐made pond and use of the water for irrigation was 
terminated in July 2014.  As such the pond is anticipated to dry out and may not exist and/or may 
cease to support jurisdictional field indicators at the time of regulatory permitting.  If at the time of 
regulatory permitting it is determined the pond no longer exists and/or does not support jurisdictional 
indicators, and pursuant to Sections 404 and 401 of the CWA and USACE and RWQCB 
requirements, the compensatory mitigation would not be required for impacts to the man-made pond.  
(PCR, 2015a, p. 79) 
 
g) Aside from the MSHCP (which is addressed above under Threshold 7.a), the County of 
Riverside also has tree ordinances and codes in place that require permits prior to removing or 
severely trimming any trees planted in the right of way of any County highway (Ordinance No. 499); 
prior to removing any living native tree on any parcel or property greater than one‐half acre in size and 
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above 5,000 feet in elevation (Ordinance No. 559.7); or prior to removing certain native desert species 
(Food and Agricultural Code Section 80071‐80075). An oak tree management guidelines report has 
also been prepared by the County of Riverside and was approved by the Board of Supervisors on 
March 2, 1993.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 48) 
 
Under existing conditions, there are no trees located within the rights-of-way of any County highway; 
as such, the Project has no potential to conflict with Ordinance No. 499.  Additionally, the Project site 
does not occur at elevations above 5,000 feet above mean seal level (amsl); accordingly, the Project 
has no potential to conflict with Ordinance No. 559.7.  The Project site also does not contain any 
native desert species; thus, there would be no potential to conflict with Food and Agricultural Code 
Section 80071‐80075. 
 
The Riverside County Oak Tree Management Guidelines requires surveys of individual trees and the 
minimization and/or avoidance of oak trees, where feasible.  Based on the results of the site-specific 
Biological Resources Assessment (see IS/MND Appendix D1), the Project site and off-site impact 
areas do not contain any oak trees or oak woodland habitat.   
 
Accordingly, and based on the foregoing analysis, the proposed Project has no potential to conflict 
with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation 
policy or ordinance, and no impact would occur.  (PCR, 2015a, p. 81) 
 
Mitigation:    
 
M-BR-1 (Condition of Approval 60.EPD.007, 80.EPD.001, 50.EPD.004)   Due to the presence 

of least Bell’s vireo in the avoided drainage located in the northeastern portions of the 
Project site (Drainage B), the following avoidance and minimization measures shall be 
adopted to avoid impacts to the species during construction and following completion 
of construction during the breeding season (approximately April 10 until July 31, 
depending on when the birds arrive from and depart to wintering areas): 

 
Mitigation Prior to and During Construction 

A. Prior to the issuance of grading or building permits during the breeding season, 
a survey to determine the presence of potential nesting least Bell’s vireo on‐site 
shall be conducted by a qualified biologist three (3) days before any grading or 
ground disturbance activity commences in the vicinity of Drainage B during the 
breeding season, and all results shall be forwarded to the USFWS, CDFW, and 
the Riverside County Environmental Programs Department. 

 
B. The qualified biologist shall identify a 300‐foot avoidance buffer from the habitat 

in Drainage B for construction occurring during the breeding season.  If work is 
required within 300‐feet during the breeding season, the biologist shall monitor 
all work to ensure no impacts occur to the least Bell’s vireo.  Written 
documentation shall be prepared and submitted to CDFW, USFWS, and 
Riverside County Environmental Programs Department on completion of 
construction during the breeding season to outline any monitoring activities. 

 
C. Construction limits in and around least Bell’s vireo habitat associated with 

Drainage B shall be delineated with flags and/or fencing prior to the initiation of 
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any grading or construction activities to clearly identify the limits of the habitat 
and/or the 300‐foot avoidance buffer during the breeding season. 

 
D. Prior to grading and construction, a training program shall be developed and 

implemented by the qualified biologist to inform all workers on the project about 
the listed species, its habitat, and the importance of complying with avoidance 
and minimization measures.  A copy of the training materials shall be included 
in bid documents issued to prospective construction contractors. 

 
E. Prior to the issuance of grading or building permits, the County of Riverside 

Building and Safety Department shall ensure the following note is included on 
the grading and/or building plans: “All construction work shall occur during 
daylight hours.  The construction contractor shall limit all construction‐related 
activities that would result in high noise levels to between the hours of 6:00 a.m. 
and 6:00 p.m., during the months of June through September, and 7:00 a.m. 
and 6:00 p.m., during the months of October through May.”  This note also shall 
be specified in bid documents issued to prospective construction contractors. 

 
F. During any excavation and grading within or immediately adjacent to the 300‐

foot avoidance buffer for Drainage B, the construction contractors shall install 
properly operating and maintained mufflers on all construction equipment, fixed 
or mobile, to reduce construction equipment noise to the maximum extent 
possible.  The mufflers shall be installed consistent with manufacturers’ 
standards.  The construction contractor shall also place all stationary 
construction equipment so that emitted noise is directed away from the least 
Bell’s vireo habitat within Drainage B.  The construction contractor shall keep 
logs demonstrating that all construction equipment utilizes properly maintained 
mufflers, and shall make these logs available to County staff for inspection 
upon request.   

 
G. The construction contractor shall stage equipment in areas that will create the 

greatest distance between construction‐related noise sources and Drainage B 
during all Project construction occurring during the breeding season.  To ensure 
this requirement is enforced, the construction contractor shall provide a map to 
the Riverside County Environmental Programs Department depicting the 
location of staging areas in relation to Drainage B.  The construction contractor 
also shall permit inspection by Riverside County staff upon request to verify 
compliance with this requirement. 

 
H. If the monitoring biologist determines that noise from the construction activities 

may be affecting the normal expected breeding behavior of the birds, the 
construction supervisor shall be informed and work within no less than 300 feet 
of construction areas shall be ceased until appropriate measures are 
implemented.  This may include monitoring by a qualified acoustician to verify 
noise levels are below 60 decibels (dBA) within the least Bell’s vireo habitat.  If 
the 60 dBA requirement is exceeded the acoustician shall make operational 
changes, utilize technology to reduce construction noise such as mufflers, 
and/or install a barrier to alleviate noise levels during the breeding season.  
Installation of noise barriers and any other corrective actions taken to mitigate 
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noise during the construction period shall be communicated to the USFWS, 
CDFW, and Riverside County Environmental Programs Department. 

 
I. If after all corrective actions are implemented the monitoring biologists 

determines that the normal expected breeding behavior of the birds is being 
affected, work within no less than 300 feet shall be ceased and the USFWS, 
CDFW, and Riverside County Environmental Programs Department shall be 
contacted to discuss the appropriate course of action. 

 
Mitigation for Post-Construction Impacts  

J. Prior to building permit final inspection, the Project Applicant shall demonstrate 
that cat‐proof fencing has been installed at the perimeter of development 
adjacent to the open space for Drainage B. 

 
K. Access to the Drainage B open space area shall be restricted to conservation 

activities only.  Prior to building permit final inspection, signs shall be installed 
prohibiting public access, including dogs. 

 
L. Prior to building permit final inspection, the Riverside County Building and 

Safety Department shall ensure that all night lighting within development areas 
are directed away from the open space area associated with Drainage B (Lot 
‘M’).  The Riverside County Building and Safety Department shall also verify 
that Project has been designed to minimize exterior night lighting while 
remaining compliant with local ordinances related to street lighting.  Any 
necessary lighting (e.g., to light up equipment for security measures) shall be 
shielded or directed away from the habitat area in Drainage B and are not to 
exceed 0.5 foot‐candles.  Monitoring by a qualified lighting engineer (attained 
by the Project Applicant and subject to spot checking by Riverside County staff) 
shall be conducted as needed to verify light levels are below 0.5 foot‐candles 
required within identified occupied least Bell’s vireo habitat following 
construction.  If the 0.5 foot‐candles requirement is exceeded, the lighting 
engineer shall make operational changes and/or install a barrier to alleviate 
light levels during the breeding season. 

 
M. An awareness program shall be implemented to educate residents about the 

conservation values associated with the Drainage B open space.  A copy of the 
awareness program shall be provided to the Riverside County Environmental 
Programs Department for review and approval.  The approved awareness 
program literature shall be included in sales documentation for individual units 
and provided to each homeowner within the proposed development. 

 
M-BR-2 (Condition of Approval 60.EPD.004) Pursuant to Objective 6 and Objective 7 of the 

Species Account for the Burrowing Owl included in the Western Riverside County 
Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan, within 30 days prior to initial grading or 
clearing activities, a qualified biologist shall conduct a survey of the Project site and off-
site area and make a determination regarding the presence or absence of the 
burrowing owl.  The determination shall be documented in a report that shall be 
reviewed and approved by the County of Riverside prior to the issuance of a grading 
permit, subject to the following provisions: 
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a) In the event that the pre-construction survey identifies no burrowing owls on the 
property or within the off-site area, a grading permit may be issued without 
restriction. 

   
b) In the event that the pre-construction survey identifies the presence of at least 

one individual but less than three (3) mating pairs of burrowing owl, then 
grading permits shall be conditioned to avoid occupied burrows to the greatest 
extent feasible, following the guidelines in the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl 
Mitigation published by Department of Fish and Wildlife (March 7, 2012) 
including, but not limited to, conducting pre‐construction surveys; avoiding 
occupied burrows during the nesting and non‐breeding seasons; implementing 
a worker awareness program; biological monitoring; establishing avoidance 
buffers; and flagging burrows for avoidance with visible markers.  If occupied 
burrows cannot be avoided, acceptable methods may be used to exclude 
burrowing owl either temporarily or permanently, pursuant to a Burrowing Owl 
Exclusion Plan that shall be prepared and approved by the County of Riverside 
Environmental Programs Department (EPD), in coordination with the CDFW.  
The Burrowing Owl Exclusion Plan shall be prepared in accordance with the 
guidelines in the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation and the MSHCP.  In 
accordance with the MSHCP, take of active nests shall be avoided.  Passive 
relocation (i.e., the scoping of the burrows by a burrowing owl biologist and 
collapsing burrows free of young) shall occur when owls are present outside the 
nesting season.  Passive relocation shall follow CDFW relocation protocol and 
shall only occur between September 15 and February 1.  The EPD may require 
translocation sites for the burrowing owl to be created in the MSHCP reserve 
for the establishment of new colonies pursuant to MSHCP objectives for the 
species.  Translocation sites, if required, shall be identified in consultation with 
EPD and/or CDFW taking into consideration unoccupied habitat areas, 
presence of burrowing mammals, existing colonies, and effects to other 
MSHCP Covered Species.  If proximate alternate habitat is not present as 
determined by the biologist, active relocation shall follow CDFW relocation 
protocol.  The biologist shall confirm in writing that the species has fledged the 
site or been relocated prior to the issuance of a grading permit.   

 
c) In the event that the pre-construction survey identifies the presence of three (3) 

or more mating pairs of burrowing owl, the requirements of MSCHP Species-
Specific Conservation Objectives 5 for the burrowing owl shall be followed.  
Objective 5 states that if the site (including adjacent areas and the off-site area) 
supports three (3) or more pairs of burrowing owls and supports greater than 35 
acres of suitable Habitat, at least 90 percent of the area with long-term 
conservation value and burrowing owl pairs will be conserved onsite until it is 
demonstrated that Objectives 1-4 have been met.  A grading permit shall only 
be issued, either: 

 
 Upon approval and implementation of a property-specific Determination 

of Biologically Superior Preservation (DBESP) report for the burrowing 
owl by the CDFW; or 

 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 7-4 Attachment 2, Page 122 of 254

298



 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 

 Page 55 of 161 EA #42710 

 A determination by the biologist that the Project site and off-site area is 
part of an area supporting less than 35 acres of suitable Habitat, and 
upon passive or active relocation of the species following CDFW 
protocols.  Passive relocation, including the required use of one-way 
doors to exclude owls from the site and the collapsing of burrows, will 
occur if the biologist determines that the proximity and availability of 
alternate habitat is suitable for successful passive relocation.  Passive 
relocation shall follow CDFW relocation protocol and shall only occur 
between September 15 and February 1.  If proximate alternate habitat is 
not present as determined by the biologist, active relocation shall follow 
CDFW relocation protocol.  The biologist shall confirm in writing that the 
species has fledged the site or been relocated prior to the issuance of a 
grading permit.    

 
M-BR-3 (Condition of Approval 60.EPD.006)  Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, a habitat 

mitigation and monitoring plan (HMMP) for impacts to two sensitive native communities 
(arroyo willow scrub and black willow scrub) shall be prepared.  The HMMP shall offset 
impacts to these habitats by focusing on the creation, enhancement, and/or restoration 
of riparian habitats within disturbed habitat areas of the Project site and/or off‐site.  The 
functions and values of the mitigation areas shall be equivalent or superior to the 
impacted habitat.  The HMMP shall provide details as to the implementation of the 
mitigation, performance standards, maintenance, and future monitoring.  Prior to 
grading permit final inspection, compensatory mitigation for impacts to the three 
sensitive native communities shall be provided at a 2:1 ratio for impacts to arroyo 
willow scrub and black willow scrub by creating, enhancing and/or restoring riparian 
habitat.  Mitigation is proposed both on‐site and off‐site at an agency approved 
mitigation bank or land acquired for the purpose of mitigation.  The riparian mitigation 
shall also satisfy compensatory mitigation required pursuant to regulatory permits (as 
required by Mitigation Measure M-BR-4) and Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP (as required 
by Mitigation Measure M-BR-8).  Mitigation for impacts shall occur in one or more of 
the following ways: 

 
1.   Transplantation of arroyo willow scrub and black willow scrub habitat species 

from impact areas, if feasible; 
 
2.  Seeding of arroyo willow scrub and black willow scrub species, in addition to 

species associated with these habitat types; 
 
3.  Planting of container plants and/or stakes of arroyo willow and black willow 

species and/or other species associated with these habitat types; or 
 
4.  Salvage of duff and topsoil from impact areas and subsequent dispersal into the 

mitigation areas. 
 
M-BR-4 (Condition of Approval 60.EPD.006) Prior to the issuance of any grading permit for 

permanent impacts in the areas designated as jurisdictional features, the Project 
applicant shall obtain regulatory permits from the USACE, RWQCB, and CDFW.  The 
following shall be incorporated into the permitting, subject to approval by the regulatory 
agencies: 
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1.  On‐site and off‐site creation, enhancement, and/or restoration of USACE/ 
RWQCB jurisdictional “waters of the U.S.”/“waters of the State” within the Santa 
Ana Watershed at a ratio no less than 1:1 or within an adjacent watershed at a 
ratio no less than 2:1 for permanent impacts, and for any temporary impacts to 
restore the impact area to pre‐Project conditions (i.e., pre‐Project contours and 
revegetate where applicable).  Off‐site mitigation may occur on land acquired 
for the purpose of in‐perpetuity preservation, or through the purchase of 
mitigation credits at an agency‐approved off‐site mitigation bank. 

 
2.  Off‐site replacement and/or restoration of CDFW jurisdictional streambed and 

associated riparian habitat within the Santa Ana Watershed at a ratio no less 
than 2:1 or within an adjacent watershed at a ratio no less than 3:1 for 
permanent impacts, and for any temporary impacts to restore the impact area 
to pre‐Project conditions (i.e., pre‐Project contours and revegetate where 
applicable).  Off‐site mitigation may occur on land acquired for the purpose of 
in‐perpetuity preservation, or through the purchase of mitigation credits at an 
agency‐approved off‐site mitigation bank. 

 
 Purchase of mitigation credits through an agency-approved mitigation bank or in-lieu 

fee program shall occur prior to any impacts to jurisdictional drainages.  Mitigation 
proposed on land acquired for the purpose of in-perpetuity mitigation that is not part of 
an agency-approved mitigation bank or in-lieu fee program shall include the 
preservation, creation, restoration, and/or enhancement of similar habitat pursuant to a 
Habitat Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (HMMP).  The HMMP shall be prepared prior to 
any impacts to jurisdictional features, and shall provide details as to the implementation 
of the mitigation, maintenance, and future monitoring.  The goal of the mitigation shall 
be to preserve, create, restore, and/or enhance similar habitat with equal or greater 
function and value than the impacted habitat. 

 
M-BR-5 (Condition of Approval 60.EPD.005) Prior to the issuance of any grading permit that 

would remove potentially suitable nesting habitat for raptors or songbirds, the Project 
applicant shall demonstrate to the satisfaction of the County of Riverside that either of 
the following have been or will be accomplished. 

 
1.  Vegetation removal activities shall be scheduled outside the nesting season 

(September 1 to February 14 for songbirds; September 1 to January 14 for 
raptors) to avoid potential impacts to nesting birds. 

2.  Any construction activities that occur during the nesting season (February 15 to 
August 31 for songbirds; January 15 to August 31 for raptors) will require that 
all suitable habitat be thoroughly surveyed for the presence of nesting birds by 
a qualified biologist before commencement of clearing.  If any active nests are 
detected a buffer of 300 feet (500 feet for raptors) around the nest adjacent to 
construction will be delineated, flagged, and avoided until the nesting cycle is 
complete.  The buffer may be modified and/or other recommendations 
proposed as determined appropriate by the biological monitor to minimize 
impacts. 

 
M-BR-6 (Condition of Approval 10.Planning.010) Prior to building permit final inspection, the 

Project applicant shall demonstrate that payment of the MSHCP Local Development 
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Mitigation Fee has occurred pursuant to Riverside County Ordinance No. 810.   
 
M-BR-7 (Condition of Approval 10.EPD.001) Prior to issuance of building permits, a final 

landscaping plan shall be submitted to the Riverside County Environmental Programs 
Department (EPD) for review.  The EPD shall review the list of plant species to verify 
that none of the plant species listed in Table 6‐2 of the MSHCP, Plants That Should Be 
Avoided Adjacent to the MSHCP Conservation Area, are identified in the landscape 
plans. 

 
M-BR-8 (Condition of Approval 60.EPD.006) Prior to issuance of grading permits, a habitat 

mitigation and monitoring plan (HMMP) shall be prepared to address mitigation for 
MSHCP Riparian/Riverine resources.  The HMMP shall provide details as to the 
implementation of the mitigation, performance standards, maintenance, and future 
monitoring of the proposed Riparian/Riverine habitat restoration and enhancement,  
Prior to grading permit final inspection, compensatory mitigation for impacts to 1.16 
acres of the MSHCP Riparian/Riverine Areas in on-site and off-site portions of 
Drainage A shall be provided at a minimum 2:1 ratio by creating and enhancing habitat, 
as set forth in the Project’s Determination of Biologically Equivalent or Superior 
Preservation (DBESP) prepared by PCR Services Corporation and dated November 
2015.  The riparian mitigation shall satisfy compensatory mitigation required pursuant 
to regulatory permits (as required by Mitigation Measure M-BR-4) and Section 6.1.2 of 
the MSHCP (as required by Mitigation Measure M-BR-1).  As summarized in IS/MND 
Table EA-17, Acres of Proposed Mitigation Type and Habitat Per Drainage, Project 
compensatory mitigation shall consist of the following: 

 
 enhancement to 0.27 acre of riparian habitat in Drainage A;  
 enhancement to 0.43 acre of riparian transition in Drainage A and enhancement 

to 0.29 acre of riparian transition in Drainage B (for a total of 0.72 acre of 
riparian transition enhancements);  

 enhancement to 0.09 acre of upland habitat within Drainage A and 0.71 acre of 
upland habitat in Drainage B (for a total of 0.80 acre of upland habitat 
enhancements);  

 creation of 0.07 acre of riparian habitat in Drainage A and creation of 0.05 acre 
of riparian habitat in Drainage B (for a total of 0.12 acre of riparian habitat 
creations); and 
 

 creation of 0.64 acre of riparian transition in Drainage A and creation of 0.03 
acre of riparian transition in Drainage B (for a total of 0.67 acre of riparian 
transition creations).  
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Table EA-17 Acres of Proposed Mitigation Type and Habitat Per Drainage 

 
 (PCR, 2015b, Table 7) 

 
Monitoring:    
 
M-BR-1 Prior to issuance of grading permits and building permit final inspection, the Riverside 

County Environmental Programs Department and Building and Safety Department 
shall ensure that all requirements related to construction or post-construction impacts 
have been fulfilled. 

 
M-BR-2 Prior to commencement of grading activities, the Riverside County Environmental 

Programs Department shall ensure that a pre-construction burrowing owl survey is 
completed within 30 days prior to initial grading or clearing activities, and shall enforce 
the identified requirements should any burrowing owl(s) be identified on-site. 

 
M-BR-3 Prior to issuance of grading permits, the County Building and Safety Department shall 

verify that the required habitat mitigation and monitoring plan (HMMP) has been 
approved by the Riverside County Environmental Programs Department.  Prior to 
grading permit final inspection, the Project Applicant shall provide evidence to the 
Riverside County Environmental Programs Department demonstrating that the required 
compensatory mitigation has been achieved per the required HMMP.  

 
M-BR-4 Prior to issuance of grading permits, the Project Applicant shall provide evidence to the 

Riverside County Environmental Programs Department demonstrating that the required 
regulatory permits have been obtained from the USACE, RWQCB, and CDFW.  

 
M-BR-5 Prior to issuance of grading permits, the Riverside County Environmental Programs 

Department shall verify that either construction activities have been scheduled outside 
the nesting season, or that a pre-construction survey during the nesting season has 
taken place and that appropriate buffers have been established from any occupied 
nests. 

M-BR-6 Prior to building permit final inspection, the Riverside County Building and Safety 
Department shall verify payment of the MSHCP Local Development Mitigation Fee.   
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M-BR-7 Prior to issuance of building permits, the Riverside County Environmental Programs 
Department shall verify that the landscape plans do not contain any plant species listed 
in Table 6-2 of the MSHCP. 

 
M-BR-8 Prior to issuance of grading permits, the County Building and Safety Department shall 

verify that the required habitat mitigation and monitoring plan (HMMP) has been 
approved by the Riverside County Environmental Programs Department.  Prior to 
grading permit final inspection, the Project Applicant shall provide evidence to the 
Riverside County Environmental Programs Department demonstrating that the required 
compensatory mitigation has been achieved.  

 
CULTURAL RESOURCES  Would the project 
8. Historic Resources 

a) Alter or destroy an historic site? 
    

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as defined in California 
Code of Regulations, Section 15064.5? 

    

 
Source:  Site Inspection; Phase I and II Cultural Resources Report for the Lake Ranch Project, Brian 
F. Smith and Associates, Inc., February 10, 2015. 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a & b) A collection of structures in the northeast corner of the property includes some buildings that 
meet the minimum age threshold under CEQA to be historic.  As part of the investigation of the 
property, a focused historic research effort was conducted to provide information concerning the 
ownership and age of the structures.  Within the compound of structures that were inventoried during 
the field survey, two structures, a residence and a bunkhouse, appear to date to the 1920s and 
1940s, and are therefore considered to be historic.  Although the residence was originally built in 1926 
and meets the age threshold for possible significance, none of the property owners could be 
definitively named as ever having resided in the home.  Because of the lack of an apparent link to any 
significant persons, architects, builders, historical events, or specific architectural style, the structure 
has been evaluated as not significant under CEQA criteria. (BFSA, 2015a, p. 4.0-12) 
 
Only the residence, the garage with attached washroom, and the bunkhouse and sleeping quarters 
were determined to be old enough for historic consideration.  After being evaluated by BFSA, none of 
the structures were determined to be architecturally unique or significant, and all three were 
determined to be in an advanced stage of disrepair and near collapse. (BFSA, 2015a, p. 4.0-17) 
 
Based on the information provided in the Phase I and Phase II Cultural Resources Report, the Project 
site does not contain any historic sites or historical resources as defined in California Code of 
Regulations, Section 15063.5.  Accordingly, there would be no impact to historic resources as a result 
of the proposed Project. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
9. Archaeological Resources     
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a) Alter or destroy an archaeological site. 
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to 
California Code of Regulations, Section 15064.5? 

    

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

    

d) Restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the 
potential impact area? 

    

e) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a tribal cultural resource as defined in Public 
Resources Code 21074? 

    

 
Source:   Phase I and II Cultural Resources Report for the Lake Ranch Project, Brian F. Smith and 
Associates, Inc., February 10, 2015 (PDA 04857R3) 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a & b) A Phase I and II Cultural Resources Report was prepared for the proposed Project by Brian F. 
Smith & Associates, the results of which are contained in Appendix E1 to this IS/MND.  The Phase I 
and II Cultural Resources Report includes the results of the cultural resources survey and significance 
testing program conducted by BFSA for the proposed Project.  BFSA conducted the assessment to 
locate and record any cultural resources present within the Project area in compliance with CEQA, 
and following County of Riverside Cultural Resource Guidelines. 
 
During the survey, one previously unrecorded prehistoric bedrock milling site (RIV-11,737) was 
identified and two recorded prehistoric bedrock milling sites (RIV-4,442 and RIV-4,443) were 
relocated.  Significance testing was conducted at each of the three bedrock milling sites.  The 
subsurface excavations at all three prehistoric sites were negative, providing data that confirmed that 
these sites were temporary use sites for food gathering and processing (BFSA, 2015a, p. 1.0-1) 
 
Because Site RIV-11,737 did not contain any artifacts, it was evaluated as not significant under CEQA 
criteria due to a lack of both a subsurface deposit and the ability to provide any further research 
potential.  Because Site RIV-4,442 did not produce any artifacts or evidence of subsurface cultural 
deposits, it was evaluated as not significant under CEQA criteria due to a lack of both a subsurface 
deposit and the ability to provide any further research potential.  Because Site RIV-4,443 did not 
contain any artifacts, it also was evaluated as not significant under CEQA criteria due to a lack of both 
a subsurface deposit and the ability to provide any further research potential.  (BFSA, 2015a, p. 1.0-2) 
 
Although these sites were evaluated as not CEQA-significant, the potential still exists for buried 
cultural resources to be impacted during construction activities.  When land is cleared, disked, or 
otherwise disturbed, evidence of surface artifact scatters is typically lost, especially with regards to 
prehistoric sites.  The current status of the Project site appears to have affected the potential to 
discover any additional scatters of surface artifacts.  Additional cultural materials that may have been 
on-site could have been masked by clearing, orchard operations, disking, and the construction of the 
dirt roads.  Given the prior disturbance within the project that might mask archaeological deposits and 
the moderate frequency of cultural resources within the property, there is a potential that buried 
archaeological materials may be present.  This is evaluated as a potentially significant impact for 
which mitigation, in the form of preparation and implementation of a Cultural Resources Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program (CRMMRP), would be required.  To ensure that the CRMMRP is 
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implemented, Mitigation Measure M-CR-1 has been imposed on the Project.  (BFSA, 2015a, pp. 1.0-
3, 6.0-2, and 6.0-3) 
 
c) The Project site does not contain a cemetery and no known formal cemeteries are located 
within the immediate site vicinity.  Field surveys conducted on the Project site did not identify the 
presence of any human remains and no human remains are known to exist beneath the surface of the 
site.  Nevertheless, the remote potential exists that human remains may be unearthed during grading 
and excavation activities associated with Project construction.  In the event that human remains are 
discovered during Project grading or other ground disturbing activities, the Project would be required 
to comply with the applicable provisions of California Health and Safety Code §7050.5 as well as 
Public Resources Code §5097 et.  seq.  California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states that 
no further disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has made the necessary findings as to 
origin.  Pursuant to California Public Resources Code Section 5097.98(b), remains shall be left in 
place and free from disturbance until a final decision as to the treatment and disposition has been 
made by the Coroner.  If the Coroner determines the remains to be Native American, the California 
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) must be contacted and the NAHC must then 
immediately notify the “most likely descendant(s)” of receiving notification of the discovery.  The most 
likely descendant(s) shall then make recommendations within 48 hours, and engage in consultations 
concerning the treatment of the remains as provided in Public Resources Code Section 5097.98.  
Mandatory compliance with these requirements would ensure that potential impacts associated with 
the discovery of human remains would be less than significant and mitigation is not required. 
 
d) There are no religious or sacred uses occurring within the proposed Project site or off-site 
impact areas.  The Project area has largely been disturbed by agricultural activities since at least the 
1930s.  Accordingly, no impact to religious or sacred uses would occur. 
 
e) The provisions of Public Resources Code § 21074 were established pursuant to California 
Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) and the provisions of AB 52 apply to projects, such as the proposed Project, 
that have a notice of preparation (NOP) or notice of negative declaration or mitigated negative 
declaration filed on or after July 1, 2015.  Pursuant to AB 52 as well as the provision of Senate Bill 18 
(SB 18), Riverside County as Lead Agency is required to conducted consultation with any interested 
Tribes regarding the Project’s potential impacts to tribal cultural resources, including tribal cultural 
resources as defined in Public Resources Code § 21074.  The proposed Project complies with both 
Senate Bill 18 (SB 18) and Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) requirements for notification and consultation 
with Native American tribes.  A list of 10 tribes as provided by the Native American Heritage 
Commission were initially sent requests for consultation on March 24, 2014 pursuant to SB 18 
requirements.  Subsequently requests for notification were sent to 4 tribes on July 13, 2015 pursuant 
to AB 52 requirements for tribes requesting consultation requests for this geographic area.  Both the 
Pechanga Band of Luiseno Indians and Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians requested consultation with 
Riverside County.  In person meetings with Pechanga representatives were held on April 18, 2013 
and May 14, 2014 and in person meetings with Soboba representatives were held on January 27, 
2014, May 1, 2014, July 28, 2014.  The Project Cultural Resource Report and applicable mitigation 
and conditions of approval was provided to both tribes.  No response has been received from either 
tribe with comments or concerns on the report, mitigation measures, or conditions of approval.  A 
letter confirming conclusion of consultation was sent on February 18, 2016.  Thus, potential impacts 
associated with causing a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource 
as defined in Public Resources Code § 21074 would be less than significant. 
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Mitigation: 
 
M-CR-1 (Condition of Approval 60.PLANNING.023)  Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the 

Project Applicant shall prepare and submit to the County Archaeologist for review and 
approval a Cultural Resources Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
(CRMMRP).  The CRMMRP shall include, but not necessarily be limited to, the 
following actions: 

 
1)  Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the Project Applicant shall provide written 

verification that a certified archaeologist has been retained to implement the 
monitoring program.  This verification shall be presented in a letter from the 
Project archaeologist to the Riverside County Planning Department. 

 
2)  The Project Applicant shall enter into an agreement with the Pechanga Tribe to 

provide Native American monitoring during grading.  The Native American 
monitor shall work in concert with the archaeological monitor to observe ground 
disturbances and search for cultural materials. 

 
3)  The certified archaeologist shall attend the pre-grading meeting with the 

contractors to explain and coordinate the requirements of the monitoring 
program. 

 
4)  During the original cutting of previously undisturbed deposits, the 

archaeological monitor(s) and tribal representative shall be on-site, as 
determined by the consulting archaeologist, to perform periodic inspections of 
the excavations.  The frequency of inspections will depend on the rate of 
excavation, the materials excavated, and the presence and abundance of 
artifacts and features.  The consulting archaeologist shall have the authority to 
modify the monitoring program if the potential for cultural resources appears to 
be less than anticipated. 

 
5)  Isolates and clearly non-significant deposits will be minimally documented in the 

field so the monitored grading can proceed. 
 
6)  In the event that previously unidentified cultural resources are discovered, the 

archaeologist shall have the authority to divert or temporarily halt ground 
disturbance operation in the area of discovery to allow for the evaluation of 
potentially significant cultural resources.  The archaeologist shall contact the 
lead agency at the time of discovery.  The archaeologist, in consultation with 
the lead agency, shall determine the significance of the discovered resources.  
The lead agency must concur with the evaluation before construction activities 
will be allowed to resume in the affected area.  For significant cultural 
resources, a Research Design and Data Recovery Program to mitigate impacts 
shall be prepared by the consulting archaeologist and approved by the lead 
agency before being carried out using professional archaeological methods.  If 
any human bones are discovered, the county coroner and lead agency shall be 
contacted.  In the event that the remains are determined to be of Native 
American origin, the Most Likely Descendant (MLD), as identified by the NAHC, 
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shall be contacted in order to determine proper treatment and disposition of the 
remains. 

 
7)  Before construction activities are allowed to resume in the affected area, the 

artifacts shall be recovered and features recorded using professional 
archaeological methods.  The archaeological monitor(s) shall determine the 
amount of material to be recovered for an adequate artifact sample for analysis. 

 
8)  All cultural material collected during the grading monitoring program shall be 

processed and curated according to the current professional repository 
standards.  The collections and associated records shall be transferred, 
including title, to an appropriate curation facility, to be accompanied by payment 
of the fees necessary for permanent curation. 

 
9)  A report documenting the field and analysis results and interpreting the artifact 

and research data within the research context shall be completed and 
submitted to the satisfaction of the lead agency prior to the issuance of any 
building permits.  The report will include DPR Primary and Archaeological Site 
Forms. 

 
Monitoring:     
 
M-CR-1 Prior to issuance of any grading permits, the CRMMRP shall be reviewed and 

approved by the County Archaeologist.  During ground-disturbing activities, the 
provisions of the CRMMRP shall be implemented.  Prior to grading permit final 
inspection, the report documenting the field and analysis results shall be provided to 
the Riverside County Planning Department. 

 
10. Paleontological Resources 

a) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleonto-
logical resource, or site, or unique geologic feature? 

    

 
Source:   General Plan, Figure OS-8 (Paleontological Sensitivity); Riverside County GIS (Riverside 
County, 2013); Paleontological Resource Impact Assessment for the Lake Ranch Project site, Brian 
F. Smith and Associates, January 22, 2015; (PDP01465). 
 
Findings of Fact:   According to Riverside County General Plan Figure OS-8, the proposed Project site 
is determined to have a “Low” potential for uncovering paleontological resources (Riverside County, 
2003a)  In addition, and partly due to past disturbance associated with agricultural activities, there are 
no unique geologic features within the proposed Project site or off-site impact areas.  Nonetheless, 
there is a potential that during grading of the property, unique paleontological resources or sites could 
be uncovered.   
 
In order to address the site’s potential for containing paleontological resources, a paleontological 
resources assessment was conducted by Brian F. Smith and Associates, the results of which are 
contained in IS/MND Appendix E2.  As noted in the paleontological resources impact assessment, the 
Project site comprises surface exposures of Lower Cretaceous (~ 110 ± million year old) granitic rocks 
of the Cajalco pluton in the very northeast corner, gabbroic rocks of the Peninsular Ranges batholith 
across most of the northern half of the property, and associated metamorphic rocks and Quaternary 
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very old alluvial fan deposits across the southern portion of the property.  The mapped granitic and 
gabbroic exposures consist entirely of mixed and undifferentiated granodiorite and hornblende 
gabbro.  These rocks do not have any possibility of ever yielding fossils of any sort.  (BFSA, 2015b, 
pp. 1-2)  Thus, no impact to paleontological resources would occur with development of the northern 
one-half to two-thirds of the site.   
 
The southern one-third to one-half of the Project site is mapped as lower Pleistocene (~ 1 to ~ 2 
million year old) very old alluvial fan sediments that are capped by moderate to well-developed 
pedogenic soils with subsoil horizons as much as six to 10 feet thick.  The deep pedogenic soils 
developed on the proximal fanhead exposures of the relic alluvial fan sediments found there are also 
regarded as having a low paleontological resource potential and resource sensitivity by Riverside 
County GIS (Riverside County, 2015; BFSA, 2015b, p. 2).  Thin patches of unmapped Quaternary 
alluvium of late Holocene age may also be present, but are too limited to be mapped on-site and are 
too young to have any paleontological resource potential.  A pedestrian field survey of the entire 
property conducted by personnel of Brian F. Smith and Associates, Inc. on March 4, 2014 did not 
reveal any materials that could be considered fossiliferous.   
 
According to BFSA, a museum collections and records search would not yield any paleontological 
resource information contrary to the information presented above.  BFSA concludes that a 
paleontological mitigation and monitoring program is not required for any portion of the Project site 
prior to development because impacts to paleontological resources would not occur.  (BFSA, 2015b, 
p. 2)  Accordingly, no impacts to paleontological resources would occur as a result of the Project, and 
no mitigation would be required. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required.   
 
GEOLOGY AND SOILS  Would the project 
11. Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone or County 

Fault Hazard Zones 
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial 

adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death? 

    

b) Be subject to rupture of a known earthquake fault, 
as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area 
or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? 

    

 
Source:   General Plan, Figure S-2 (Earthquake Fault Study Zones); GIS database (Riverside County, 
2013); Geotechnical EIR-Level Assessment, Tentative Tract 36730, Lake Ranch Project, Petra 
Geotechnical, Inc., October 27, 2014; Tentative Map Review, Tentative Tract 36730, Lake Ranch Project, 
Petra Geotechnical, Inc., September 18, 2015. 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a & b) As is the case with most locations in Southern California, the subject site is located in a region 
that is characterized by moderate to high seismic activity.  The Project site and vicinity have 
experienced strong ground shaking due to earthquakes on a number of occasions in historic time.  
The Project site is not located within an "Alquist-Priolo" Special Studies Zone, nor is the site identified 
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within a County fault hazard zone.  The nearest active fault zone to the Project site that is identified as 
an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone is the Elsinore fault, located approximately 7.5 miles 
southwest of the Project site.  The last major rupture along the Elsinore fault was a magnitude 6 event 
in 1910.  No surface rupture was associated with this event.  The last surface rupture event likely 
occurred in the 18th century.  (Petra, 2014, pp. 6-9; Riverside County, 2003a, Figure S-2; Petra, 2015, 
pp. 4-5)  Additionally, Petra Geotechnical indicates that the nearest fault that would generate the most 
severe site ground motions is the Oak Ridge fault (Onshore segment), located approximately 3.9 
miles from the site; however, the Oak Ridge fault is not mapped as an Alquist-Priolo Special Studies 
Zone. 
 
Ground shaking hazards caused by earthquakes along nearby fault zones and other active regional 
faults do exist.  However, Section 1613 of the 2013 California Building Code (CBC) identifies design 
features required to be implemented to resist the effects of seismic ground motions.  With mandatory 
compliance to the 2013 California Building Code requirements, or applicable building code at the time 
of Project construction, future Project residents and structures would not be exposed to substantial 
adverse ground-shaking effects associated with Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones or County 
Fault Hazard Zones.  Accordingly, impacts would be less than significant.  (Petra, 2014, pp. 14-15; 
Petra, 2015, pp. 16-17) 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
12. Liquefaction Potential Zone  

a) Be subject to seismic-related ground failure, 
including liquefaction? 

    

 
Source:   General Plan, Figure S-3 (Generalized Liquefaction); Riverside County GIS (Riverside 
County, 2013); Geotechnical EIR-Level Assessment, Tentative Tract 36730, Lake Ranch Project, Petra 
Geotechnical, Inc., October 27, 2014; Tentative Map Review, Tentative Tract 36730, Lake Ranch Project, 
Petra Geotechnical, Inc., September 18, 2015. 
 
Findings of Fact:   Seismic agitation of relatively loose saturated sands, silty sands, and some silts 
can result in a buildup of pore pressure.  If the pore pressure exceeds the overburden stresses, a 
temporary quick condition known as liquefaction can occur.  Liquefaction effects can manifest in 
several ways including: 1) loss of bearing; 2) lateral spread; 3) dynamic settlement; and 4) flow failure.  
Lateral spreading has typically been the most damaging mode of failure.  In general, the more recent 
that sediment has been deposited, the more likely it will be susceptible to liquefaction.  Other factors 
that must be considered are: groundwater, confining stresses, relative density, and the intensity and 
duration of seismically-induced ground shaking.  
 
Riverside County GIS shows that only the southern portions of the Project site have a “low” 
liquefaction potential, with no potential for liquefaction identified in the northern portions of the site.  
(Riverside County, 2015).  Based on a review of the site conducted by Petra Geotechnical, the 
southern portions of the site are identified as having a low potential for liquefaction, requiring no 
special design requirements beyond mandatory compliance with the 2013 CBC. (Petra, 2015, pp. F-1 
and F-2)   
 
Accordingly, and based on information available from Riverside County GIS and a site-specific  

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 7-4 Attachment 2, Page 133 of 254

309



 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 

 Page 66 of 161 EA #42710 

analysis conducted by the Project geologist (Petra Geotechnical), the proposed Project would not be 
subject to seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction, and impacts would be less than 
significant. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
   
13. Ground-shaking Zone 

Be subject to strong seismic ground shaking? 
    

 
Source:   General Plan, Figure S-4 (Earthquake-Induced Slope Instability Map); General Plan Figures 
S-12 through S-21 (showing General Ground Shaking Risk); Geotechnical EIR-Level Assessment, 
Tentative Tract 36730, Lake Ranch Project, Petra Geotechnical, Inc., October 27, 2014; Tentative Map 
Review, Tentative Tract 36730, Lake Ranch Project, Petra Geotechnical, Inc., September 18, 2015. 
 
Findings of Fact:   According to information contained in the Project-specific geotechnical evaluations 
(IS/MND Appendices F1 and F2), the closest known fault considered capable of causing strong 
ground motion at the subject site is the Elsinore fault.  Located approximately 7.5 miles southwest of 
the Project site, the Elsinore fault is a series of right-lateral strike slip faults which trend to the 
northwest from the Salton Sea to the Santa Ana river basin.  Published investigations reveal that this 
fault offsets Holocene stratigraphy.  For this reason, this fault is considered active and is included 
within the boundaries of an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault zone.  The last major rupture was a 
magnitude 6.0 event in 1910.  No surface rupture was associated with this event.  The last surface 
rupture event likely occurred in the 18th century.  Two additional faults, Whittier and San Jacinto, are 
considered to be significant seismogenic sources are located in relatively close proximity to the 
subject site.  (Petra, 2014, pp. 7-9; Petra, 2015, pp. 4-5) 
 
As discussed above under the analysis of Threshold 11.a), ground shaking hazards caused by 
earthquakes along the Elsinore, Whittier, and San Jacinto Fault Zones and other active regional faults 
do exist.  However, Section 1613 of the 2013 California Building Code (CBC) identifies design 
features required to be implemented to resist the effects of seismic ground motions.  With mandatory 
compliance to the 2013 California Building Code requirements, or the applicable building code at the 
time of Project construction, impacts due to strong seismic ground shaking would be less than 
significant, and no mitigation would be required.  (Petra, 2014, p. 14; Petra, 2015, pp. 16-17) 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
   
14. Landslide Risk 

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

    

 
Source:   General Plan, Figure S-4 (Earthquake-Induced Slope Instability Map); Geotechnical EIR-
Level Assessment, Tentative Tract 36730, Lake Ranch Project, Petra Geotechnical, Inc., October 27, 
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2014; Tentative Map Review, Tentative Tract 36730, Lake Ranch Project, Petra Geotechnical, Inc., 
September 18, 2015. 
 
Findings of Fact:    
The Project site does not lie within a designated seismically-induced landslide hazard zone.  
Proposed slopes are planned at 2:1 slope ratios to heights of 25 to 45 feet.  Provided that remedial 
and design grading within the site are performed in accordance with local grading ordinances, current 
standards of practice in the area, and mandatory compliance with the site-specific recommendations 
to be provided by the Project’s geotechnical evaluations (IS/MND Appendices F1 and F2), the 
potential for gross or surficial slope instability will be reduced to a less than significant level.  (Petra, 
2014, pp. 17-18; Petra, 2015, pp. 8-10) 
 
Secondary effects of seismic activity that are typically considered as possible hazards to a particular 
site include several types of ground failure as well as induced flooding.  The general types of ground 
failure that can occur as a consequence of severe ground shaking include landsliding, ground 
subsidence, ground lurching, shallow ground rupture, lateral spreading, liquefaction, and soil strength 
loss.  The probability of occurrence of each type of ground failure depends on the severity of the 
earthquake, distance from the causative fault, topography, soil, and groundwater conditions, in 
addition to other factors.  (Petra, 2014, p. 17) Given that the site does not contain significant 
thicknesses of loose compressible soils and that the Project’s geotechnical reports recommend that 
these soils be removed and replaced with engineered fill, lateral spreading, and soil strength loss 
(collapse) are not considered potential hazards. (Petra, 2015, p. 5) 
 
Additionally, and as indicated under Threshold 12, the Project is not subject to significant hazards 
associated with liquefaction. 
 
Accordingly, and assuming mandatory compliance with the recommendations of the Project’s 
geotechnical evaluation (IS/MND Appendices F1 and F2) and the 2013 CBC requirements, impacts 
due to geologic units or soils that are unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of the 
project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, collapse, or rockfall 
hazards, would be less than significant. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
15. Ground Subsidence 

a) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, 
or that would become unstable as a result of the project, 
and potentially result in ground subsidence? 

    

 
Source:   General Plan, Figure S-7 (Documented Subsidence Areas); Geotechnical EIR-Level 
Assessment, Tentative Tract 36730, Lake Ranch Project, Petra Geotechnical, Inc., October 27, 2014; 
Tentative Map Review, Tentative Tract 36730, Lake Ranch Project, Petra Geotechnical, Inc., September 
18, 2015. 
 
Findings of Fact:   Riverside County General Plan Figure S-7 indicates that the proposed Project site 
is not susceptible to ground subsidence and that no documented subsidence has occurred on the 
Project site.  There are no components of the Project or the Project site’s geotechnical characteristics 
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that could lead to unstable geologic conditions that could result in ground subsidence.  As such, 
impacts due to ground subsidence would be less than significant requiring no mitigation.  (Riverside 
County, 2003a; Petra, 2015, p. 5) 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
16. Other Geologic Hazards 

a) Be subject to geologic hazards, such as seiche, 
mudflow, or volcanic hazard? 

    

 
Source:   On-site Inspection; Project Application Materials; General Plan, Figure S-10 (Dam Failure 
Inundation Zones).  Petra Geotechnical Inc, Geotechnical EIR-Level Assessment Tentative Tract 36730 
Lake Ranch Project, October 27, 2014; Tentative Map Review, Tentative Tract 36730, Lake Ranch Project, 
Petra Geotechnical, Inc., September 18, 2015. 
 
Findings of Fact:   There are no active or dormant volcanoes within Riverside County; thus, no 
impacts resulting from volcano-related hazards would occur.  Although the Project site contains a 
steep hillside in the northwestern corner of the site, a site-specific geotechnical evaluation conducted 
by Petra Geotechnical (IS/MND Appendix F1) concluded that the hillform consists of exposed 
bedrock; as such, this hillform has no potential to expose future structures or residences to hazards 
associated with mudflow (Petra, 2014, p. 6).  There are no other hillforms abutting the Project site with 
the potential to result in mudflow that could pose a threat to future residents or structures. 
 
According to Riverside County General Plan Figure S-10, the Project site would be subject to water 
inundation in the event that there is a structural failure of the Lake Mathews Dam, including dam 
failures that could occur from seismically-induced seiches.  The Lake Mathews Dam and spillway are 
located approximately 0.20 kilometers south of the southern boundary of the Project site.  If a 
seismically-induced seiche were to occur within Lake Mathews when the dam basin is filled to 
capacity, water could breach and/or physically damage the dam and cause flooding through a majority 
of the southern portions of the project.  In recognition of this possibility, the Lake Mathews/Woodcrest 
Area Plan includes three policies intended to attenuate the risk of dam failure to persons or property.  
Specifically, Policy LMWAP 14.2 requires adherence to the flood proofing, flood protection 
requirements, and flood management review requirements of Riverside County Ordinance No. 458, 
which regulates flood hazards.  Additionally, Policy LMWAP 14.3 requires proposed development 
projects (such as the proposed Project) to undergo review by the Riverside County Flood Control and 
Water Conservation District.  Moreover, County Ordinance No. 457 establishes building standards 
and codes that apply to development that is subject to inundation.  Compliance with the above-
reference regulations and policies would ensure that any potential dam inundation hazards associated 
with future development would be less than significant.  Nonetheless, the potential for inundation due 
to seismically-induced seiches at the Lake Mathews Dam represents a significant impact for which 
mitigation would be required.  With implementation of the required mitigation, which requires review of 
implementing building permits to ensure flood hazards are attenuated and education of future 
homeowners, impacts due to seismically-induced seiches that may pose a threat to future residents 
and/or structures would be reduced to a level below significance.  M-GEO-1 requires the homeowner 
be informed about their home being located within a dam inundation area through several disclosure 
mechanisms.  M-GEO-1 would ensure that all future residents on the Project site are aware of their 
home being located in a dam inundation hazard area, the risks associated with the home being 
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located in an inundation zone, and the public service resources in place to help address dam 
inundation effects in the event the Lake Mathews Dam fails.  Therefore, with mandatory compliance to 
LMWAP policies, and mitigation measure M-GEO-1, the Project’s impacts due to seismically-induced 
seiche hazards would be less than significant. 
 
Mitigation:    
 
M-GEO-1 (Condition of Approval 80.Planning.022)  Prior to building permit final inspection, 

evidence shall be provided to the Riverside County Building and Safety Department 
that all home deeds include a disclosure about the Project site’s location within a dam 
inundation hazard area.  Additionally, as part of future home sale documentation, the 
Project Applicant shall provide each new homeowner a copy of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency’s informational brochure, entitled “Living with Dams: Know Your 
Risks (FEMA P-956).”  Additionally, each new homeowner shall be provided with 
informational materials from the Riverside County Fire Department’s Community 
Emergency Response Team (CERT), including information about CERT’s role in 
helping communities address potential impacts due to natural and man-made hazards, 
and information relating to how future residents can become involved and undergo 
CERT training to assist the future residents of the community in the event of failure of 
the Lake Mathews Dam. 

 
Monitoring:    
 
M-GEO-1 Prior to building permit final inspection, the Project Applicant shall provide evidence to 

Riverside County demonstrating that the disclosure has been provided on all deeds, 
and that the sales documentation includes the FEMA and CERT informational 
materials. 

 
17. Slopes 

a) Change topography or ground surface relief 
features? 

    

b) Create cut or fill slopes greater than 2:1 or higher 
than 10 feet? 

    

c) Result in grading that affects or negates subsurface 
sewage disposal systems?  

    

 
Source:   Project Application Materials; Petra Geotechnical Inc, Geotechnical EIR-Level Assessment 
Tentative Tract 36730 Lake Ranch Project, October 27, 2014; Tentative Map Review, Tentative Tract 
36730, Lake Ranch Project, Petra Geotechnical, Inc., September 18, 2015. 
Findings of Fact:   
 
a) Under existing conditions, elevations on-site generally decrease from northwest to southeast.  
Implementation of the proposed Project would require grading activities involving the lowering of the 
northwestern portions of the site and the raising of the southern, southeastern, and eastern portions of 
the site as necessary to accommodate residential development.  As part of the Project’s grading plan, 
the hillside in the northwestern portion of the site would be graded at a maximum 2:1 gradient to 
increase areas suitable for residential development while providing fill material to facilitate the 
construction of residential pads in other portions of the site.  Although the Project would result in a 
change to the site’s existing topography, there would be no adverse effects to the environment 
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resulting from site grading beyond what is already evaluated and disclosed throughout this IS/MND. 
Accordingly, impacts due to changes to the site’s topography and ground surface relief features are a 
less-than-significant impact. 
 
b) As shown on TTM 36730, all slopes proposed as part of the Project would be constructed at a 
maximum slope angle of 2:1.  The only slopes that would be constructed at a height exceeding ten 
feet occurs in the northwestern portion of the site and between the residential development and the 
MSHCP Riparian/Riverine Area in Lot ‘A.’  Along the slope in the northwestern portion of the site, 
grading would lower the elevation of the southeastern face of the hillside.  The Project’s geologist 
(Petra Geotechnical) evaluated these slopes and determined that the slopes are expected to be 
grossly stable as designed (Petra, 2014, pp. 17-18; Petra, 2015, pp. 9-10).  The slope proposed 
northerly of Lot ‘A’ would be constructed at a gradient of 2:1 and would measure up to approximately 
17 feet in height.  This slope would be constructed with hardened slope protection (of a type to be 
determined with future implementing grading permits) along the first two feet of the base of the slope, 
which would assure that this slope is grossly stable.  Accordingly, although the Project would result in 
the creation of slopes exceeding 10 feet in height, based on the analysis conducted by the Petra 
Geotechnical, such slopes would not result in any adverse impacts to the environment.  Accordingly, 
impacts associated with the creation of cut or fill slopes greater than 2:1 or higher than 10 feet in 
height would be less than significant. 
 
c) There are no subsurface sewage disposal systems within the areas that would be permitted 
for physical disturbance as part of the proposed Project.  Therefore, no impact would occur. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
18. Soils 

a) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 
topsoil? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
b) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Section 

1802.3.2 of the California Building Code (2007), creating 
substantial risks to life or property? 

    

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

    

 
Source:   Project Application Materials; Riverside County Municipal Code Chapter 15.12; Hydrology 
Report, MDS Consulting, July 31, 2015; Project Specific Water Quality Management Plan, MDS 
Consulting, August 3, 2015; Tentative Map Review, Tentative Tract 36730, Lake Ranch Project, Petra 
Geotechnical, Inc., September 18, 2015. 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) Proposed grading activities associated with the Project would temporarily expose underlying 
soils to water and air, which would increase erosion susceptibility while the soils are exposed.  
Exposed soils would be subject to erosion during rainfall events or high winds due to the removal of 
stabilizing vegetation and exposure of these erodible materials to wind and water.  Erosion by water 
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would be greatest during the first rainy season after grading and before the Project’s structure 
foundations are established and paving and landscaping occur.  Erosion by wind would be highest 
during periods of high wind speeds when soils are exposed.   
 
Pursuant to the requirements of the State Water Resources Control Board, the Project Applicant is 
required to obtain a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit for construction 
activities.  The NPDES permit is required for all projects that include construction activities, such as 
clearing, grading, and/or excavation that disturb at least one acre of total land area.  Additionally, 
during grading and other construction activities involving soil exposure or the transport of earth 
materials, Chapter 15.12 (Uniform Building Code) of the Riverside County Municipal Code, which 
establishes, in part, requirements for the control of dust and erosion during construction, would apply 
to the Project.  As part of the requirements of Chapter 15.12, the Project Applicant would be required 
to prepare an erosion control plan that would address construction fencing, sand bags, and other 
erosion-control features that would be implemented during the construction phase to reduce the site’s 
potential for soil erosion or the loss of topsoil.  Requirements for the reduction of particulate matter in 
the air also would apply, pursuant to SCAQMD Rule 403.  Mandatory compliance with the Project’s 
NPDES permit and these regulatory requirements would ensure that water and wind erosion impacts 
would be less than significant.  Mitigation is not required. 
 
Following construction, wind and water erosion on the Project site would be minimized, as the areas 
disturbed during construction would be landscaped or covered with impervious surfaces.  Only 
nominal areas of exposed soil, if any, would occur in the site’s landscaped areas.  The only potential 
for erosion effects to occur during Project operation would be indirect effects from storm water 
discharged from the property.  As detailed in the Hydrology Report prepared for the proposed Project, 
the proposed detention basin to be located southeast of the Project site (south of El Sobrante Road) 
would provide the necessary runoff detention in order to mitigate for urban flows generated by the 
proposed development.  Based on the analysis presented in the Project’s Hydrology Report (IS/MND 
Appendix I1), post development runoff from the site would decrease during the 100 year (Q100) storm 
events (i.e., from 535.7 CFS under pre-development conditions to 421.1 CFS under post-development 
conditions).  Accordingly, total runoff from the site would not substantially increase with Project 
implementation, thereby demonstrating that the Project would not substantially increase erosion 
hazards as compared to the existing condition.  Since the drainage associated with the Project would 
be fully controlled via the on-site drainage plan and/or would be similar to existing conditions, soil 
erosion and the loss of topsoil would not increase substantially as compared to existing conditions.   
 
In addition, the Project Applicant is required to prepare and submit to the County for approval of a 
Project-specific Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and Water Quality Management 
Plan (WQMP).  The SWPPP and WQMP must identify and implement an effective combination of 
erosion control and sediment control measures (i.e., Best Management Practices, or BMPs) to reduce 
or eliminate discharge to surface water from storm water and non-storm water discharges.  
Adherence to the requirements noted in the Project’s required WQMP (refer to IS/MND Appendix I2) 
and site-specific SWPPP would further ensure that potential erosion and sedimentation effects would 
be less than significant. 
 
b) Expansive soils are soils that experience volumetric changes in response increases or 
decreases in moisture content.  Relatively thin, rigid structural elements such as building floor slabs 
and exterior concrete flatwork may experience uplift, shifting, or cracking as a result of swelling or 
contraction of expansive soils.  In recognition of these issues, Section 1808 of the California Building 
Code contains provisions for design of building foundations and floor slabs to mitigate the potential 
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detrimental effects of expansive soils. Based on the analysis included in the Project’s geotechnical 
reports, (IS/MND Appendices F1 and F2) most onsite soil and bedrock material will typically possess 
“very low” to “medium” expansion potential (Petra, 2015, p. 19).  Furthermore, based on the 
preliminary grading plan, imported soil material may be required to establish the planned finished 
grade elevations.  Depending on the source of the imported soil, it is possible that expansive soils 
may be incorporated into onsite fills and ultimately be exposed at finished grades within proposed 
building pad areas.  This is evaluated as a potentially significant impact for which mitigation would be 
required. 
 
c) No septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems are proposed to be constructed or 
expanded as part of the Project.  Accordingly, no impact would occur. 
 
Mitigation:    
 
M-GEO-2 (Condition of Approval 60.Planning.003) In the event that imported soil material is 

required to establish the design finished grades within the site, adequate control shall 
be provided prior to and during import operations to ensure that the imported soil 
material is compatible with onsite soils in terms of expansion potential.  If, after 
completion of grading, it is determined that near-surface soils within building pad areas 
exhibit an elevated expansion potential, then grading plans shall demonstrate that the 
proper design of building foundations, floor slabs and exterior improvements are 
designed to alleviate the potential uplift forces that can develop in expansive soils.. 

 
Monitoring:    
 
M-GEO-2 A qualified geotechnical consultant shall be responsible for monitoring imported soils 

materials for their expansive potential.  If soils are determined to contain expansive 
properties, then the Project’s geologist shall ensure appropriate measures are 
incorporated to protect building foundations, floor slabs, and other exterior 
improvements. 

 
19. Erosion 

a) Change deposition, siltation, or erosion that may 
modify the channel of a river or stream or the bed of a lake?

    

b) Result in any increase in water erosion either on or 
off site? 

    

 
Source:   Project Application Materials; On-site Inspection; Hydrology Report, MDS Consulting, July 31, 
2015; Project Specific Water Quality Management Plan, MDS Consulting, August 3, 2015 
 
Findings of Fact:   
 
a & b) As indicated under the discussion and analysis of Threshold 18.a), above, proposed grading 
activities associated with the Project would temporarily expose underlying soils to water and air, which 
would increase erosion susceptibility while the soils are exposed.  Exposed soils would be subject to 
erosion during rainfall events or high winds due to the removal of stabilizing vegetation and exposure 
of these erodible materials to wind and water.  Erosion by water would be greatest during the first 
rainy season after grading and before the Project’s structure foundations are established and paving 
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and landscaping occur.  Erosion by wind would be highest during periods of high wind speeds when 
soils are exposed.   
 
Pursuant to the requirements of the State Water Resources Control Board, the Project Applicant is 
required to obtain a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit for construction 
activities.  The NPDES permit is required for all projects that include construction activities, such as 
clearing, grading, and/or excavation that disturb at least one acre of total land area.  Additionally, 
during grading and other construction activities involving soil exposure or the transport of earth 
materials, Chapter 15.12 (Uniform Building Code) of the Riverside County Municipal Code, which 
establishes, in part, requirements for the control of dust and erosion during construction, would apply 
to the Project.  As part of the requirements of Chapter 15.12, the Project Applicant would be required 
to prepare an erosion control plan that would address construction fencing, sand bags, and other 
erosion-control features that would be implemented during the construction phase to reduce the site’s 
potential for soil erosion or the loss of topsoil.  Requirements for the reduction of particulate matter in 
the air also would apply, pursuant to SCAQMD Rule 403.  Mandatory compliance with the Project’s 
NPDES permit and these regulatory requirements would ensure that erosion impacts during 
construction activities would be less than significant.  Mitigation is not required. 
 
Following construction, erosion on the Project site would be minimized, as the areas disturbed during 
construction would be landscaped or covered with impervious surfaces.  Only nominal areas of 
exposed soil, if any, would occur in the site’s landscaped areas.  The only potential for erosion effects 
to occur during Project operation would be indirect effects from storm water discharged from the 
property As detailed in the Hydrology Report prepared for the proposed Project (IS/MND Appendix 
I1), the proposed detention basin to be located southeast of El Sobrante Road would provide the 
necessary runoff detention in order to mitigate for urban flows generated by the proposed 
development.  Based on the analysis presented in the Project’s Hydrology Report, post development 
runoff from the site would decrease during the 100 year (Q100) storm events (i.e., from 535.7 CFS 
under pre-development conditions to 421.1 CFS under post-development conditions).  Accordingly, 
total runoff from the site would not substantially increase with Project implementation, thereby 
demonstrating that the Project would not substantially increase erosion hazards as compared to the 
existing condition.  Since the drainage associated with the Project would be fully controlled via the on-
site drainage plan and/or would be similar to existing conditions, the rate and amount of erosion would 
not increase substantially as compared to existing conditions; thus, impacts due to water erosion 
would be less than significant under long-term conditions.  Furthermore, because the Project would 
not substantially alter the drainage patterns of the site as compared to the existing condition, there 
would be no impact due to changes in the deposition, siltation, or erosion that may modify the channel 
of a river or stream or the bed of a lake, and no impact would occur.   
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required beyond mandatory compliance with the BMPs specified in the 
site-specific WQMP, which would be enforced as part of the Project’s conditions of approval. 
 
Monitoring:   Annual inspections will verify compliance with the Project’s conditions of approval. 
 
20. Wind Erosion and Blowsand from project either 

on or off site. 
a) Be impacted by or result in an increase in wind 

erosion and blowsand, either on or off site? 

    

 
Source:   General Plan, Figure S-8 (Wind Erosion Susceptibility Map); Ord. 460, Sec. 14.2; Ord. 484 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 7-4 Attachment 2, Page 141 of 254

317



 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 

 Page 74 of 161 EA #42710 

Findings of Fact:    
 
Proposed grading activities would expose underlying soils at the Project site, which would increase 
erosion susceptibility during grading and construction activities.  Exposed soils would be subject to 
erosion due to the removal of stabilizing vegetation and exposure of these erodible materials to wind.  
Erosion by wind would be highest during periods of high wind speeds. 
 
The Project site is considered to have a “moderate” susceptibility to wind erosion (Riverside County, 
2003a, Figure S-8).  During grading and other construction activities involving soil exposure or the 
transport of earth materials, significant short-term impacts associated with wind erosion would be 
precluded with mandatory compliance to the Project’s SWPPP and WQMP (described above) and 
Riverside County Ordinance No. 484.2, which establishes requirements for the control of blowing 
sand.  In addition, the Project would be required to comply with South Coast Air Quality Management 
District (SCAQMD) Rule 403, which addresses the reduction of airborne particulate matter with 
mandatory compliance to these regulatory requirements.  Wind erosion impacts would be less than 
significant during construction and mitigation is not required.   
 
Following construction, wind erosion on the Project site would be negligible, as the disturbed areas 
would be landscaped or covered with impervious surfaces.  Therefore, implementation of the 
proposed Project would not significantly increase the risk of long-term wind erosion on- or off-site, and 
impacts would be less than significant.   
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required beyond mandatory compliance with the BMPs specified in the 
site-specific WQMP, which would be enforced as part of the Project’s conditions of approval. 
 
Monitoring:   Construction contractors shall ensure compliance with the BMPs specified in the site-
specific WQMP.  The Riverside County Building and Safety Department shall verify that the various 
BMPs have been adhered to during both construction and prior to final grading inspection. 
 
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS   Would the project 
21. Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

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

    

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

    

Source:   Lake Ranch (TTM No. 36730) Greenhouse Gas Analysis, Urban Crossroads, Inc., April 13, 
2015;  
 
Findings of Fact:   Background 

Global Climate Change (GCC) refers to the change in average meteorological conditions on the Earth 
with respect to temperature, wind patterns, precipitation, and storms.  Global temperatures are 
regulated by naturally occurring atmospheric gases such as water vapor, CO2 (Carbon Dioxide), NO2 
(Nitrous Oxide), CH4 (Methane), hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons and sulfur hexafluoride.  These 
particular gases are important due to their residence time (duration they stay) in the atmosphere, 
which ranges from 10 years to more than 100 years.  These gases allow solar radiation into the 
Earth’s atmosphere, but prevent radioactive heat from escaping, thus warming the Earth’s 
atmosphere.  GCC can occur naturally as it has in the past with the previous ice ages.  According to 
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the California Air Resources Board (CARB), the climate change since the industrial revolution differs 
from previous climate changes in both rate and magnitude.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015b, p. 10). 
 
Gases that trap heat in the atmosphere are often referred to as GHG’s.  GHG’s are released into the 
atmosphere by both natural and anthropogenic (human) activity.  Without the natural greenhouse gas 
effect, the Earth’s average temperature would be approximately 61° Fahrenheit cooler than it is 
currently.  The cumulative accumulation of these gases in the Earth’s atmosphere is considered to be 
the cause for the observed increase in the Earth’s temperature.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015b, pp. 10-
11). 
 
Although California’s rate of growth of GHG emissions is slowing, the state is still a substantial 
contributor to the U.S. emissions inventory total.  In 2004, California is estimated to have produced 
492 million gross metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2e) GHG emissions.  Despite a 
population increase of 16 percent between 1990 and 2004, California has substantially slowed the 
rate of growth of GHG emissions due to the implementation of energy efficiency programs as well as 
adoption of strict emission controls (Urban Crossroads, 2015b, p. 11). 
 
An individual project like the proposed Project cannot generate enough GHG emissions to effect a 
discernible change in global climate.  However, the proposed Project may participate in the potential 
for GCC by its incremental contribution of GHG combined with the world-wide increase of all other 
sources of GHG, which when taken together constitute potential influences on GCC (Urban 
Crossroads, 2015b, p. 9). 
 
Methodology 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.4 (b) (1) states that a lead agency may use a model or methodology 
to quantify GHG emissions associated with a project.  On October 2, 2013, the SCAQMD in 
conjunction with the California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) released the latest 
version of the California Emissions Estimator Model ™ (CALEEMOD™) v2013.2.2.  The purpose of 
this model is to more accurately calculate construction-source and operational-source criteria 
pollutants (NOX, VOC, PM10, PM2.5, SOX, and CO) and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from direct 
and indirect sources; and quantify applicable air quality and GHG reductions achieved from mitigation 
measures.  As such, the latest version of CALEEMOD™ was used for this Project to determine 
construction and operational air quality impacts.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015b, pp. 33-34). 
 
Thresholds for Determining Significance 

In order to assess the significance of a proposed project's environmental impacts it is necessary to  
identify quantitative or qualitative thresholds which, if exceeded, would constitute a finding of 
significance.  While Project-related GHG emissions can be estimated, the direct impacts of such 
emissions on climate change and global warming cannot be determined on the basis of available 
science.  There is no evidence at this time that would indicate that the emissions from a project the 
size of the proposed Project would directly affect global climate change.  The CEQA Guideline 
amendments do not identify a threshold of significance for greenhouse gas emissions, nor do they 
prescribe assessment methodologies or specific mitigation measures.  Instead, they call for a “good 
faith effort, based on available information, to describe, calculate, or estimate the amount of 
greenhouse gas emissions resulting from a project.”  The amendments encourage lead agencies to 
consider many factors in performing a CEQA analysis and preserve lead agencies’ discretion to make 
their own determinations based upon substantial evidence.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015b, pp. 27-28). 
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The CEQA Guidelines indicate that a project would potentially result in a significant impact on climate 
change if a project were to: a) generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that 
may have a significant impact on the environment, or b) conflict with an applicable plan, policy or 
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases.  (Urban 
Crossroads, 2015b, p. 27). 
 
A 30% reduction from BAU conditions is utilized as the significance threshold for GHG impacts, based 
on the Riverside County Planning Department’s Standard Operating Procedure.  The “Standard 
Operating Procedure” released in May 2010 by the County of Riverside Planning Department states 
that, “until such time as a binding regulatory guidance or a more specific threshold is adopted by a 
regulatory agency, a demonstration by the project applicant that the project has reduced GHG 
emission by 30% or more below a business-as-usual standard shall suffice for demonstrating the 
project has a less than significant impact.”  The SOP later states that “for purposes of this Standard 
Operating Procedure, “business-as-usual” shall mean those emissions that would occur in 2020 if the 
average baseline emissions during the 2002-2004 period were grown to 2020 levels without control” 
(Urban Crossroads, 2015b, p. 31)  Based on discussion within the Riverside County Planning 
Department’s Standard Operating Procedure, the analysis approach applied herein is appropriate and 
applicable in answering the two CEQA questions related to GHG emissions for the proposed Project 
(Urban Crossroads, 2015b, p. 33). 
 
Project-Related Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

In order to assess the Project’s potential to result in significant impacts due to GHG emissions, a 
Project-specific greenhouse gas analysis was conducted for the Project.  A copy of the greenhouse 
gas analysis is provided as Appendix G to this IS/MND.  Provided below is a summary of the findings 
from the Project’s GHG analysis. 
 
Project-Related Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
On October 2, 2013, the SCAQMD in conjunction with the California Air Pollution Control Officers 
Association (CAPCOA) released the latest version of the California Emissions Estimator Model™ 
(CalEEMod™) v2013.2.2.  The purpose of this model is to more accurately calculate construction-
source and operational-source criteria pollutant (NOX, VOC, PM10, PM2.5, SOX, and CO) and 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from direct and indirect sources; and quantify applicable air quality 
and GHG reductions achieved from mitigation measures.  Accordingly, the latest version of 
CalEEMod™ has been used for this Project to determine construction and operational air quality 
impacts.  Output from the model runs for both construction and operational activity are provided in 
Appendix 3.1 of the Project’s Greenhouse Gas Analysis (IS/MND Appendix G).  (Urban Crossroads, 
2015b, pp. 33-34) 
 
Construction Emissions  
Construction activities associated with the proposed Project will result in emissions of CO2 and CH4 
from construction activities.  The types of construction equipment and material use would be very 
similar for buildout of the currently adopted zoning and the proposed Project.  As such, GHG 
emissions related to construction activity identified in the report, Lake Ranch (TTM No. 36730) Air 
Quality Impact Analysis Report, prepared by Urban Crossroads, Inc., would represent construction 
activity for both the business as usual (BAU) and Project scenarios.  For the construction phase 
Project emissions, GHGs are quantified and amortized over the life of the Project.  To amortize the 
emissions over the life of the Project, the SCAQMD recommends calculating the total greenhouse gas 
emissions for the construction activities, dividing it by the a 30 year project life then adding that 
number to the annual operational phase GHG emissions.  As such, construction emissions were 
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amortized over a 30 year period and added to the annual operational phase GHG emissions (Urban 
Crossroads, 2015b, p. 34). 
 
Operational Emissions 
Operational activities associated with the proposed Project would result in emissions of CO2, CH4, and 
N2O from the following primary sources (Urban Crossroads, 2015b, p. 34): 

 Area Source Emissions 
 Energy Source Emissions 
 Mobile Source Emissions 
 Solid Waste 
 Water Supply, Treatment and Distribution 

 
Please refer to Section 3.5 of the Project’s greenhouse gas analysis (IS/MND Appendix G) for a 
detailed description of the various sources of GHGs associated with the above operational 
characteristics.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015b, pp. 35-36) 
 
Emissions Summary 
The total amount of Project-related GHG emissions for BAU scenario would total 6,501.69 MTCO2e, 
as shown on Table EA-18, Total Annual Project Greenhouse Gas Emissions (BAU Year 2005).  The 
total amount of Project-related GHG emissions for the year 2020, which accounts for compliance with 
regulations adopted to reduce GHGs as well as project design features that would be imposed by 
Mitigation Measures M-GG-1 and M-GG-2, would total 4,519.46 MTCO2e as shown on Table EA-19, 
Total Annual Project Greenhouse Gas Emissions (BAU Year 2005) (Urban Crossroads, 2015b, pp. 
36-37).  Regulations that would apply to the proposed Project and that would serve to reduce GHG 
emissions include the following (Urban Crossroads, 2015b, p. 6): 
 

 Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB 32) 
 Regional GHG Emissions Reduction Targets/Sustainable Communities Strategies (SB 375) 
 Pavely Fuel Efficiency Standards (AB 1493).  Establishes fuel efficiency ratings for new 

vehicles. 
 Title 24 California Code of Regulations (California Building Code).  Establishes energy 

efficiency requirements for new construction. 
 Title 20 California Code of Regulations (Appliance Energy Efficiency Standards).  Establishes 

energy efficiency requirements for appliances. 
 Title 17 California Code of Regulations (Low Carbon Fuel Standard).  Requires carbon content 

of fuel sold in California to be 10% less by 2020. 
 Statewide Retail Provider Emissions Performance Standards (SB 1368).  Requires energy 

generators to achieve performance standards for GHG emissions. 
 California Water Conservation in Landscaping Act of 2006 (AB1881).  Requires local agencies 

to adopt the Department of Water Resources updated Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance or 
equivalent by January 1, 2010 to ensure efficient landscapes in new development and reduced 
water waste in existing landscapes. 

 Renewable Portfolio Standards (SB 1078).  Requires electric corporations to increase the 
amount of energy obtained from eligible renewable energy resources to 20 percent by 2010 
and 33 percent by 2020. 
 

As shown in Table EA-20, Summary of GHG Emissions for BAU vs Project, with implementation of 
Mitigation Measures M-GG-1 and M-GG-2 and mandatory compliance with the above-listed 
regulations, the Project would achieve an emissions reduction of 30.49% when compared to the BAU 
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Table EA-18 Total Annual Project Greenhouse Gas Emissions (BAU Year 2005) 

 
Source: CalEEMod™ model output, See Appendix 3.1 of the Greenhouse Gas Analysis for detailed model outputs. 
Notes: Totals obtained from CalEEmod™ and may not total 100% due to rounding.  Table results include scientific notation.  
℮ is used to represent times ten to the power (which would be written as 10b11 ) and is followed by the value of the exponent.  
(Urban Crossroads, 2015b, Table 3-2) 
  
Table EA-19 Year 2020 Greenhouse Gas Emissions Summary (With Project Design Features) 

 
Source: CalEEMod™ model output, See Appendix 3.1 of the Greenhouse Gas Analysis for detailed model outputs. 
Notes: Totals obtained from CalEEmod™ and may not total 100% due to rounding.  Table results include scientific notation.  
℮ is used to represent times ten to the power (which would be written as 10b11 ) and is followed by the value of the exponent.  
(Urban Crossroads, 2015b, Table 3-3) 
 
scenario.  This reduction meets the target reduction percentage of 30% based on the Riverside 
County Planning Department’s SOP.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015b, p. 36) 
 
Would the Project: 
 
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a 

significant impact on the environment? 

As shown in Table EA-20, with implementation of Mitigation Measures M-GG-1 and M-GG-2 and 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 7-4 Attachment 2, Page 146 of 254

322



 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 

 Page 79 of 161 EA #42710 

compliance with standard regulatory requirements, the Project would achieve a GHG reduction of 
approximately 30.49% below BAU, which exceeds the County’s threshold of significance of 30% 
below BAU.  Accordingly, the Project’s GHG emissions would be less than significant on both a direct 
and cumulative basis, and additional mitigation (beyond M-GG-1 and M-GG-2) would not be required.   
 

Table EA-20 Summary of GHG Emissions for BAU vs Project 

 
 
b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency adopted for the 

purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

As indicated above, the Project would be subject to the following regulatory requirements related to 
GHG emissions: 
 

 Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB 32) 
 Regional GHG Emissions Reduction Targets/Sustainable Communities Strategies (SB 375) 
 Pavely Fuel Efficiency Standards (AB1493).  Establishes fuel efficiency ratings for new 

vehicles. 
 Title 24 California Code of Regulations (California Building Code).  Establishes energy 

efficiency requirements for new construction. 
 Title 20 California Code of Regulations (Appliance Energy Efficiency Standards).  Establishes 

energy efficiency requirements for appliances. 
 Title 17 California Code of Regulations (Low Carbon Fuel Standard).  Requires carbon content 

of fuel sold in California to be 10% less by 2020. 
 California Water Conservation in Landscaping Act of 2006 (AB 1881).  Requires local 

agencies to adopt the Department of Water Resources updated Water Efficient Landscape 
Ordinance or equivalent by January 1, 2010 to ensure efficient landscapes in new 
development and reduced water waste in existing landscapes. 

 Renewable Portfolio Standards (SB 1078).  Requires electric corporations to increase the 
amount of energy obtained from eligible renewable energy resources to 20 percent by 2010 
and 33 percent by 2020. 
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Assuming mandatory compliance with the above-listed regulatory measures, the following provides a 
discussion and analysis of the Project’s consistency with the provisions of AB 32 and SB 375. 
 
Project Consistency with AB 32 
AB 32 requires California to reduce its GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020.  CARB identified 
reduction measures to achieve this goal as set forth in the CARB Scoping Plan.  To evaluate the 
Project’s GHG impacts the proposed Project’s emissions are compared with the BAU scenario to 
determine if the development is likely to be consistent with the Scoping Plan designed to implement 
AB 32 in California, which calls for an approximate 30% reduction from BAU.  (Urban Crossroads, 
2015b, p. 1) 
 
On February 10, 2014, CARB released a Draft Proposed First Update of the Scoping Plan.  The draft 
recalculates 1990 GHG emissions using new global warming potentials identified in the IPCC Fourth 
Assessment Report released in 2007.  Based on the revised 2020 emissions level projection identified 
in the 2011 Final Supplement and the updated 1990 emissions levels identified in the discussion draft 
of the First Update, achieving the 1990 emissions level in 2020 would require a reduction of 78 
MTCO2e (down from 509 MTCO2e), or approximately 15.3 percent (down from 30 percent), from the 
BAU condition.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015b, pp. 1-2) 
 
Although CARB has released an update to the Scoping Plan and reduction targets from BAU, it is still 
appropriate to utilize the previous 30% reduction from BAU since the modeling tools available are not 
able to easily segregate the inclusion of the renewable portfolio standards, and Pavley requirements 
that are now included in the revised BAU scenario.  The proposed Project would generate GHG 
emissions from a variety of sources which would all emit CO2, CH4, and N2O.  GHGs could also be 
indirectly generated by incremental electricity consumption and waste generation from the proposed 
Project.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015b, p. 2) 
 
As stated previously, the Scoping Plan recommends strategies for implementation at the statewide 
level to meet the goals of AB 32.  The Scoping Plan recommendations serve as statewide strategies 
to reduce the state’s existing GHG emissions and contributions from proposed projects.  Table EA-21, 
Project Consistency With Scoping Plan Greenhouse Gas Emission Reduction Strategies, highlights 
measures that have or will be developed under the Scoping Plan and that would be applicable to the 
Project.  Therefore, the Project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of AB 32.  (Urban 
Crossroads, 2015b, p. 2) 
 
Project Consistency with SB 375 
Senate Bill 375 (SB 375) creates a formal process that builds on the experience of voluntary regional 
visioning initiatives in California, often referred to as “Regional Blueprints.”  Furthering the goals of AB 
32, SB 375 relies on the regional collaboration by local officials to address California’s goals for 
reducing the portion of the emissions of greenhouse gases that stems from automobile travel (light 
duty auto and light duty trucks only).  SB 375 requires local metropolitan planning agencies to prepare 
a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) that demonstrates how the region will meet its GHG 
reduction targets through integrated land use, housing, and transportation planning.  More specifically, 
SB 375 provides CEQA relief for residential and mixed-use projects that are consistent with an 
approved SCS or Alternative Planning Strategy (APS).  (Urban Crossroads, 2015b, p. 2) 
 
The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) is the metropolitan planning agency for 
the project area.  The SCS for the southern California region, including Riverside, Los Angeles, 
Orange, and San Bernardino counties was prepared by SCAG and approved on April 4, 2012.  
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Table EA-21 Project Consistency With Scoping Plan Greenhouse Gas Emission Reduction 
Strategies 

 
(Urban Crossroads, 2015b, Table 1-2) 

 
The SCS incorporates goals to concentrate future development and provide residential and mixed use 
developments in proximity to transit hubs in order to reduce vehicle miles traveled and, thereby, 
reduce GHG emissions from light duty auto and light duty trucks.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015b, p. 2) 
 
The Governor’s Office of Planning and Research published the guidance document Senate Bill 375 
CEQA Provision Flow Charts to assist in understanding SB 375’s CEQA options.  Based on Chart 1, 
since the Project is not consistent with general plan land use designations, density, and building 
intensity, the Project does not qualify for SB 375 CEQA provisions and the lead agency should use 
the standard CEQA process.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015b, p. 2) 
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Inconsistency with SB 375 does not in itself constitute a significant impact to GHGs, largely because 
SB 375 targets a very specific sector for GHG reductions (passenger cars and light-duty trucks).  
Thus, if a Project’s emissions overall (when considering all sectors) are less than an applicable 
threshold, then a finding of less than significant can also be made.  As such, a Project’s GHG 
emissions may be found to be less than the identified threshold despite being inconsistent with the 
land use designations or densities found in a SCS.  (Urban Crossroads, 2015b, p. 3) 
 
For purposes of analysis, the applicable threshold utilized for determining significance is whether or 
not the Project can reduce emissions by 30% from BAU consistent with the County of Riverside’s 
SOP.  This reduction target is also consistent with the overall AB 32 reduction target of approximately 
30 percent.  It should be noted that SB 375 is a small piece of the State’s overall reduction target 
pursuant to AB 32.  For this Project, although the SB 375-specific targets are not met, an evaluation of 
the Project’s overall GHG emissions including all emission sectors (including light duty auto and light 
duty trucks only and other sectors of vehicles) indicates that the Project is consistent with the 
applicable threshold adopted by the lead agency, and consistent with the overall reduction targets set 
forth by AB 32.  Consequently the Project would result in a less than significant GHG impact.  (Urban 
Crossroads, 2015b, p. 3) 
 
Conclusion 
As indicated in the above analysis, the proposed Project would be consistent with, or otherwise would 
not conflict with, the provisions of AB 32 and SB 375.  Additionally, and as demonstrated under the 
analysis of Threshold 21.a), with the implementation of Mitigation Measures M-GG-1 and M-GG-2 and 
mandatory compliance with applicable regulations to reduce GHG emissions, the Project would 
achieve an emissions reduction of 30.49% when compared to the BAU scenario.  This reduction 
meets the target reduction percentage of 30% based on Riverside County Planning Department’s 
SOP.  Other than the provisions of AB 32, SB 375, and the County’s SOP, there are no other plans, 
policies, or regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions that are applicable to the 
Project.  Accordingly, with implementation of Mitigation Measures M-GG-1 and M-GG-2 the Project 
would not conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency adopted for the purpose 
of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases, and a less-than-significant impact would occur.   
 
Mitigation:    
 
M-GG-1  (Condition of Approval 80.Planning.019): Prior to the issuance of building permits, the 

Project Applicant shall submit energy demand calculations to the County 
demonstrating that the increment of the Project for which building permits are being 
requested would achieve a minimum 10% increase in energy efficiencies beyond 2013 
California Building Code Title 24 performance standards.  Representative energy 
efficiency/energy conservation measures to be incorporated in the Project would 
include, but would not be not limited to, those listed below (it being understood that the 
items listed below are not all required and merely present examples; the list is not all-
inclusive and other features that would reduce energy consumption and promote 
energy conservation would also be acceptable): 

 
 Increase in insulation such that heat transfer and thermal bridging is minimized; 
 Limit air leakage through the structure and/or within the heating and cooling 

distribution system; 
 Use of energy-efficient space heating and cooling equipment; 
 Installation of electrical hook-ups at loading dock areas; 
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 Installation of dual-paned or other energy efficient windows; 
 Use of interior and exterior energy efficient lighting that exceeds then incumbent 

California Title 24 Energy Efficiency performance standards; 
 Installation of automatic devices to turn off lights where they are not needed; 
 Application of a paint and surface color palette that emphasizes light and off-white 

colors that reflect heat away from buildings; 
 Design of buildings with “cool roofs” using products certified by the Cool Roof 

Rating Council, and/or exposed roof surfaces using light and off-white colors; 
 Design of buildings to accommodate photo-voltaic solar electricity systems or the 

installation of photo-voltaic solar electricity systems; 
 Installation of ENERGY STAR-qualified energy-efficient appliances, heating and 

cooling systems, office equipment, and/or lighting products. 
 
M-GG-2  (Condition of Approval 10.Planning.023): To reduce water consumption and the 

associated energy-usage, the Project will be designed to: 
 

 Reduce outdoor water use by 30%, consistent with Riverside County Ordinance 
No. 859. 

 Reduce indoor water use by 20% consistent with Division 4.3 of the 2013 CalGreen 
Residential Mandatory Measures. 

 
Monitoring:    

M-GG-1 Prior to the issuance of building permits, the energy calculations showing the required 
energy use reduction shall be submitted to the Riverside County Planning Department 
for review and approval.  Compliance with the energy reduction measures assumed in 
the calculations shall be verified by Riverside County prior to building permit final 
inspection. 

 
M-GG-2 Prior to the issuance of building permits, the Project Applicant shall demonstrate that 

the target reduction in outdoor water demand has been accommodated by the Project’s 
plans.   

 
HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS  Would the project 
22. Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

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

    

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

    

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

    

d) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 
one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? 
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e) Be located on a site which is included on a list of 
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Govern-
ment Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it 
create a significant hazard to the public or the environ-
ment? 

    

 
Source:   Project Application Materials; Riverside County GIS; Phase I Environmental Site 
Assessment and Limited Phase II Subsurface Investigation, Lake Ranch, Environ, September 2013. 
 
Findings of Fact:    

a) The Project has the potential to create a significant hazard to the public or environment based 
on existing site conditions, construction of the proposed Project, and long-term operation.  Each is 
discussed below. 
 
Impact Analysis for Existing Conditions 

An environmental site assessment was conducted for the property by Environ to assess existing 
conditions (refer to IS/MND Appendix H2).  Based on the results of this analysis, Environ identified 
one “recognized environmental condition” (REC) in connection with the site.  Specifically, the Project 
site has been used for agriculture, including orchards and row crops, since at least the 1930s.  While 
agricultural use has ceased on the southern portions of the site, the northern portions of the site have 
been used continuously for agriculture since that time.  Details regarding the historical use of 
agricultural chemicals such as pesticides and herbicides are limited.  Facility personnel indicated that 
although only “Round Up” brand weed killer is currently used at the site, insecticides (possibly 
including sabadilla and another chemical known only as “Saigon”) were formerly applied over the 
growing areas of the site from the air.  Less is known about applications of agricultural chemicals early 
in the site’s history.  (Environ, 2013, p. 1) 
 
Based on the information reviewed, and the extended agricultural history of the site, Environ 
performed a limited subsurface investigation of the site concurrent with the Phase I ESA, to assess 
the potential presence of agricultural chemicals in soil at the site.  During the limited Phase II 
subsurface investigation conducted in August and September 2013, 40 soil borings were drilled and 
soil samples were collected and selectively analyzed for pesticides, metals, and other compounds 
(including volatile organic compounds [VOCs] and total petroleum hydrocarbons [TPH]).  (Environ, 
2013, p. 1) 
 
With the exception of arsenic, all detected metals concentrations were below applicable residential 
scenario California Human Health Screening Levels (CHHSLs).  Arsenic was detected at similarly low 
concentrations in analyzed samples; the presence of arsenic in the samples is attributed to naturally 
occurring background concentrations of arsenic in California soils.  (Environ, 2013, p. 1) 
 
A number of pesticides were detected in at least one soil sample collected at the site; however, of the 
pesticides detected, only 4,4-DDE and toxaphene exceeded their respective health based screening 
levels in at least one sample.  Such exceedances were limited to soil samples obtained from 0.5 feet 
below ground surface (bgs).  4,4-DDE exceeded its residential soil CHHSL (1,600 micrograms per 
kilogram [μg/kg]) in four soil samples.  However, detections of 4,4-DDE appear to correspond to a 
cancer risk of approximately 1 x 10-6, at the conservative end of the acceptable United States 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) cancer risk range of 10-4 to 10-6.  Toxaphene exceeded its 
residential soil CHHSL (460 μg/kg) in two soil samples.  Detections of toxaphene appear to 
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correspond to a cancer risk of approximately 5 x 10-6; again at the conservative end of the acceptable 
US EPA risk range of 10-4 to 10-6.  (Environ, 2013, pp. 1-2) 
 
The sample locations where 4,4-DDE and toxaphene were detected in soil at elevated concentrations 
at 0.5 feet bgs are located in the southwestern portion of the site, an area historically used for lettuce 
production.  It appears that there was pesticide use related to the vegetable growing operations and 
that residual concentrations of pesticides remain in surface soil in this area.  For sampling locations 
where deeper soil samples were collected at 2 feet bgs and laboratory-analyzed, concentrations of 
4,4-DDEand toxaphene decline significantly with increasing depth, indicating that the pesticide 
residues are limited to surface soils. 
 
Based on the results of the soil samples collected, and because the detections of both compounds 
are within the acceptable USEPA risk range, it is Environ’s opinion that further assessment and/or 
remediation of the soils is not warranted.  However, the presence of residual agricultural chemicals, 
such as pesticides, may be a potential concern with respect to worker exposure during such activities 
as grading and foundation excavation work.  This is evaluated as a potentially significant impact for 
which mitigation, in the form of dust control during construction, is required.  With appropriate dust 
control measures during construction (as required by Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2), impacts would be 
reduced to below a level of significance.  (Environ, 2013, p. 2) 
 
There are no other existing site conditions that have the potential to create a significant hazard to the 
public or environment. 
 
Impact Analysis for Project Construction Activities 

Heavy equipment (e.g., dozers, excavators, tractors) would be operated on the subject property 
during construction of the Project.  This heavy equipment would likely be fueled and maintained by 
petroleum-based substances such as diesel fuel, gasoline, oil, and hydraulic fluid, which is considered 
hazardous if improperly stored or handled.  In addition, materials such as paints, adhesives, solvents, 
and other substances typically used in building construction would be located on the Project site 
during construction.  Improper use, storage, or transportation of hazardous materials can result in 
accidental releases or spills, potentially posing health risks to workers, the public, and the 
environment.  This is a standard risk on all construction sites, and there would be no greater risk for 
improper handling, transportation, or spills associated with the proposed Project than would occur on 
any other similar construction site.  Construction contractors would be required to comply with all 
applicable federal, state, and local laws and regulations regarding the transport, use, and storage of 
hazardous construction-related materials, including but not limited requirements imposed by the EPA, 
California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), SCAQMD, and Santa Ana Regional 
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB).  Because compliance with these regulatory requirements by 
construction contractors is mandatory, impacts due to hazardous materials used, transported, and/or 
stored during construction would be less than significant. 
 
Impact Analysis for Long-Term Operational Activities 

The Project site would be primarily developed with residential land uses and supporting recreational 
and open space land uses, which are land uses not typically associated with the transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials.  Although residential land uses may utilize household products that 
contain toxic substances, such as cleansers, paints, adhesives, and solvents, these products are 
usually in low concentration and small in amount and would not pose a significant risk to humans or 
the environment during transport to/from or use at the Project site.  Pursuant to State law and local 
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regulations, residents would be required to dispose of household hazardous waste (e.g., batteries, 
used oil, old paint) at a permitted household hazardous waste collection facility.  Accordingly, the 
Project would not expose people or the environment to significant hazards associated with the 
disposal of hazardous materials at the Project site.  Long-term operation of the Project would not 
expose the public or the environment to significant hazards associated with the transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials and impacts would be less than significant. 
 
b) Accidents involving hazardous materials that could pose a significant hazard to the public or 
the environment would be highly unlikely during the construction and long-term operation of the 
Project and are not reasonably foreseeable.  As discussed above under Threshold 22.a), the 
transport, use and handling of hazardous materials on the Project site during construction is a 
standard risk on all construction sites, and there would be no greater risk for upset and accidents than 
would occur on any other similar construction site.  Upon buildout, the Project site would operate as a 
residential community, which is a land use type not typically associated with the transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials that could be subject to upset or accident involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the environment.  Accordingly, impacts associated with the accidental 
release of hazardous materials would be less than significant during both construction and long-term 
operation of the Project. 
 
c) The Project site does not contain any emergency facilities nor does it serve as an emergency 
evacuation route.  During construction of the proposed Project, improvements are planned along the 
Project frontage with McAllister Street and El Sobrante Road, both of which are Circulation Element 
roadways that likely serve as emergency access for emergency service providers.  Both of these 
roadways would be improved as part of the Project (as explained in MND Section 0.B). During 
construction of the improvements to these roadways, there is a potential that emergency response 
times in the local area could be adversely affected.  This is evaluated as a potentially significant 
impact for which mitigation, in the form of a traffic control plan during construction, is required.  
Implementation of a traffic control plan would ensure that the Project’s improvements to these 
roadways do not significantly affect emergency service response times, thereby reducing impacts to a 
level below significant.   
 
Under long-term operational conditions, the proposed Project would be required to maintain adequate 
emergency access for emergency vehicles via El Sobrante Road, McAllister Street, and connecting 
on-site roadways as required by the County.  Furthermore, the Project would not result in a 
substantial alteration to the design or capacity of any existing public road that would impair or interfere 
with the implementation of evacuation procedures.  Because the Project would not interfere with an 
adopted emergency response or evacuation plan during long-term operation, no impact would occur. 
 
d) The nearest school to the Project site is the Lake Mathews Elementary School, located at 
12252 Blackburn Road, or approximately 0.35 mile west of the Project site.  There are no existing 
schools located within 0.25 mile of the Project site.  Additionally, and according to Riverside County 
GIS, there are no school facilities planned within 0.25 mile of the Project site (Riverside County, 
2015).  Accordingly, the Project would have no potential to emit hazardous emissions or handle 
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing 
or proposed school, and no impact would occur. 
 
e) The Project site and off-site improvement areas are not included on any list of hazardous 
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 (Environ, 2013, pp. 13-20).  
Accordingly, no impact would occur. 
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Mitigation:    
 
Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2 (refer to Issue 6., Air Quality, of this Initial Study), which requires 
measures to control fugitive dust during construction and compliance with SCAQMD Rule 403, shall 
apply to address potential health impacts to workers during the Project’s construction phase. 
 
M-HM-1 (Condition of Approval 10.Planning.024)Continued vehicular access shall be 

maintained along El Sobrante Road and/or McAllister Street during construction of 
improvements to these roadways.  Full lane closures are not permitted.   

 
Monitoring:    
 
Monitoring shall occur as specified for Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2 (refer to Issue 6, Air Quality, of this 
Initial Study). 
 
M-HM-1 Prior to issuance of grading permits, encroachment permits, or improvement plans 

affecting El Sobrante Road and/or McAllister Street, a traffic control plan shall be 
approved by the Riverside County Transportation Department and shall be 
implemented throughout the duration of construction activities affecting one or both 
roadways. 

 
23. Airports 

a) Result in an inconsistency with an Airport Master 
Plan? 

    

b) Require review by the Airport Land Use 
Commission? 

    

c) 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 for people residing or 
working in the project area? 

    

d) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
or heliport, would the project result in a safety hazard for 
people residing or working in the project area? 

    

 
Source:   General Plan, Figure S-19 (Airport Locations); GIS database (Riverside County, 2014). 
 
Findings of Fact:    
a & b) According to Riverside County GIS, the Project site is not located within the airport influence 
area (AIA) or Master Plan for any private or public airport facility (Riverside County, 2015).  The 
nearest airport to the Project site is the Riverside Municipal Airport, which is a public use airport 
located approximately 5.7 miles north of the Project site.  As such, the Project has no potential to 
result in an inconsistency with an Airport Master Plan, and the Project would not require review by the 
Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC).  Accordingly, no impact would occur. 
 
c) As indicated above under the discussion of Threshold 23.b), the Project site is not located 
within the AIA of any public airport or public use airport.  As such, the Project has no potential to result 
in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the area, and no impact would occur. 
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d) A small, private airstrip is located approximately 0.4 mile south of the Project site (north of 
Lake Mathews); however, based on aerial photographs from Google Earth, this airstrip has not been 
operational since at least 2011 – a large yellow “X” is painted at the beginning of the runway (a 
universal aviation symbol for a runway closed to all operations) and the runway is covered in dirt and 
used as a construction materials staging area (Google Earth, 2015)  The Project site is not located 
within the vicinity of any active private airports or heliports.  Accordingly, implementation of the 
proposed Project has no potential to result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the 
Project area associated with private airstrips and heliports.  No impact would occur. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
24. Hazardous Fire Area 

a) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of 
loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, including where 
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where 
residences are intermixed with wildlands? 

    

 
Source:  Lake Ranch Fire Behavior Report and Fuel Modification Design Guidelines 
 
Findings of Fact:   The Lake Ranch site is located in a Moderate Fire Hazard Severity Zone in 
Riverside County and within State Responsibility Area (SRA).  State law requires development in SRA 
within any fire hazard zone to comply with the WUI (Wildland Urban Interface) codes contained in the 
California Residential Code (Chapter 3, Section R327), California Building Code (Chapter 7A), and 
California Fire Code (Chapter 49) (Firesafe, 2014, p. 4).   
 
A Fire Behavior Report and Fuel Modification Design Guidelines has been prepared by Firesafe 
Planning Solutions for the proposed Project, and is included as IS/MND Appendix H1.  Firesafe 
Planning Solutions used a computer software program (BehavePlus Fire Modeling System 5.0.4) to 
predict the level of wildfire intensity for a fire approaching the proposed Project site (Firesafe, 2014, 
pages 5-6).  This report assesses the risks related to wildland fire and establishes appropriate criteria 
for a defensible space installation and maintenance program that would reduce the intensity of a 
wildfire approaching the proposed Project (Firesafe, 2014, p. 3). 
 
Based on the results of the modeling efforts, Firesafe Planning Solutions identified fuel modification 
requirements that are intended to protect future Project residents and structures from wildland fires 
even without fire department suppression activities.  The Project’s recommended fuel modification 
components are described in IS/MND Section 3.2.2.D and graphically depicted on IS/MND Figure 3-
16, and would be enforced pursuant to Condition of Approval 50.FIRE.005.  Based on the scientific 
fire behavior analysis, Firesafe Planning Solutions concludes that compliance with the fuel 
modification requirements would ensure that exterior portions of future structures or attic spaces 
would not ignite from the exterior fire exposure associated with a wildland vegetation fire.  This is 
primarily because the greatest fire energy is too far away from the structures due to the low plant 
densities within the defensible space zones and the proposed fuel modification requirements.  
Therefore, and assuming compliance with the fuel modification recommendations (as would be 
assured by pursuant to Condition of Approval 60.FIRE.001), the proposed Project would have a less 
than significant impact regarding exposure of persons to wildland fires.  (Firesafe, 2014, p. 29, pages 
5-6) 
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Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Would the project 
25. Water Quality Impacts 

a) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of 
the site or area, including the alteration of the course of a 
stream or river, in a manner that would result in substantial 
erosion or siltation on- or off-site? 

    

b) Violate any water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements? 

    

c) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that 
there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering 
of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production 
rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which 
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for 
which permits have been granted)? 

    

d) Create or contribute runoff water that would exceed 
the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage 
systems or provide substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff? 

    

e) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area, 
as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood 
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map? 

    

f) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures 
which would impede or redirect flood flows? 

    

g) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?     
h) Include new or retrofitted stormwater Treatment 

Control Best Management Practices (BMPs) (e.g. water 
quality treatment basins, constructed treatment wetlands), 
the operation of which could result in significant environ-
mental effects (e.g. increased vectors or odors)? 

    

 
Source:   Hydrology Report,  MDS Consulting, July 31, 2015; Project Specific Water Quality Management 
Plan, MDS Consulting, August 3, 2015; Urban Water Management Plan, Western Municipal Water 
District, 2010. 
 
Findings of Fact: 
 
a) Under existing conditions, and as shown on Plate 1 of the Project’s hydrology study (IS/MND 
Appendix I1), the Project site conveys runoff from an approximately 315-acre area located to the 
southeast of the Project site, primarily from lands located south of El Sobrante Road.  Flows from 
these off-site areas are combined with flows from the southern portions of the Project site and are 
conveyed via a natural drainage to an existing drop inlet structure that connects to a 90-inch 
reinforced concrete pipe (RCP) storm drain.  Flows from the northwest portion of the site are 
conveyed to a man-made drainage ditch that outlets directly onto McAllister Street.  Flows from the 
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northeastern portion of the Project site are conveyed off-site to the north, and eventually drain into the 
existing stream that traverses the extreme northeastern corner of the Project site.  (MDS, 2015a, p. 4) 
 
As proposed by the Project, the Project site would be graded to facilitate the construction of 272 
single-family residential lots.  Additionally, the Project would include two water quality detention 
basins, a sewage lift station and a 2.2 acre community park.  Associated exterior improvements are 
expected to include asphalt-paved access streets, concrete driveways and pedestrian sidewalks, 
surface drainage controls, perimeter fencing, common landscaped areas, extensive underground 
infrastructure, and required storm water quality devices.  
 
As shown previously on IS/MND Figure 3-11, under post-developed conditions, the Project site would 
be separated into three separate watersheds (Watersheds A, B, and C) that largely correspond to the 
site’s existing watersheds, with flows within Lot ‘B’ comprising a fourth watershed (Watershed D).  
Additionally, and as shown previously on IS/MND Figure 3-12, the Project proposes to construct an 
approximate 7.7-acre Off-Site Basin abutting the southern edge of El Sobrante Road.  This basin has 
been designed to reduce peak runoff flows from approximately 197.9 acres of the approximately 315 
acres of off-site watershed that is tributary to the Project site (refer to IS/MND Figure 3-10).  The 
purpose of this detention basin is to off-set increased peak runoff from the developed portions of the 
Project site.  Flows from the detention basin would be conveyed towards the proposed on-site open 
space in Lot ‘B’ via a proposed drop inlet structure (that includes a trash rack) that outlets into a 60-
inch RCP storm drain to be constructed beneath El Sobrante Road.  Please refer to Section 3.1.3.C 
for a detailed description of the Project’s proposed drainage system.  (MDS, 2015a) 
 
As indicated in the Project’s hydrology study, runoff tributary to the Project site discharges at two 
locations under existing conditions: along the northern boundary in the northeastern portion of the 
Project site (i.e., Node 130), where runoff drains towards the north and discharges into the existing 
stream that traverses the northeastern corner of the Project site; and along the western boundary of 
the site (Note 995), where flows from the existing drainage traversing the site are conveyed to an 
existing 84-inch RCP storm drain constructed in association with the residential development to the 
west of the Project site.  (MDS, 2015a) 
 
With development of the Project site as proposed, runoff in the northern portions of the site would 
discharge at the same location as occurs under existing conditions (i.e., Node 130), and the post-
development runoff rate during peak storm events would be reduced from 70.5 cubic feet per second 
(cfs) to 67.4 cfs.  Runoff from the remaining portions of the Project site ultimately would be conveyed 
to the drainage within proposed Lot B, where a proposed 90-inch RCP storm drain would be 
constructed beneath McAllister Street (i.e., Node 630).  Node 630 generally occurs in the same 
location as Node 995, and flows exiting the site to the west would be reduced from 465.3 cfs to 353.7 
cfs.  (MDS, 2015a, p. 8) 
 
Based on the foregoing discussion, the Project’s proposed drainage concept generally would maintain 
the site’s existing drainage patterns.  Additionally, because peak flows discharging from the site would 
be reduced with construction of the Project’s proposed extended detention/water quality basins and 
off-site detention basin, it can reasonably be concluded that Project runoff in the post developed 
condition would not result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site.  Accordingly, impacts would 
be less than significant and no mitigation would be required. 
 
b) The California Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Section 13000 (“Water Quality”) et 
seq., of the California Water Code), and the Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amendment of 1972 
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(also referred to as the Clean Water Act (CWA)) require that comprehensive water quality control 
plans be developed for all waters within the State of California.  The Project site is located within the 
jurisdiction of the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB).  Water quality 
information for the Santa Ana Watershed is contained in the Santa Ana RWQCB’s Water Quality 
Control Plan for the Santa Ana River Basin (as most recently updated in February 2008).  This 
document is herein incorporated by reference and is available for public review at the Santa Ana 
RWQCB office located at 3737 Main Street, Suite 500 Riverside, CA 92501-3348.   
 
The CWA requires all states to conduct water quality assessments of their water resources to identify 
water bodies that do not meet water quality standards.  Water bodies that do not meet water quality 
standards are placed on a list of impaired waters pursuant to the requirements of Section 303(d) of 
the CWA.  The Project site resides within the Santa Ana Watershed.  As detailed in the Project 
Specific Water Quality Management Plan for the proposed Project (IS/MND Appendix I2), receiving 
waters for the property’s drainage are as follows: Temescal Channel, Santa Ana River (Reaches 1, 2, 
and 3), Prado Basin Management Zone, Tidal Prism of Santa Ana River and Newport Slough, Pacific 
Ocean surf zone, and Pacific Ocean offshore.  Of the above listed receiving waters Reach 3 of the 
Santa Ana River is on the EPA Approved 303(d) list of impairments for copper, pathogens, and lead, 
and Reach 2 of the Santa Ana River is on the 303(d) list for indicator bacteria (MDS, 2015b, p. 7)   
 
A specific provision of the CWA applicable to the proposed Project is CWA Section 402, which 
authorizes the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit program that covers 
point sources of pollution discharging to a water body.  The NPDES program also requires operators 
of construction sites one acre or larger to prepare a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) 
and obtain authorization to discharge stormwater under an NPDES construction stormwater permit. 
 
Impact Analysis for Construction-Related Water Quality 

Construction of the proposed Project would involve clearing, grading, paving, utility installation, 
building construction, and landscaping activities, which would result in the generation of potential 
water quality pollutants such as silt, debris, chemicals, paints, and other solvents with the potential to 
adversely affect water quality.  As such, short-term water quality impacts have the potential to occur 
during construction of the Project in the absence of any protective or avoidance measures. 
Pursuant to the requirements of the Santa Ana RWQCB and the County of Riverside, the Project 
would be required to obtain a NPDES Municipal Stormwater Permit for construction activities.  The 
NPDES permit is required for all projects that include construction activities, such as clearing, grading, 
and/or excavation that disturb at least one acre of total land area.  In addition, the Project would be 
required to comply with the Santa Ana RWQCB’s Water Quality Control Plan for the Santa Ana River 
Basin.  Compliance with the NPDES permit and the Water Quality Control Plan for the Santa Ana 
River Basin involves the preparation and implementation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention 
Program (SWPPP) for construction-related activities.  The SWPPP is required to specify the Best 
Management Practices (BMPs) that the Project would be required to implement during construction 
activities to ensure that all potential pollutants of concern are prevented, minimized, and/or otherwise 
appropriately treated prior to being discharged from the subject property.  Mandatory compliance with 
the SWPPP would ensure that the proposed Project does violate any water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements during construction activities.  Therefore, with mandatory adherence to the 
Project’s SWPPP, water quality impacts associated with construction activities would be less than 
significant and no mitigation measures would be required. 
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Post-Development Water Quality Impacts 

As detailed in the WQMP for the proposed Project, potential pollutants associated with development 
of detached residential land uses include: bacterial indicators, nutrients, pesticides, sediments, trash 
debris, and oils/grease (MDS, 2015b, p. 18).  Onsite runoff would be conveyed and collected by curb 
and gutter and the Project’s proposed storm drain system.  Prior to leaving the development, the low 
flows or first flush from developed areas of the site would be diverted and routed through a 
detention/water quality basin for water treatment.  The water treatment would be consistent with 
Riverside County Stormwater Quality Best Management Practice Design Handbook (MDS, 2015a, p. 
4) (refer to the Project’s Hydrology Report in IS/MND Appendix I1).  
 
Furthermore, the Project would be required to implement a Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP), 
pursuant to the requirements of the applicable NPDES permit.  The WQMP is a post-construction 
management program that ensures the on-going protection of the watershed basin by requiring 
structural and programmatic controls.  The Project’s WQMP is included as IS/MND Appendix I2.  The 
WQMP identifies bioretention and biotreatment BMPs. Reclaimed water would be used for the non-
potable water demands for the Project.  The Project site is divided into five drainage management 
areas (DMAs).  As detailed in the WQMP for the proposed Project, all proposed drainage areas would 
be treated by biotreatment BMPs, while the drainage within Lot B also would utilize bioretention BMPs 
(MDS, 2015b, p. 15).  Mandatory compliance with the WQMP would ensure that the Project does 
violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements during long-term operation.  
Therefore, water quality impacts associated with post-development activities would be less than 
significant with mandatory WQMP compliance and no mitigation measures would be required. 
 
c) No potable groundwater wells are proposed as part of the Project.  The proposed Project 
would be served with potable water by the WMWD.  Water supplies from the WMWD are reliant on 
imported water from the Metropolitan Water District (MWD), groundwater, and imported water 
(WMWD, 2010, Page ES-2)Based on review of numerous groundwater databases conducted by Petra 
Geotechnical, groundwater basins are not located within or adjacent to the site.  Based on information 
presented in the UWMP, WMWD is projected to have sufficient water supplies to meet demand within 
its service area during all climactic conditions (normal year, single-dry year, and multiple-dry years) 
until at least 2035.  (The year 2035 is the horizon year for the UWMP, meaning the the UWMP’s 
analysis does not extend beyond 2035.)  WMWD also is projected to have a water surplus during all 
climactic conditions until at least 2035.  (WMWD, 2010, pp.5.-2 - 5-4)  Thus, the Project’s demand for 
domestic water service would not substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially 
with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the 
local groundwater table level.  For more detailed information about domestic water supply, refer to the 
Utilities and Service Systems discussion below under Issue 45.    
 
 Development of the Project would increase impervious surface coverage on the site, which would in 
turn reduce the amount of direct infiltration of runoff into the ground.  However, based on the 
hydrology studies prepared for the proposed Project, the proposed storm drain system will adequately 
covey the 100 year storm water within the development and ultimately discharge into either natural 
watercourses or existing storm drains, where groundwater recharge would continue to occur (MDS, 
2015a, p. 8).  Thus, with buildout of the Project, the local groundwater levels would not be 
substantially affected.  Therefore, impacts to groundwater supplies and recharge would be less than 
significant, and mitigation would not be required. 
 
d) As described above in Threshold 25.b) onsite runoff will be conveyed and collected by curb 
and gutter and storm drain system.  Prior to leaving the development, the low flows or first flush would 
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be diverted and routed through a detention/water quality basin for water treatment.  The water 
treatment would be consistent with Riverside County Stormwater Quality Best Management Practice 
Design Handbook (MDS, 2015a, p. 4).  Additionally, as described in Threshold 25.a), the proposed 
Project would not result in runoff water that would exceed the capacity of existing or planned storm 
water drainage systems.  Based on the analysis presented in the Project’s hydrology study (IS/MND 
Appendix I1), post-development runoff from the site would decrease during 100-year storm events 
(i.e., from 535.7 cfs under existing conditions to 421.1 cfs under post-development conditions).  (MDS, 
2015a, p. 8) 
 
With the improvements to be installed by the Project as described in IS/MND Section 3.1.3C, the 
Project would not create or contribute runoff which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
storm water drainage systems.  Additionally, with required adherence to a SWPPP and WQMP as 
discussed above under Threshold 25.b), the Project would not provide substantial additional sources 
of polluted runoff.  Therefore, less-than-significant impacts would occur and mitigation is not required. 
 
e & f) Per FEMA Map No. 06065C1385G, the proposed Project site is located within FEMA Flood 
Zone “X” which is defined as “areas determined to be outside the 0.2 percent annual chance 
floodplain (FEMA, 2014).  Accordingly, the proposed Project would not place housing within a 100-
year flood hazard area, nor would the Project place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures 
which would impede or redirect flood flows.  No impact would occur.   
 
g) Mandatory compliance with the BMPs specified in the Project’s WQMP (refer to IS/MND 
Appendix I2) would ensure that the Project does not result in any other impacts to water quality.  
There are no conditions associated with the proposed Project that could result in the substantial 
degradation of water quality beyond what is described above in the responses to Thresholds 25.a), 
25.b), or 25.d).  Accordingly, no impact would occur. 
 
h) As detailed in the Project’s WQMP, the Project would utilize the following source control 
BMPs: marking all inlets with the words “Only Rain Down the Storm Drain”; maintaining landscaping 
using minimum of pesticides; and preventing accumulation of litter and debris on sidewalks (MDS, 
2015b, p. 23).  Thus these water quality BMPs would not result in the detention of water on-site for 
long periods of time such that vectors (e.g., mosquitoes) or odors could result.  Impacts associated 
with the construction of the Project’s BMPs are evaluated throughout this IS/MND, and where 
necessary, mitigation has been identified to address any impacts associated with their construction.  
Accordingly, the Project would not include any new or retrofitted stormwater BMPs that could result in 
significant environmental effects, and no impact would occur. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
26. Floodplains 
 Degree of Suitability in 100-Year Floodplains.  As indicated below, the appropriate Degree of 
Suitability has been checked. 
NA - Not Applicable  U - Generally Unsuitable  R - Restricted 

a) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of 
the site or area, including through the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the 
rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would 
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result in flooding on- or off-site? 
b) Changes in absorption rates or the rate and 

amount of surface runoff? 
    

c) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of 
loss, injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as 
a result of the failure of a levee or dam (Dam Inundation 
Area)? 

    

d) Changes in the amount of surface water in any 
water body? 

    

 
Source:    Hydrology Report.  MDS Consulting, July 31, 2015; Project Specific Water Quality Management 
Plan, MDS Consulting, August 3, 2015 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) As described above under the analysis of Threshold 25.a), the Project generally would 
maintain the site’s existing drainage patterns.  With development of the Project site as proposed, 
runoff in the northern portions of the site would discharge at the same location as occurs under 
existing conditions (i.e., Node 130), and the post-development runoff rate during peak storm events 
would be reduced from 70.5 cubic feet per second (cfs) to 67.4 cfs.  Runoff from the remaining 
portions of the Project site ultimately would be conveyed to the drainage within proposed Lot B, where 
a proposed 90-inch RCP storm drain would be constructed beneath McAllister Street (i.e., Node 630).  
Node 630 generally occurs in the same location as Node 995, and flows exiting the site to the west 
would be reduced from 465.5 cfs to 353.7 cfs.  (MDS, 2015a, p. 8)  As such, the Project has no 
potential to result in flooding on- or off-site, and impacts would be less than significant. 
 
b) Development of the proposed Project would result in the development of more impervious 
surfaces (in the form of roads, rooftops, sidewalks etcetera), compared to existing conditions.  
However, as described in Threshold 26a) above, with development of the proposed Project, post-
development peak runoff would decrease compared to existing conditions, thus the proposed Project 
would not increase runoff compared to existing conditions.  Additionally, based on review of numerous 
groundwater databases conducted by Petra Geotechnical, groundwater basins are not located within 
or adjacent to the site.  (Petra, 2014, p. 6; Petra, 2015, p. 4)  Accordingly, the Project would not result 
in significant impacts due to changes in absorption rates or the rate and amount of surface runoff, and 
impacts would be less than significant. 
 
c)  As previously indicated under the discussion and analysis of Threshold 16., a majority of the 
Project site has a high risk of inundation in the event of failure of the Lake Mathews Dam.  Lake 
Mathews Dam and spillway are located approximately 0.20 kilometers from the southern boundary of 
the site.  A seismically-induced failure of the Lake Mathews Dam facility when the dam basin is filled 
to capacity could cause extensive flooding across most of the Project site.  In recognition of this 
possibility, the Lake Mathews/Woodcrest Area Plan includes three policies intended to attenuate the 
risk of dam failure to persons or property.  Specifically, Policy LMWAP 14.2 requires adherence to the 
flood proofing, flood protection requirements, and flood management review requirements of 
Riverside County Ordinance No. 458, which regulates flood hazards.  Additionally, Policy LMWAP 
14.3 requires proposed development projects (such as the proposed Project) to undergo review by 
the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District.  Moreover, County Ordinance 
No. 457 establishes building standards and codes that apply to development that is subject to 
inundation.  Compliance with the above-reference regulations and policies would ensure that any 
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potential dam inundation hazards associated with future development would be less than significant.  
However, mitigation has been identified (refer to Mitigation Measures M-GEO-2) to reduce impacts 
associated with dam inundation to below a level of significance.  M-GEO-1 requires the homeowner 
be informed about their home being located within a dam inundation area through several disclosure 
mechanisms.  M-GEO-1 would ensure that all future residents on the Project site are aware of their 
home being located in a dam inundation hazard area, the risks associated with the home being 
located in an inundation zone, and the public service resources in place to help address dam 
inundation effects in the event the Lake Mathews Dam fails.  Therefore, with mandatory compliance to 
LMWAP policies, and mitigation measure M-GEO-1, the Project’s impacts due to being located within 
a damn inundation hazard area would be less than significant. 
 
d)  As described in detail under the analysis of Threshold 25.a), the Project would generally 
maintain the two discharge points from the Project site towards the west and north.  Flows in the 
southern portions of the Project site would be conveyed to the storm drainage system that occurs in 
the existing residential community to the west, similar to existing conditions, while flows to the north 
would be conveyed to the existing drainage in the northeastern portion of the Project site following 
treatment.  Total flows of water exiting the site would not be substantially changed as compared to 
existing conditions.  Furthermore, both drainages that traverse the site are eventually funneled into a 
storm drainage system, and are conveyed to the Santa Ana River (similar to existing conditions).  
There are no components of the Project’s proposed drainage system that would result in changes in 
the amount of surface water in any water body.  As such, no impact would occur. 
 
Mitigation:   Mitigation Measures M-GEO-1 shall apply. 
 
Monitoring:   As specified above for Mitigation Measures M-GEO-1. 
 
LAND USE/PLANNING  Would the project 
27. Land Use 

a) Result in a substantial alteration of the present or 
planned land use of an area? 

    

b) Affect land use within a city sphere of influence 
and/or within adjacent city or county boundaries? 

    

 
Source:   General Plan; Riverside County GIS (Riverside County, 2014), Project Application Materials; 
City of Riverside General Plan 2020, City of Riverside, November 2007. 
 
Findings of Fact:    
a) Under existing conditions, the northern portions of the Project site are used for citrus 
production, while the southern portions of the site contain fallow agricultural land.  Implementation of 
the proposed Project would result in the conversion of the site from undeveloped and agricultural uses 
to that of a master-planned residential community with up to 272 single family homes.  Although the 
change from undeveloped and agricultural uses to residential uses represents a change to the site’s 
existing land use, environmental impacts associated with such conversion have been evaluated 
throughout this IS/MND and mitigation measures have been imposed where necessary to reduce 
potentially significant impacts to a level below significance.  Accordingly, impacts would be less than 
significant. 
 
b) The Project site is located in unincorporated Riverside County, within the Sphere of Influence 
of the City of Riverside (City of Riverside, 2007, Figure LU-1).  The City of Riverside General Plan 
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primarily pre-zones the Project site for “A- Agricultural,” although the southwestern corner of the site is 
designated for “C- Commercial” (City of Riverside, 2007, LU-10). 
 
Although the Project would not be consistent with the site’s pre-zoning designation of “A- Agricultural” 
and “C- Commercial,” lands to the west of the Project site, which are designated by the City of 
Riverside General Plan for “HR – Hillside Residential,” has been fully developed as a master planned 
community.  Residential dwelling units proposed by the Project would be similar in character to this 
existing residential community.  Additionally, and as discussed under the analysis of Issue 4, the 
Project would result in less-than-significant impacts to surrounding agricultural lands, assuming 
mandatory compliance with Riverside County Ordinance No. 625.1.   
 
Accordingly, and based on the foregoing analysis, although the Project would result in a change to the 
site’s planned land uses as shown in the City of Riverside General Plan, such impacts would be less 
than significant because the proposed change in land uses would not result in, induce, or require 
changes to surrounding planned land uses and would not result in land use compatibility conflicts.  No 
mitigation is required. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
28. Planning 

a) Be consistent with the site’s existing or proposed 
zoning? 

    

b) Be compatible with existing surrounding zoning?     
c) Be compatible with existing and planned sur-

rounding land uses? 
    

d) Be consistent with the land use designations and 
policies of the Comprehensive General Plan (including 
those of any applicable Specific Plan)? 

    

e) Disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an 
established community (including a low-income or minority 
community)? 

    

 
Source:   General Plan Land Use Element, Staff review, GIS database (Riverside County, 2014), 
Riverside County Ord. 348 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) Under existing conditions, the 103.62-acre site is zoned for “Light Agriculture, Minimum 10-
acre lot sizes,” which would allow for residential development at a maximum density of 0.1 du/ac and 
limited agricultural uses.  The 272 residential dwelling units proposed by the Project would not be 
consistent with this zoning designation.  However, the Project proposes a change of zone (CZ 07844) 
to change the site’s zoning designation to “Planned Residential (R-4)” on the southern 76.75 acres of 
the site and “One-Family Dwellings (R-1)” on the northern approximately 26.87 acres.  The R-1 zoning 
designation allows for residential development on minimum 7,200 square foot (s.f.) lots, while the R-4 
designation allows for development of single- or multi-family homes on minimum 3,500 s.f. lots with 
approval of a development plan.  It should be noted that the R-1 and R-4 zoning designations are 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 7-4 Attachment 2, Page 164 of 254

340



 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 

 Page 97 of 161 EA #42710 

consistent with the site’s LMWAP land use designation of “Medium Density Residential,” which 
applies to a majority of the Project site.  Accordingly, and assuming approval of CZ 07844, the Project 
would be fully consistent with the site’s proposed zoning designations of R-1 and R-4, and no impact 
would occur. 
 
b) Zoning designations surrounding the site include “Residential Agriculture, 5-acre minimum lot 
size (A-1-5)” and “Residential Agriculture, 5-acre minimum lot size (R-A-5)” to the north; “One-Family 
Dwellings (R-1)” and “Specific Plan Zone (SP Zone)” to the west; “Watercourse, Watershed and 
Conservation Areas (W-1)” to the south; and A-1-10 and “Light Agriculture with Poultry (A-P) to the 
east.  Areas within the R-1 and SP Zones are fully developed with medium density residential uses.  
The proposed Project, which proposes urban level residential uses on the 103.62-acre site, would be 
fully compatible with the planned medium density residential land uses within this existing community 
to the west.   
 
Lands to the north and east of the Project site are zoned A-1-5, A-1-10, and R-A-5, which allow for 
limited residential development and agricultural production.  Although there is a potential for the 
Project to conflict with agricultural uses that could occur within the A-1-5, A-1-10, and R-A-5 zones, 
the proposed Project would be required to comply with Riverside County Ordinance No. 625.1.  
Ordinance No. 625.1 specifies that if any agricultural operation has been in place for at least three 
years and is not considered a nuisance operation at the time the operation began, no change in 
surrounding land uses may cause said operation to become a nuisance.  Ordinance No. 625 requires 
notification to future residents at the time homes on-site are purchased that agricultural operations are 
on-going in the area and that such uses may not be the subject of nuisance complaints.   
 
Mandatory compliance with Ordinance No. 625 would ensure that potential conflicts between 
proposed residential uses on-site and existing agricultural zoning located north and east of the Project 
site do not occur, thereby ensuring that impacts would be less than significant.  No mitigation beyond 
mandatory compliance with Ordinance No. 625 would be required. 
 
c) Existing land uses surrounding the Project site include three existing single-family homes 
located near the northwest corner of the Project site, to the north of which is a mixture of agricultural 
lands, greenhouses, and several single-family residences and ancillary structures.  Remaining areas 
located north of the Project site consist of undeveloped lands that appear to be regularly disced and a 
north-south oriented natural drainage.  To the west of the Project site is McAllister Street, beyond 
which is a medium density single-family residential community.  To the south of the Project site is El 
Sobrante Road, beyond which is Lake Mathews.  To the east of the Project site are fallow and active 
agricultural lands, with greenhouses, a single family residence, and multiple sheds occurring near the 
Project site’s southeastern boundary.   
 
As indicated under Threshold 28.b), the medium density residential uses proposed by the Project 
would be fully compatible with the existing medium density residential community located to the west 
of the site.  Residential uses proposed as part of the Project also would be compatible with the 
existing large lot residential uses to the north and east.  Additionally, mandatory compliance with 
Ordinance No. 625 would ensure that potential conflicts between proposed residential uses on-site 
and existing agricultural zoning located north and east of the Project site do not occur.  Accordingly, 
impacts due to a conflict with existing surrounding land uses would be less than significant. 
 
General Plan land use designations surrounding the proposed Project site include the following: Rural 
Community – Estate Density Residential (RC-EDR)”, “Rural Community – Low Density Residential 
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(RC-LDR)”, and “Community Development – Medium Density Residential (MDR)” to the north; MDR 
to the west; “Public Facilities (PF)” and “Open Space – Water” to the south; and RC-LDR and MDR to 
the east.  
 
The Project proposes to develop the 103.62-acre site with medium density residential land uses.  The 
residential land uses proposed as part of the Project would serve as an extension of the existing 
medium density residential uses that occur to the west of the site, and also would provide a transition 
to the RC-EDR and RC-LDR land uses planned to the east and north of the Project site.  Because the 
Project area is planned by the Riverside County General Plan for residential uses at varying densities, 
development of the Project site with residential uses would not result in a conflict with the planned 
land uses in the area.  Accordingly, no impact would occur. 
 
d) The Project site is not located within the boundaries of any Specific Plan.  The Project includes 
a request for a General Plan Amendment to change the subject property’s CR land use designation to 
MDR.  Upon approval of GPA 01127, the Project would be consistent with the land use designations 
of the General Plan and LMWAP. 
 
The proposed Project is located within the LMWAP’s El Sobrante Policy Area.  The purpose of the El 
Sobrante Policy Area is to address the infrastructure capacity within the policy area with an emphasis 
on preservation of the area’s rural lifestyle.  The Project’s consistency with the El Sobrante Policy 
Area policies is discussed below.  It should be noted that in order for a policy inconsistency to be 
significant under CEQA, the inconsistency must result in a significant environmental effect.   
 

LMWAP 1.1: Require the provision of adequate and available infrastructure to support 
development.  To sustain the rural lifestyle found within the area, while still providing an 
acceptable level of service on local roadways, the total number of dwelling units within the Policy 
Area shall not exceed an additional 1,500 dwelling units.  The circulation system, which would 
support the development of these additional dwelling units and which would, in part, be funded 
by their development, includes the following roadway improvements: the McAllister Street/ 
Dufferin Avenue Loop and the construction of a new connection (“A” Street) between McAllister 
Street/Dufferin Avenue Loop and Van Buren Boulevard, south of Dufferin Avenue.  In addition to 
these improvements, other circulation connections between the Policy Area and the adjacent 
City of Riverside would be closed.  These closures would direct high traffic volumes away from 
rural residential and green belt streets and toward more appropriate thoroughfares.  Limiting the 
number of dwelling units within the Policy Area will help to maintain acceptable levels of service 
on local roadways both within the County and adjacent green belt areas of the City of Riverside.  
Limiting the number of dwelling units will also contribute to the continuation of the rural lifestyle 
enjoyed by area residents. 
 
The proposed Project consists of a General Plan Amendment (GPA01127), Change of Zone 
(CZ07844) and Tentative Tract Map (TR36730) to provide for the development of 272 single 
family homes.   
 
When the General Plan Update was approved in 2003, development in the El Sobrante Policy 
Area was sparse, although several subdivisions and land entitlements had previously been 
approved.  Specifically, two small‐lot tracts (McAllister and Perkins) were recorded and together 
had the legal right to 312 dwelling units.  In addition, the Lake Mathews Golf and Country Club 
Specific Plan (SP No. 325) was approved, with legal right to 295 dwelling units (SP No. 325 has 
since been renamed Citrus Heights I).  In addition, in 2003 there were 97 existing legal lots 
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within the Policy Area that were of a size and configuration that could accommodate the 
construction of one (1) single family home by right.  704 residential dwelling units could have 
been constructed within the Policy Area by right in 2003.  These 704 dwelling units are the base 
number to which the 1,500 additional dwelling units are intended to be added by LMWAP Policy 
1.1.  Thus, the total number of residential dwelling units allowed within the El Sobrante Policy 
Area is 2,204 units. 
 
Since 2003, Riverside County has approved one tentative tract map (TTM) in the Policy Area 
(TTM No. 36390 associated with SP 325 Amendment No. 1 (Citrus Heights I).  Two TTMs are 
currently proposed in the Policy Area (TTM No. 36475 (Citrus Heights II) and TTM No. 36730 
(Lake Ranch)).  These TTMs would collectively result in the development of 786 residential 
dwelling units.  Of these, 304 dwelling units (295 for Citrus Heights I, 4 for Citrus Heights II, and 
5 for Lake Ranch) had the legal right to be implemented in 2003.  Accordingly, buildout in 
accordance with these approved and proposed TTMs would result in an additional 482 dwelling 
units within the Policy Area.  The 482 approved and proposed dwelling unit allocations are part 
of the “additional 1,500 dwelling units” allowed by Policy 1.1.  Thus, 1,018 dwelling units are yet 
to be allocated as follows: 1,500 additional units – 482 units approved and proposed for 
allocation = 1,018 units remain to be allocated. 
 
If all parcels in the Policy Area were further subdivided to achieve the maximum residential 
development densities allowed by the County’s General Plan, an additional 867 dwelling units 
would be allocated within the Policy Area.  All existing, current, proposed, and potential 
development within the Policy Area would be fully consistent with the dwelling unit restrictions 
specified by Policy LMWAP 1.1, with a margin of 151 units.  Any future allocations of the 151 
units remaining would require a General Plan Amendment. 
 
Therefore, implementation of the proposed Project would not violate or otherwise preclude the 
implementation of LMWAP Policy 1.1. 
 
LMWAP 1.2 Within the area depicted as Medium Density Residential, overall density shall 
not exceed three (3) dwelling units per acre. 
 
The Project proposes to develop the portions of the Project site designated as MDR with 
residential land uses at an overall density of 2.62 du/ac, which is less than 3.0 du/ac.  
Accordingly, the Project would be fully consistent with Policy LMWAP 1.2. 
 
LMWAP 1.3 Coordinate with local agencies to ensure adequate service provision for all 
development within the Policy Area. 
 
The proposed Project would be developed in coordination with local service providers and, 
therefore, would be consistent with LMWAP 1.3 (refer to the analysis under the Public Services 
and Utilities and Service Systems issue areas, below). 
 
LMWAP 1.4 Coordinate development strategies with the City of Riverside. 
 
This policy applies to the County of Riverside and is not applicable to individual development 
projects.  However, the County of Riverside did coordinate with the City of Riverside with 
regards to the Project’s potential impacts to circulation and traffic. 
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LMWAP 1.5 Encourage the use of Specific Plans to implement the land use designations 
identified within the Policy Area. 
 
LMWAP 1.5 is a recommendation and not a formal requirement.  The Project does not propose 
a Specific Plan.  The Project would not prevent implementation of LMWAP 1.5. 
 
LMWAP 1.6 Encourage clustering of dwelling units when it would avoid the development 
of areas constrained by physical features or sensitive resources.  Encourage clustering in areas 
designated for Low Density Residential uses (One-half acre minimum lot size) rather than areas 
designated for Very Low Density Residential uses (1 acre minimum lot size) or Estate Density 
Residential uses (2 acre minimum lot size), except where Very Low Density Residential-
designated properties consisting of at least 300 acres and processed through a Specific Plan 
offer significant public recreational and/or areawide circulation benefits. 
 
Where clustering is allowed, minimum pad size shall not be less than 8,000 square feet.  
However, for projects featuring public golf courses, a minimum pad size of 7,200 square feet will 
be allowed on a minimum lot size of 8,500 square feet.  This pad size exception may only occur 
adjacent to golf courses. 
 
The El Sobrante Policy Area encourages clustering of dwelling units to avoid development of 
areas constrained by physical features or sensitive resources.  Clustering is specifically 
encouraged within Low Density Residential Areas rather than Very Low Density Residential or 
Estate Density Residential areas, although it does not prohibit clustering in Very Low Density 
Residential or Estate Density Residential areas.  Portions of the Project site have been designed 
to cluster residential dwelling units in areas outside of environmentally sensitive areas – notably, 
the drainage located in the northeastern portion of the Project site.  The Tentative Tract Map 
proposes to cluster development within the Low Density-Residential (22.5 acres), and Estate 
Density-Residential (2.3 acres) portion of the site to avoid the drainage area located in the 
northeastern portion of the project site.  Where clustering is allowed, lots shall have a minimum 
pad size of 8,000 square feet.  Clustering would technically not occur within the Medium 
Density-Residential portion of the site since there are no stated minimum lot sizes for this 
designation and development within this area would comply with the applicable density criteria.  
Lots within the Low Density-Residential and Estate Density-Residential areas where clustering 
would occur have a minimum lot size of 10,912 square feet and a minimum pad size of 10,000 
square feet.  Accordingly, the Project would be consistent with Policy LMWAP 1.6. 
 
LMWAP 1.7 Development shall be sensitive to and retain the unique topographical features 
within and adjacent to the planning area. 
 
The Project site does not contain any unique topographic features.  The majority of the site is 
characterized by undulating terrain, with some hillside topography that is not unique to the 
Project site.  The Project would grade the majority of the 103.62-acre Project site and retain the 
remaining areas as natural open space.  Although the natural topography of the graded areas 
would be modified to accommodate building pads for residential development, the Project 
design is sensitive to the natural topography, in conformance with LMWAP 1.7. 
 
LMWAP 1.8 Require that development on hillsides blend with the natural surroundings 
through architecture, the use of appropriate construction materials and colors, and the retention 
of natural vegetation. 
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The Project’s grading concept is sensitive to the natural terrain, and manufactured slopes would 
be constructed and landscaped to blend with the natural surroundings to the extent feasible.  
Future development on the Project site would be required to comply with the Countywide Design 
Guidelines and would utilize construction materials and colors that complement the natural 
surroundings, including natural vegetation.  The Project would be consistent with LMWAP 1.8. 
 
LMWAP 1.9 Restrict hillside development and grading in accordance with policies found in 
the Open Space, Habitat & Natural Resources section and Hillside Development and Slope 
section of the Land Use Element and the Scenic Resources section of the Multipurpose Open 
Space Element. 
 
The Riverside County Planning Department reviewed the Project’s Development Plan and 
determined that the Project would not conflict with any policies of the Land Use and Open Space 
elements of the General Plan.  As such, the Project would be consistent with LMWAP 1.9. 
 
LMWAP 1.10 Encourage open space and recreational amenities.  
 
The Project would accommodate a total of 15.34 acres of common and natural open space on-
site.  The Project also accommodates a 2.18-acre park site.  Accordingly, the Project would be 
consistent with LMWAP 1.10. 

 
As demonstrated above, the Project would be consistent with the LMWAP’s El Sobrante Policy Area.  
The proposed Project also would not conflict with any other policies of the General Plan or the 
LMWAP.  Based on the foregoing analysis, there are no components of the Project that would conflict 
with any applicable policy of the General Plan or LMWAP.  Accordingly, no impact would occur. 
 
e) Under existing conditions, an established community exists to the west of the site, while 
several rural residential uses also occur to the north and east of the Project site.  There are no 
components of the Project that would physically disrupt or divide any of these existing communities.  
Moreover, with buildout of the Project’s proposed residential uses, public access would be afforded 
via public roads to be constructed on-site and immediately adjacent to the site.  Accordingly, the 
proposed Project would not disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an established community, 
and no impact would occur. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
MINERAL RESOURCES Would the project     
29. Mineral Resources 

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

    

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

    

c) Be an incompatible land use located adjacent to a 
State classified or designated area or existing surface 
mine? 
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d) Expose people or property to hazards from 
proposed, existing or abandoned quarries or mines? 

    

 
Source:  General Plan, Figure OS-5 (Mineral Resources) 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a & b) Based on available information, the Project site has never been the location of mineral 
resource extraction activity.  No mines are located on the property.  According to Figure OS-5 of the 
Riverside County General Plan, the Project site and off-site impact areas are designated within 
Mineral Resources Zone 3 (MRZ-3) pursuant to the Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of 1975 
(SMARA).  MRZ-3 is defined by the State of California Department of Conservation SMARA Mineral 
Land Classification Project as “Areas where the available geologic information indicates that mineral 
deposits are likely to exist, however, the significance of the deposit is undetermined.”  Furthermore, 
the Project site is not identified as an important mineral resource recovery site by the County General 
Plan.  Accordingly, the proposed Project would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral 
resource that would be of value to the region or the residents of the State, nor would the Project result 
in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan.  No impact would occur.  (Riverside County, 2003a) 
 
c & d) The Project site is not located within or near any lands that are classified as Mineral 
Resources Zone 2 (MRZ-2), which are areas known to have mineral resources deposits.  Additionally, 
lands abutting the Project site do not include any State classified or designated areas, and there are 
no known active or abandoned mining or quarry operations on lands abutting the proposed Project 
site.  Accordingly, no impact would occur.  (Riverside County, 2003a) 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
NOISE Would the project result in: 
Definitions for Noise Acceptability Ratings 
     Where indicated below, the appropriate Noise Acceptability Rating(s) has been checked. 
NA - Not Applicable A - Generally Acceptable B - Conditionally Acceptable
C - Generally Unacceptable D - Land Use Discouraged 
30. Airport Noise 

a) 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 expose people residing or working in the project 
area to excessive noise levels? 
NA  A  B  C  D  

    

b) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
would the project expose people residing or working in the 
project area to excessive noise levels? 
NA  A  B  C  D  
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Source:   General Plan, Figure S-19 (Airport Locations); Riverside County GIS (Riverside County, 
2013); Riverside County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, Volume I, Riverside County ALUC, 
October 14, 2005. 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) According to Riverside County GIS, the Project site is not located within the airport influence 
area (AIA) or Master Plan for any private or public airport facility (Riverside County, 2015).  The 
nearest airport to the Project site is the Riverside Municipal Airport, which is a public use airport 
located approximately 5.7 miles north of the Project site.  According to Map RI-3 of the Riverside 
County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan Policy Document, the Project site is located well outside 
of the 55 Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) noise contour for the Riverside Municipal Airport.  
As such, future residents of the proposed Project would not be exposed to excessive noise levels 
associated with airport operations.  Accordingly, no impact would occur. 
 
b) A small, private airstrip is located approximately 0.4 mile south of the Project site (north of 
Lake Mathews); however, based on aerial photographs from Google Earth, this airstrip has not been 
operational since at least 2011 – a large yellow “X” is painted at the beginning of the runway (a 
universal aviation symbol for a runway closed to all operations) and the runway is covered in dirt and 
used as a construction materials staging area (Google Earth, 2015).  The Project site is not located 
within the vicinity of any active private airports or heliports.  Accordingly, implementation of the 
proposed Project has no potential to expose people residing or working in the project area to 
excessive noise levels.  No impact would occur. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
31. Railroad Noise 
NA  A  B  C  D  

    

 
Source:   General Plan, Figure C-1 (Circulation Plan); Riverside County GIS (Riverside County, 2013), 
On-site Inspection 
 
Findings of Fact:   The Project site is not located near any railroad tracks and no aspect of the 
proposed Project involves railroad use or rail transport.  The nearest rail line occurs approximately 3.1 
miles northwest of the Project site, and is too far from the Project area to generate substantial noise 
affecting future Project residents.  (Google Earth, 2015)  Accordingly, no railroad-related noise impact 
would occur. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
32. Highway Noise 
NA  A  B  C  D  

    

 
Source:   On-site Inspection, Project Application Materials; Riverside County GIS (Riverside County, 
2013). 
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Findings of Fact:   The nearest highway to the proposed Project site is SR-91, located approximately 
3.0 miles north of the site.  Due to distance, intervening development, and topography, vehicular 
traffic along SR-91 would not expose future on-site residents to noise levels in excess of the County 
General Plan standards and no impact would occur.  Please refer also to Threshold 34.c) below for a 
discussion of the Project’s potential to expose future Project residents to excessive noise levels 
associated with nearby roadways, and for a discussion of the Project’s potential to create or contribute 
to substantial vehicular-related noise in off-site locations. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
33. Other Noise 
NA  A  B  C  D  

    

 
Source:   Project Application Materials, Riverside County GIS (Riverside County, 2013). 
 
Findings of Fact:   There are no other known sources of noise within the Project vicinity that could 
expose future Project residents to noise levels above the County General Plan standards.  
Accordingly, no impact would occur. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
34. Noise Effects on or by the Project 

a) A substantial permanent increase in ambient 
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing 
without the project? 

    

b) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels 
existing without the project? 

    

c) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise 
levels in excess of standards established in the local 
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of 
other agencies? 

    

d) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive 
ground-borne vibration or ground-borne noise levels? 

    

 
Source:   Riverside County General Plan, Table N-1 (“Land Use Compatibility for Community Noise 
Exposure”); Project Application Materials, Lake Ranch (Tract No. 36730) Noise Impact Analysis 
County of Riverside, Urban Crossroads, Inc., December 11, 2014. 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) The Project proposes to develop the site with single-family detached dwelling units.  As 
discussed below under Threshold 34.c), with implementation of project design features, the proposed 
Project would not create a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels due to future traffic 
generated by the proposed Project.  The analysis presented under Threshold 34.c) concludes that the 
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Project would have less than significant near term construction-phase impacts and less than 
significant on- and off-site traffic impacts with the implementation of mitigation measures.  Refer the 
analysis under Threshold 34.c) for more information.   
 
b) To assess the short-term construction noise impacts ten sensitive receiver locations were 
identified, as shown on Exhibit 8-A of the Noise Impact Analysis (IS/MND Appendix J).  Sensitive 
receivers are generally defined as locations where people reside or where the presence of unwanted 
sound could otherwise adversely affect the use of the land.  Noise-sensitive land uses are generally 
considered to include: schools, hospitals, single-family homes, mobile home parks, churches, 
libraries, and recreation areas.  Sensitive receivers in the vicinity of the Project site include the single-
family residential homes at locations R1 through R10.  The closest noise-sensitive receiver is 
represented by location R8, where an existing residential home is located approximately 94 feet west 
of the Project site.  A description of the location of noise sensitive receptors R1 through R10 is 
provided below (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 51): 
 

 R1: Located approximately 471 feet north of the Project site, R1 represents existing residential 
homes east of McAllister Street. 

 R2: Location R2 represents the existing residential home located roughly 1,178 feet west of 
the northern Project site boundary across McAllister Street. 

 R3: Location R3 represents the existing residential home situated along McAllister Street, 
approximately 629 feet northwest of the Project site boundary. 

 R4: Location R4 represents the existing residential home situated approximately 481 feet north 
of the Project site. 

 R5: At a distance of approximately 173 feet north of the Project site, location R5 represents an 
existing residential home. 

 R6: At a distance of 292 feet north of the Project site, R6 describes the residential home 
located east of McAllister Street. 

 R7: Location R7 represents the existing residential home located approximately 101 feet west 
of the Project site across McAllister Street. 

 R8: Located approximately 94 feet west of the Project site across McAllister Street, R8 
represents the nearest sensitive residential receiver. 

 R9: Location R9 represents the existing residential home located north of El Sobrante Road 
and approximately 274 feet east of the Project site. 

 R10: Located approximately 934 feet southeast of the Project site and north of El Sobrante 
Road, R10 represents an existing residential home. 

 
Project construction is expected to occur in the following eight stages: 
 Demolition 
 Grading and Import 
 Sewer, Water, and Storm 
 Building Construction 
 Street Improvements 
 Architectural Coating 
 Common Area Landscaping 
 Hard Rock Blasting 
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The County of Riverside has established limits to the hours of operation regarding construction.  
Section 9.52.020 of the County’s Noise Regulation ordinance indicates that noise associated with any 
private construction activity located within one-quarter of a mile from an inhabited dwelling is 
considered exempt between the hours of 6:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., during the months of June through 
September, and 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., during the months of October through May.  Neither the 
County’s General Plan nor Municipal Code establish numeric maximum acceptable construction 
source noise levels at potentially affected receivers (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 65). 
 
Calculations of the Project construction noise level impacts at the ten noise receiver locations were 
completed as part of the noise impact analysis for the proposed Project.  The analysis shows that the 
highest construction noise level impacts would occur during grading and blasting construction 
activities at the edge of the Project site.  The construction noise levels are expected to range from 
46.6 to 79.1 dBA Leq (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 65).  The construction noise analysis shows that 
the nearby sensitive residential receivers would likely experience a significant, temporary/periodic 
increase above the existing ambient noise due to Project construction activities.  However, as 
described below, with implementation of Mitigation Measure M-N-1, impacts would be reduced to a 
less than significant level. 
 
The construction of the proposed Project would include blasting of hard rock areas, which is a major 
source of potential noise impacts to nearby residential receivers.  Based on the FHWA’s RCNM, the 
estimated noise levels due to blasting activities at the Project site at each receiver location would 
range from 66.6 to 83.5 dBA Lmax.  Rock blasting activities will be limited during the permitted hours 
for construction activity between 6:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., during the months of June through 
September, and 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., during the months of October through May, as required by 
the County of Riverside Code of Ordinances.  The construction noise analysis shows that the highest 
construction noise levels would occur during grading and blasting construction activities at the edge of 
the Project site (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 62) 
 
Although construction-related noise impacts would be less than significant due to the timing 
restrictions specified by Municipal Code Section 9.52.020, Mitigation Measure M-N-1 is nonetheless 
proposed to reduce the noise levels due to blasting activities.  Mitigation Measure M-N-1 includes 
measures such as the use of alternatives to explosives within 200 feet of nearby residential receivers, 
and the incorporation of blasting mats.  Since two receiver locations (R5 and R7) identified in the 
noise impact analysis are within 200 feet of the proposed hard rock blasting areas, the blasting 
operations at these hard rock locations are required to be conducted using alternative methods to 
explosives, thereby further reducing the noise levels at receiver locations R1 to R7.  With 
implementation of Mitigation Measure M-N-1 and mandatory compliance with Municipal Code Section 
9.52.020, impacts during construction of the proposed Project would be less than significant.  (Urban 
Crossroads, 2014a, p. 65) 
 
c) The proposed Project has the potential to expose nearby sensitive receptors to noise levels in 
excess of the County standard.  Sensitive receptors within the immediate vicinity of the Project site 
include existing residential uses to the west, northwest, and east.  The Project has the potential to 
result in noise levels in excess of the County’s standard during Project construction activities, under 
long-term conditions due to the potential exposure of future on-site residents to traffic-related noise 
from nearby streets, and under long-term conditions due to the potential for Project-related traffic to 
create or contribute to noise levels along off-site streets.  Each of these conditions is discussed below. 
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Near-Term Construction-Related Noise 

As noted in the discussion and analysis of Threshold 34.b), above, and Threshold 34.d), below, with 
implementation of Mi9tigation Measure M-N-1 and mandatory compliance with Section 9.52.020 of the 
County’s Noise Regulation ordinance, and impacts during construction would be less than significant. 
On-Site Traffic-Related Noise Impacts  

A Noise Impact Analysis technical report (IS/MND Appendix J) was prepared to evaluate the Project’s 
potential to expose future on-site residents to noise levels exceeding the County’s interior and exterior 
noise standards.  The County of Riverside General Plan Noise Element specifies the maximum noise 
levels allowable for new developments impacted by transportation noise sources such as arterial 
roads, freeways, airports, and railroads.  For noise sensitive residential uses the exterior noise levels 
shall not exceed 65 dBA CNEL.  In addition, the County requires that residential developments 
achieve an indoor noise standard of 45 dBA CNEL with windows closed consistent with the California 
Building Code requirements (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 22). 
 
The estimated roadway noise contributions from vehicular traffic were calculated using a computer 
program that replicates the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Traffic Noise Prediction Model- 
FHWA-RD-77-108.  The FHWA Model arrives at a predicted noise level through a series of 
adjustments to the Reference Energy Mean Emission Level (REMEL).  In California the national 
REMELs are substituted with the California Vehicle Noise (Calveno) Emission Levels.  Adjustments 
are then made to the REMEL to account for: the roadway classification (e.g., collector, secondary, 
major or arterial), the roadway active width (i.e., the distance between the center of the outermost 
travel lanes on each side of the roadway), the total average daily traffic (ADT), the travel speed, the 
percentages of automobiles, medium trucks, and heavy trucks in the traffic volume, the roadway 
grade, the angle of view (e.g., whether the roadway view is blocked), the site conditions ("hard" or 
"soft" relates to the absorption of the ground, pavement, or landscaping), and the percentage of total 
ADT which flows each hour throughout a 24-hour period (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 27). Refer to 
Section 5 of the Project-specific Noise Impact Analysis (IS/MND Appendix J) for a description of the 
various inputs used in the modeling of future on-site noise levels.  
 
Based on the County of Riverside General Plan Circulation Element, Table C-1, El Sobrante Road is 
classified as a 4-lane Arterial Highway, and McAllister Street is classified as a 2-lane Collector Street.  
To predict the future on-site noise environment at the Project site, the maximum two-way traffic 
volumes at a Level of Service “C” identified in the Circulation Element, Figure C-3, were utilized.  The 
traffic volumes shown in Table EA-22, On-Site Roadway Parameters, reflect future long-range traffic 
conditions needed to assess the future on-site traffic noise environment and to identify the appropriate 
Project Design Features that address the worst-case future conditions.  For the purposes of this 
analysis, hard site conditions were used to analyze the potential on-site traffic noise impacts for the 
Project study area.  Hard site conditions account for the sound propagation loss over a reflective 
surface between the source and the receiver (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 30). 
 
Table EA-23, On-Site Distribution of Traffic Flow by Vehicle Type (Vehicle Mix), presents the total 
traffic flow distributions (vehicle mixes) obtained from the County of Riverside Office of Industrial 
Hygiene noise study requirements.  The vehicle mix provides the hourly distribution percentages of 
automobile, medium trucks and heavy trucks for input into the FHWA Model based on roadway types 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 30). 
 
To predict the future noise environment at each building within the Project site, coordinate information 
was collected to identify the noise transmission path between the noise source and receiver.   
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Table EA-22 On-Site Roadway Parameters 

 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014a, Table 5-5) 

 
Table EA-23 On-Site Distribution of Traffic Flow by Vehicle Type (Vehicle Mix) 

 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014a, Table 5-6) 

 
The coordinate information is based on the Project site plan showing the plotting of each lot in 
relationship to El Sobrante Road and McAllister Street.  The site plan was used to identify the 
relationship between the roadway centerline elevation, the pad elevation and the centerline distance 
to the noise barrier, and the building façade.  The exterior noise levels at the backyard receivers were 
placed five feet above the pad elevation and ten feet from the proposed barrier location or at the 
proposed building façade, whichever is greater (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 31) 
 
Future vehicle noise from El Sobrante Road and McAllister Street is the principal source of community 
noise that will impact the Project site.  The Project will also experience some background traffic noise 
impacts from the Project’s internal roads, however due to the distance, topography and low traffic 
volume/speeds, traffic noise from these roads would not make a significant contribution to the noise 
environment.  Mitigation Measures have been identified (refer to Mitigation Measures M-N-2 and M-N-
3) to reduce the exterior and interior noise levels to satisfy the County of Riverside transportation 
related CNEL noise criteria for residential development.   
 
Exterior Noise Levels 
Using the FHWA traffic noise prediction model, the expected future exterior noise levels for individual 
lots were calculated.  Table EA-24, Future On-Site Exterior Noise Levels, below presents a summary 
of future exterior noise level impacts in the outdoor living areas (backyards).  The on-site traffic noise 
level impacts indicate that the lots adjacent to El Sobrante Road and McAllister Street would 
experience uncontrolled exterior noise levels ranging from 58.4 to 72.5 dBA CNEL (Urban 
Crossroads, 2014a, p. 45) 
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Table EA-24 Future On-Site Exterior Noise Levels 

 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014a, Table 7-1) 

 
To satisfy the County of Riverside 65 dBA CNEL exterior noise level standards for single-family 
residential development, the planned 6-foot high noise barriers for lots adjacent to McAllister Street 
and El Sobrante Road are required.  With the planned noise barriers shown on Exhibits ES-A and ES-
B of the Noise Impact Analysis for the proposed Project, and assuming implementation of Mitigation 
Measure M-N-2, the future exterior noise levels with mitigation would range from 52.9 to 64.4 dBA 
CNEL.  The noise analysis shows that the recommended noise barriers would satisfy the County of 
Riverside 65 dBA CNEL exterior noise level standards (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 45).  Thus, no 
additional mitigation measures are warranted. 
 
Interior Noise Levels 
To ensure that interior noise levels of proposed residential homes comply with the County of Riverside 
45 dBA CNEL interior noise standards, future noise levels were calculated at the first and second floor 
building facades. 
 
The interior noise level is the difference between the predicted exterior noise level at the building 
façade and the noise reduction of the structure.  Typical building construction provides a noise level 
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reduction of approximately 12 dBA with "windows open" and a minimum 25 dBA noise reduction with 
"windows closed."  However, sound leaks, cracks, and openings within the window assembly can 
greatly diminish its effectiveness in reducing noise.  Several methods are used to improve interior 
noise reduction, including: (1) weather-stripped solid core exterior doors; (2) upgraded dual glazed 
windows; (3) mechanical ventilation/air conditioning; and (4) exterior wall/roof assembles free of cut 
outs or openings  (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 47). 
 
To provide the necessary interior noise level reduction, Table EA-25 First Floor Interior Noise Impacts, 
and Table EA-26, Second Floor Interior Noise Impacts, indicate that residential homes facing El 
Sobrante Road and McAllister Street would require a windows closed condition and a means of 
mechanical ventilation (e.g. air conditioning).  Table EA-25 shows that the future uncontrolled noise 
levels at the first floor building façade are expected to range from 52.8 to 66.9 dBA CNEL.  The first 
floor interior noise level analysis shows that the County of Riverside 45 dBA CNEL interior noise level 
standards can be satisfied using standard windows with a minimum STC rating of 27.  Table EA-26 
shows that the future noise levels at the second floor building façade are expected to range from 57.7 
to 72.1 dBA CNEL, and windows with a minimum STC rating of 27 are expected to satisfy the County 
of Riverside’s 45 dBA CNEL interior noise level standards for lots 1 to 5, 8 to 10, 18, 19, 30 to 36, and 
189 to 197 adjacent to El Sobrante Road and McAllister Street.  Lots 84 to 93 adjacent to El Sobrante 
Road would require upgraded second floor windows with a minimum STC rating of 31. 
 
The noise analysis shows that with the incorporation of Mitigation Measure M-N-3, the Project would 
satisfy the County of Riverside 45 dBA CNEL interior noise level standards for single-family residential 
development.  A final noise study shall be prepared prior to obtaining building permits for the Project.  
This report would finalize the Project Design Features proposed in this study using the precise 
grading plans and actual building design specifications, and may include additional abatement, if 
necessary, to meet the County of Riverside 45 dBA CNEL interior noise level standard. (Urban 
Crossroads, 2014a, p. 47).   
 
Implementation of the required mitigation would ensure that potential impacts to future residents 
associated with exterior and interior noise levels would be reduced to a less than significant level. 
 
Off-Site Project-Related Traffic Noise Impacts  

Traffic generated by the proposed Project would influence the traffic noise levels in surrounding off-
site areas.  To quantify the off-site traffic noise level increases on the surrounding off-site areas, the 
changes in traffic noise levels on 21 roadway segments surrounding the Project site were estimated 
based on the change in the average daily traffic (ADT) volumes.  The traffic noise levels provided in 
this analysis are based on the traffic forecasts found in the Lake Ranch (Tract No. 36730) Traffic 
Impact Analysis (IS/MND Appendix K).  To assess the off-site noise level impacts associated with the 
proposed Project, noise contour boundaries were developed for Existing, Year 2016, and Year 2035 
traffic conditions.  Noise contour boundaries represent the equal levels of noise exposure and are 
measured in CNEL from the center of the roadway.  Noise contours were developed for the following 
traffic scenarios: 
 
 Existing Without / With Project: This scenario refers to the existing present-day noise 

conditions, without the Project and with the construction of the proposed Project. 

 Year 2016 Without / With Project: This scenario refers to the background noise conditions at 
future Year 2016 with and without the proposed Project.  This scenario corresponds to 2016 
conditions, and includes all cumulative projects identified in the Traffic Impact Analysis. 
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Table EA-25 First Floor Interior Noise Impacts 

 
Notes: 
All values shown in Table EA-25 are dBA CNEL. 
1  Exterior noise level at the facade with a windows closed condition requiring a means of mechanical 

ventilation (e.g. air conditioning). 
2  Noise reduction required to satisfy the 45 dBA CNEL interior noise standards. 
3  A minimum of 25 dBA noise reduction is assumed with standard building construction. 
4  Does the required interior noise reduction trigger upgraded with a minimum STC rating of greater than 

27? 
5  Estimated interior noise level with minimum STC rating for all windows. 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014a, Table 7-2) 
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Table EA-26 Second Floor Interior Noise Impacts 

 
Notes: 
All values shown in Table EA-26 are dBA CNEL. 
1  Exterior noise level at the facade with a windows closed condition requiring a means of 

mechanical ventilation (e.g. air conditioning). 
2  Noise reduction required to satisfy the 45 dBA CNEL interior noise standards. 
3  Estimated interior noise reduction with the recommended STC ratings. 
4  Does the required interior noise reduction trigger upgraded with a minimum STC rating of 

greater than 27? 
5  Estimated interior noise level with the recommended STC rating for all windows. 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014a, Table 7-3) 
 

 Year 2035 Without / With Project: This scenario refers to the background noise conditions at 
future Year 2035 with and without the proposed Project.  This scenario corresponds to 2035 
conditions, and includes all cumulative projects identified in the Traffic Impact Analysis 
prepared for the proposed Project (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 33). 

 
The noise contours do not take into account the effect of any existing noise barriers or topography 
that may affect ambient noise levels.  Tables 6-1 through 6-6 of the Noise Impact Analysis (IS/MND 
Appendix J) present a summary of the uncontrolled exterior traffic noise levels for the 21 study area 
roadway segments analyzed from the “without Project” and “with Project” conditions in each of the 
three timeframes: Existing, Year 2016, and Year 2035 conditions.  Appendix 6.1 to the Noise Impact 
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Analysis (IS/MND Appendix J) includes a summary of the traffic noise level contours for each of the 
six traffic scenarios. 
 
A significant off-site traffic noise level impact would occur if the without Project noise levels at nearby 
noise-sensitive receivers: 
 
 Are less than 60 dBA CNEL and the Project creates a readily perceptible 5 dBA CNEL or 

greater noise level increase, or; 

 Range from 60 to 65 dBA CNEL and the project creates a barely perceptible 3 dBA CNEL or 
greater project noise level increase; or 

 Already exceed 65 dBA CNEL, and the project creates a community noise level impact of 
greater than 1.5 dBA CNEL (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 33) 

 
As shown on Table EA-27, Existing Off-Site Project-Related Traffic Noise Impacts, for existing 
conditions, the Project would increase the off-site traffic noise levels between 0.0 to 3.3 dBA CNEL on 
the off-site roadway segments.  All noise increases attributable to the Project would be less than 1.5 
dBA CNEL, except for the roadway segment of McAllister Street north of El Sobrante Road, where the 
Project would contribute an increase of 3.3 dBA.  As shown in Table EA-27, this segment of McAlister 
Street has noise levels less than 60 dBA CNEL under existing conditions; therefore, the Project’s 
contribution to noise levels along this roadway segment would be less than significant based on the 
above-described significance criteria.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 40) 
 
Table EA-28, Year 2016 Off-Site Project-Related Traffic Noise Impacts, indicates that for Year 2016 
conditions, the Project would increase the off-site traffic noise levels between 0.0 to 1.6 dBA CNEL.  
All Project-related noise increases would be less than 1.5 dBA CNEL, except for the segment of 
McAllister Street north of Street A, where the Project-related noise increase would be 1.6 dBA CNEL.  
As shown in Table EA-28, this segment is projected to have a noise level of 61.0 dBA CNEL without 
the addition of Project traffic; therefore, impacts along this segment would be less than significant 
based on the above-described significance criteria.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 40) 
 
Table EA-29, Year 2035 Off-Site Project-Related Traffic Noise Impacts, indicates that for Year 2035 
conditions, the Project would increase the off-site traffic noise levels between 0.0 to 0.8 dBA CNEL.  
Because the Project would not result in an off-site noise increase of 1.5 dBA CNEL on any study area 
road segment, impacts would be less than significant based on the above-described significance 
criteria.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 40) 
 
The above analysis demonstrates that the Project’s contributions to roadway noise levels would be 
less than significant for Existing, Year 2016, and Year 2035 conditions.  Therefore, the proposed 
Project would not create a substantial permanent increase in traffic-related noise levels or expose 
persons to noise levels in excess of the exterior noise level standards established by the County of 
Riverside, and the Project's traffic-related noise effects to sensitive receptors located off-site would be 
less than significant. 
 
d) As detailed in the Noise Impact Analysis prepared for the proposed project (IS/MND Appendix 
J), potential groundborne vibration/noise impacts could occur in association with vehicular traffic and 
construction activities.  Ground-borne vibration levels from automobile traffic are generally 
overshadowed by vibration generated by heavy trucks that roll over the same uneven roadway 
surfaces.  However, due to the rapid drop-off rate of ground-borne vibration and the short duration of  
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Table EA-27 Existing Off-Site Project-Related Traffic Noise Impacts 

 
1  Sources: City of Riverside General Plan Land Use Policy Map, November 2007, and the County of 

Riverside General Plan, Lake Mathews Area Land Use Plan, October 2003. 
2  Significance Criteria (Section 4, Table 4-1, of the Noise Impact Analysis, IS/MND Appendix J). 
"n/a" = Roadway segment does not exist. 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014a, Table 6-7) 
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Table EA-28 Year 2016 Off-Site Project-Related Traffic Noise Impacts 

 
1  Sources: City of Riverside General Plan Land Use Policy Map, November 2007, and the County of 

Riverside General Plan, Lake Mathews Area Land Use Plan, October 2003. 
2  Significance Criteria (Section 4, Table 4-1, of the Noise Impact Analysis, IS/MND Appendix J). 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014a, Table 6-8) 
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Table EA-29 Year 2035 Off-Site Project-Related Traffic Noise Impacts 

 
1  Sources: City of Riverside General Plan Land Use Policy Map, November 2007, and the County of 

Riverside General Plan, Lake Mathews Area Land Use Plan, October 2003. 
2  Significance Criteria (Section 4, Table 4-1, of the Noise Impact Analysis, IS/MND Appendix J). 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014a, Table 6-9) 

 
the associated events, vehicular traffic-induced ground-borne vibration is rarely perceptible beyond 
the roadway right-of-way, and rarely results in vibration levels that cause damage to buildings in the 
vicinity.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 31) 
 
However, while vehicular traffic is rarely perceptible, construction has the potential to result in varying 
degrees of temporary ground vibration, depending on the specific construction activities and 
equipment used.  Ground vibration levels associated with various types of construction equipment are 
summarized on Table EA-30, Vibration Source Levels for Construction Equipment.  Based on the 
representative vibration levels presented for various construction equipment types, it is possible to 
estimate the human response (annoyance) using the following vibration assessment methods defined 
by the Federal Transportation Administration (FTA).  To describe the human response (annoyance) 
associated with vibration impacts the FTA provides the following equation: LVdB(D) = LVdB(25 ft) – 
30log(D/25).  (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 31) 
 
The blasting of hard rock areas is a major source of potential vibration impacts to nearby residential 
receivers when conducted during construction activities.  The intensity of the vibration impacts 
associated with rock blasting depends on location, size, material, shape of the rock, and the methods 
used to crack it.  While a blasting contractor can design the blasts to stay below a given vibration level  
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Table EA-30 Vibration Source Levels for Construction Equipment 

 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014a, Table 5-7) 
 

that could cause damage to nearby sensitive structures, it is difficult to design blasts that are not 
perceptible to receivers in the vicinity of the blast site.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 32) 
  
Construction Vibration Impacts 

Construction activity can result in varying degrees of ground vibration, depending on the equipment 
and methods used, distance to the affected structures and soil type.  It is expected that ground-borne 
vibration from Project construction activities would cause only intermittent, localized intrusion. The 
proposed Project’s construction activities most likely to cause vibration impacts include but are not 
limited to the following (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 67): 
 
 Heavy Construction Equipment: Although all heavy mobile construction equipment has the 

potential of causing at least some perceptible vibration while operating close to building, the 
vibration is usually short-term and is not of sufficient magnitude to cause building damage.  It is 
not expected that heavy equipment such as large bulldozers would operate close enough to any 
residences to cause a vibration impact. 

 Trucks: Trucks hauling building materials to construction sites can be sources of vibration intrusion 
if the haul routes pass through residential neighborhoods on streets with bumps or potholes.  
Repairing the bumps and potholes generally eliminates the problem. 

 Blasting: The intensity of the vibration impacts associated with rock blasting depends on location, 
size, material, shape of the rock, and the methods used to crack it. 

 
Ground-borne vibration levels resulting from construction activities occurring within the Project site 
were estimated by data published by the Federal Transit Administration.  Construction activities that 
would occur within the Project site are expected to include grading and blasting, which would have the 
potential to generate low levels of ground-borne vibration.  Using the vibration source level of 
construction equipment provided on Table EA-30 and the construction vibration assessment 
methodology published by the FTA, it is possible to estimate the Project vibration impacts.  Table EA-
31, Construction Equipment Noise Levels, presents the expected Project related vibration levels at 
each of the ten sensitive receiver locations. 
 
Based on the reference vibration levels provided by the FTA, shown on Table EA-30, a large 
bulldozer represents the peak source of vibration with a reference level of 87 VdB at a distance of 25 
feet.  At distances ranging from 94 to 1,178 feet from the Project site, construction vibration levels are 
expected to range from 7.8 to 69.7 VdB. Using the construction vibration assessment methods 
provided by the FTA, the proposed Project would not include nor require equipment, facilities, or  
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Table EA-31 Construction Equipment Noise Levels 

 
1  Noise receiver locations are shown on Exhibit 8-A of the Noise Impact Analysis (IS/MND Appendix J). 
2  Based on the Vibration Source Levels of Construction Equipment included on Table EA-30. 
3  Does the Peak Vibration exceed the FTA maximum acceptable vibration standard of 80 (VdB)? 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014a, Table 9-10) 

 
activities that would result in a perceptible human response (annoyance).  Accordingly, construction-
related vibration impacts would be less than significant.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 68)  
 
Hard Rock Blasting Ground-Borne Vibration 

The construction of the proposed Project would include blasting of hard rock areas, which is a major 
source of potential vibration impacts to nearby residential receivers.  The intensity of the vibration 
impacts associated with rock blasting depends on location, size, material, shape of the rock, and the 
methods used to crack it.  While a blasting contractor can design the blasts to stay below a given 
vibration level that could cause damage to nearby sensitive structures, it is difficult to design blasts 
that are not perceptible to receivers in the vicinity of the blast site.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 68) 
 
To reduce the risk of damage to the adjacent homes, traditional blasting methods utilizing explosives 
should not occur within 200 feet from any existing home.  The use of alternate rock breaking methods 
must be used within 200 feet from any existing noise-sensitive homes.  The Transportation and 
Construction Vibration Guidance Manual provides the human perception thresholds for vibration due 
to blasting at a peak particle velocity (PPV) level of 0.02 in/sec, and provides vibration velocity levels 
for various building materials susceptibile to damage.  For residential structures, the threshold of 
damage for vibration is approximately 3.0 in/sec (PPV) for cosmetic cracking and damage.  (Urban 
Crossroads, 2014a, pp. 68-69) 
 
It is anticipated that blasting-related impacts would represent a significant impact for which mitigation 
would be required.  To reduce blasting-related impacts to a level below significance, Mitigation 
Measure M-N-1 has been imposed on the Project, requiring the preparation and implementation of a 
Blasting Noise and Vibration Monitoring And Abatement Plan during construction activities.  A pre- 
and post-blast survey radius of approximately 200 feet is required to assess the potential vibration 
level radius due to blasting activities and shall include the inspection of the closest residential 
structures.  Existing defects or damage must be noted and documented to determine the conditions of 
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the closest residential homes, and surveys shall be offered to homeowners to assess such damage.  
Neighborhood meetings, notifications, or posting of signs are all required as part of the Blasting Noise 
And Vibration Monitoring and Abatement Plan to notify nearby homeowners of the blasting activities.  
To reduce adverse effects, Mitigation Measure M-N-1 also requires that rock blasting activities be 
limited during the permitted hours for construction activity between 6:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., during 
the months of June through September, and 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., during the months of October 
through May, as required by the County of Riverside Code of Ordinances.  Further, the identified 
mitigation requires the blasting contractor to design the blasts using alternative methods when located 
within 200 feet of existing residential structures, and when necessary, reduce vibration velocity levels 
from each blast below the damage threshold of 3.0 in/sec. A blast signal shall be used to notify nearby 
residents that blasting is about to occur.  Lastly, all complaints must be responded to and investigated 
as they occur.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 69) 
 
With implementation of the required mitigation, the vibration levels at nearby residential receivers 
would be reduced.  Because Mitigation Measure M-N-1 includes measures identified by the California 
Department of Transportation, Transportation and Construction Vibration Guidance Manual, the 
vibration velocity levels due to blasting activities are expected to be reduced to less-than-significant 
levels.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, pp. 69-70) 
 
Soil Import Truck Haul Trips 

The Project site will require 102,877 cubic yards (c.y.) of import material in order to balance2.  Soil 
import would take place for approximately eight months concurrent with grading activities during 
Project construction.  To assess the potential vibration impacts from truck haul trips associated with 
soil import activities, the human threshold of perception for vibration of 0.02 in/sec (PPV) is used.  
Truck vibration levels are dependent on vehicle characteristics, load, speed, and pavement condition.  
Typical vibration levels for the proposed Project’s heavy truck activity at normal traffic speeds would 
not exceed 0.02 in/sec. Truck deliveries transiting on-site would be travelling at very low speeds so it 
is expected that delivery truck vibration impacts at nearby homes would not exceed the vibration 
threshold for human perception identified by the California Department of Transportation of 0.02 in/sec 
(PPV), and therefore, would be less than significant.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 70) 
 
Conclusion 

As indicated in the preceding analysis, the Project construction vibration levels ranging from 7.8 to  
69.7 VdB are not expected to exceed the Federal Transportation Administration (FTA) maximum 
acceptable vibration standard of 80 VdB. Based on the California Department of Transportation, 
Transportation and Construction Vibration Guidance Manual, and with the incorporation of Mitigation 
Measure M-N-1, the vibration levels from blasting activities and soil import truck haul trips would not 
exceed the human perception threshold of 0.02 in/sec or the residential structure damage threshold of 
3.0 in/sec.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 70) 
 
Further, impacts at the site of the closest sensitive receiver are unlikely to be sustained during the 
entire construction period, but would occur rather only during the times that heavy construction 
equipment is operating adjacent to the Project site perimeter.  Moreover, construction at the Project 
site would be restricted to the daytime hours consistent with County requirements thereby eliminating 
                                                 
 
2 It should be noted that the Project’s Noise Impact Analysis (IS/MND Appendix J) assumes the Project would 
require up to 223,000 c.y. of soil import; thus, the Noise Impact Analysis presents a “worst-case” analysis of 
potential impacts associated with haul truck trips. 
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potential vibration impacts during the sensitive nighttime hours.  On this basis the potential for the 
Project to result in exposure of persons to, or generation of, excessive ground-borne vibration is 
determined to be less than significant.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014a, p. 70) 
 
Mitigation:   
 
M-N-1 (Condition of Approval 10.HEALTH.002) In order to reduce construction-related noise 

affecting nearby noise sensitive residential land uses to the maximum feasible extent, 
the following requirements shall apply: 

 
 Whenever a construction site is located within one-quarter (1/4) mile of an 

occupied residence or residences construction activities shall be limited 
between the hours of 6:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., during the months of June 
through September, and 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., during the months of October 
through May.  Exceptions to these standards shall be allowed only with the 
written consent of the building official. 

 
 The location of construction equipment and  noise from this equipment shall be 

reduced during construction of the Project through the use of such methods as: 
 

 During all Project site construction, the construction contractors shall 
equip all construction equipment, fixed or mobile, with properly 
operating and maintained mufflers, consistent with manufacturers’ 
standards.  The construction contractor shall place all stationary 
construction equipment so that emitted noise is directed away from the 
noise sensitive receivers nearest the Project site. 

 The construction contractor shall locate equipment staging in areas that 
will create the greatest distance between construction-related noise 
sources and noise sensitive receivers nearest the Project site (i.e., to 
the east) during all Project construction. 

 In order to reduce nighttime noise level contributions, it is recommended 
that outgoing flatbed trailer loading occur during the daytime or evening 
hours before Project site delivery, and that the loaded trailer be parked 
near the driveway to the site. This will reduce the duration of equipment 
pick-up activity noise and increase the distance between the nearest 
noise receivers. 

 The construction contractor shall limit haul truck deliveries to the same 
hours specified for construction equipment (between the hours of 6:00 
a.m. and 6:00 p.m., during the months of June through September, and 
7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., during the months of October through May). 

 No music or electronically reinforced speech from construction workers 
shall be audible at noise-sensitive properties. 

 
 During grading/blasting activities within hard rock areas, the Project shall 

adhere to the following requirements: 
 Pre-blasting inspections shall be offered to homes within 200 feet of the 

hard rock areas. 
o Existing damage of each structure shall be documented. 
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o Post-blasting inspections shall be offered to assess new or 
additional damage to each residential structure once blasting 
activities have ceased. 

 Traditional rock blasting methods shall not occur within 200 feet from 
any residential home.  In these areas rock breaking must be performed 
with nonexplosive methods. 

 Blasting mats shall be used whenever feasible to further reduce the 
noise from blasting activities. 

 Nearby residential homes shall be notified via postings on the 
construction site 24 hours before the occurrence of major construction 
related noise and vibration impacts (such as grading and rock blasting) 
which may affect them. 

 The County may impose conditions and procedures on the blasting 
operations as necessary.  The construction contractor shall comply with 
these measures for the duration of the blasting permit.  The County may 
inspect the blast site and materials at any reasonable time (pursuant to 
County of Riverside Ordinance No. 787). 

 
M-N-2 (Condition of Approval 10.HEALTH.002)  To satisfy the County of Riverside 65 dBA 

CNEL exterior noise level standards for single-family residential development, 6-foot 
high noise barriers for lots adjacent to McAllister Street and El Sobrante Road are 
required as depicted on Exhibits ES-A and ES-B of the Project’s Noise Impact 
Analysis, prepared by Urban Crossroads and dated December 11, 2014.  Construction 
of the required barriers would reduce the future exterior noise levels to between 52.9 
and 64.4 dBA CNEL.  The recommended noise control barriers shall be constructed so 
that the top of each wall extends to the recommended height above the pad elevation 
of the lot it is shielding.  When the road is elevated above the pad elevation, the barrier 
shall extend to the recommended height above the highest point between the 
residential home and the road.  The barriers shall provide a weight of at least 4 pounds 
per square foot of face area with no decorative cutouts or line-of-sight openings 
between shielded areas and the roadways.  The noise barrier may be constructed 
using one of the following materials: 
 Masonry block 
 Stucco veneer over wood framing (or foam core), or 1 inch thick tongue and 

groove wood of sufficient weight per square foot 
 Glass (1/4 inch thick), or other transparent material with sufficient weight per 

square foot 
 Earthen berm 
 Any combination of these construction materials 

 
The barrier must present a solid face from top to bottom.  Unnecessary openings or 
decorative cutouts should not be made.  All gaps (except for weep holes) should be 
filled with grout or caulking. 

 
M-N-3 (Condition of Approval 10.HEALTH.002)  To satisfy the County of Riverside 45 dBA 

CNEL interior noise level criteria, lots facing El Sobrante Road and McAllister Street 
will require a Noise Level Reduction (NLR) of up to 27.1 dBA and a windows closed 
condition requiring a means of mechanical ventilation (e.g. air conditioning).  In order to 
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meet the County of Riverside 45 dBA CNEL interior noise standards the Project shall 
provide the following or equivalent Project Design Features: 

 
 Windows: 

 All windows and sliding glass doors shall be well fitted, well weather-
stripped assemblies and shall have a minimum sound transmission 
class (STC) rating of 27. 

 Lots 84 to 93 adjacent to El Sobrante Road will require upgraded 
second floor windows with a minimum STC rating of 31. 

 
 Doors: All exterior doors shall be well weather-stripped solid core assemblies at 

least one and three-fourths-inch thick. 
 

 Roof: Roof sheathing of wood construction shall be well fitted or caulked 
plywood of at least one-half inch thick.  Ceilings shall be well fitted, well-sealed 
gypsum board of at least one-half inch thick.  Insulation with at least a rating of 
R-19 shall be used in the attic space. 
 

 Attic: Attic vents should be oriented away from El Sobrante Road and McAllister 
Street.  If such an orientation cannot be avoided, then an acoustical baffle shall 
be placed in the attic space behind the vents. 
 

 Ventilation: Arrangements for any habitable room shall be such that any exterior 
door or window can be kept closed when the room is in use.  A forced air 
circulation system (e.g. air conditioning) shall be provided which satisfies the 
requirements of the Uniform Mechanical Code.  Wall mounted air conditioners 
shall not be used. 
 

 Furnishings: All bedrooms, when in use, are expected to contain furniture or 
other materials that absorb sound equivalent to the absorption provided by wall-
to-wall carpeting over a conventional pad. 

 
With the interior Project Design Features provided in this study, the proposed Lake 
Ranch (Tract No. 36730) is expected to meet the County of Riverside 45 dBA CNEL 
interior noise level standards for residential development.  A final noise study shall be 
prepared prior to obtaining building permits for the Project.  This report would finalize 
the Project Design Features proposed in this study using the precise grading plans and 
actual building design specifications, and may include additional abatement, if 
necessary, to meet the County of Riverside 45 dBA CNEL interior noise level standard. 

Monitoring:    
 
M-N-1 Prior to approval of grading plans and/or issuance of building permits, the Riverside 

County Building and Safety Department shall ensure the Project’s plans include the 
required notes.  Prior to issuance of grading permits, the County shall review and 
approve a Noise Abatement Plan, which shall be adhered to by construction 
contractors during all construction activities on-site.  Prior to issuance of grading 
permits that include hard rock areas, a Blasting Noise and Vibration Monitoring and 
Abatement Plan shall be approved by Riverside County, and construction contractors 
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shall be required to adhere to the requirements specified therein during all grading 
activities involving hard rock blasting. 

 
M-N-2 Prior to building permit final inspection, the Riverside County Building and Safety 

Department shall ensure that the required noise barriers have been constructed. 
 
M-N-3 Prior to issuance of building permits, the Riverside County Building and Safety 

Department shall ensure that the building plans include the required noise attenuation 
measures, and shall verify the required features have been constructed prior to 
building permit final inspection. 

 
POPULATION AND HOUSING  Would the project 
35. Housing 

a) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing else-
where? 

    

b) Create a demand for additional housing, 
particularly housing affordable to households earning 80% 
or less of the County’s median income? 

    

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, neces-
sitating the construction of replacement housing else-
where? 

    

d) Affect a County Redevelopment Project Area?     
e) Cumulatively exceed official regional or local 

population projections? 
    

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

    

 
Source:   Project Application Materials, Riverside County GIS (Riverside County, 2013), General Plan, 
General Plan Housing Element 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a & c) Under existing conditions, the Project site contains two existing single family homes, only one 
of which is occupied (Environ, 2013, p. 8; Google Earth, 2015).  The Project proposes to develop the 
site with up to 272 residential homes, which would provide new opportunities for housing in the 
County.  The elimination of the two existing homes on-site would not displace substantial numbers of 
existing housing or people requiring the construction of replacement housing elsewhere.  Accordingly, 
no impact would occur. 
 
b) The Project is a proposed residential community and would provide for 272 new homes 
providing housing for approximately 909 residents (Riverside County, 2013, Appendix E-1, Table E-2).  
The Project would provide for new housing opportunities on the site, which would help meet the 
current population growth trends in western Riverside County.  The residential dwelling units 
proposed as part of the Project would not result in an increased demand for affordable housing.  
Therefore, the proposed Project would not create a demand for additional housing, including housing 
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affordable to households earning 80% or less of the County’s median income, and no impact would 
occur. 
 
d) According to Riverside County GIS, the proposed Project site and off-site impact areas are not 
located within or adjacent to any County Redevelopment Project Areas (Riverside County, 2015).  
Accordingly, the Project has no potential to affect a County Redevelopment Project Area, and no 
impact would occur. 
 
e) The General Plan assigns the following land use designations to the Project site: RC-EDR (2.3 
acres), Rural Community-Low Density Residential (22.5 acres), Community Development-Medium 
Density (62.6 acres), and Community Development-Commercial Retail (11.6 acres) land uses.  
Therefore, and based on the residential density restrictions specified by Policy LMWAP 1.2, the 
General Plan assumes that the Lake Ranch property would be developed with up to 233 dwelling 
units and approximately 177,000 square feet of commercial retail uses.  The 233 dwelling units would 
yield a future population of 778 residents (Riverside County, 2013, Table E-2).  The 177,000 s.f. of 
commercial retail uses would generate approximately 354 jobs.  According to Appendix E to the 2003 
General Plan, the participation rate in Riverside County, which is the percent of the total population 
that is either employed or not employed but actively seeking employment, is 44.86% (Riverside 
County, 2003a).  Thus, the 354 new jobs that would be expected within the on-site CR land use 
designation would result in a total population increase in the County by 606 residents.  Accordingly, 
based on the existing General Plan land use designations applied to the Project site, buildout in 
accordance with the site’s existing designations would result in a future population increase of 
approximately 1,384 people.  
 
The Lake Ranch project proposes the development of 272 dwelling units and no commercial retail 
uses.  These 272 dwelling units would result in a future population of 909 people (Riverside County, 
2013, Appendix E-1, Table E-2).  Thus, future population associated with the proposed Project would 
be less than what would be reasonably expected based on the site’s existing General Plan land use 
designations.  Accordingly, the proposed Project would not cumulatively exceed official regional or 
local population projections, and no impact would occur.  
 
f) The proposed Project would develop the subject property with 272 residential homes.  At full 
build-out, the Project is estimated to provide housing for 909 people (Riverside County, 2013, Table 
E-2).   
It is unlikely that the Project could induce off-site population growth because the Project site abuts 
existing medium density residential development to the west.  Additionally, none of the improvements 
planned as part of the Project (e.g., proposed water and sewer lines) would remove impediments to 
growth such that the adjacent, largely undeveloped properties to the north and east would be induced 
to convert to urban uses.  Furthermore, all lands surrounding the Project site are planned by the 
Riverside County General Plan for development with residential uses at various densities, and it is 
unlikely that development of the Project site with residential uses would induce these nearby 
properties to be developed in accordance with their existing General Plan land use designations 
because there are no regional improvements proposed by the Project that would remove obstacles to 
development, such as the construction of a regional sewer line.    
 
Under CEQA, direct population growth by a project is not considered necessarily detrimental, 
beneficial, or of little significance to the environment.  Typically, population growth would be 
considered a significant impact pursuant to CEQA if it directly or indirectly affects the ability of 
agencies to provide needed public services and requires the expansion or new construction of public 
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facilities and utilities, or if it can be demonstrated that the potential growth results in a physical 
adverse environmental effect.  As documented in this IS/MND, activities of the proposed Project’s 
population would result in impacts associated with transportation/traffic while all other population-
based impacts would be less than significant.  Mitigation measures are provided in this IS/MND to 
reduce the Project’s transportation/traffic impacts to less-than-significant levels.  Accordingly, the 
Project’s impacts associated with population inducement would be less than significant. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
PUBLIC SERVICES   Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with 
the provision of new or physically altered government facilities or the 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:  
36. Fire Services     
 
Source:   Riverside County, 2003a, Safety Element; County of Riverside, 1986; Ordinance No. 659; 
Google Earth, 2014. 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
The Riverside County Fire Department provides fire protection services to the Project area.  Pursuant 
to the Riverside County Fire Department’s Fire Protection and Emergency Medical Master Plan, the 
Project would be classified as “Category II – Urban,” which requires a fire station to be within three (3) 
roadway miles of the Project and a full first alarm assignment team operating on the scene within 15 
minutes of dispatch.  The proposed Project would be primarily served by the Lake Hills Fire Station 
(Station No. 82), located at 17452 Lakepointe Drive, Riverside, CA 92503, or approximately two (2) 
roadway miles from the site, which would meet the Category II – Urban level of service criteria 
established by the Riverside County Fire Department (Google Maps, 2015). 
 
Development of the proposed Project would impact fire protection services by placing an additional 
demand on existing Riverside County Fire Department resources should its resources not be 
augmented.  To offset the increased demand for fire protection services, the proposed Project would 
be conditioned by the County to provide a minimum of fire safety and support fire suppression 
activities, including compliance with State and local fire codes, fire sprinklers, a fire hydrant system, 
paved access, and secondary access routes.  The Project also shall be conditioned to implement a 
Fuel Management Plan to minimize the risk of wildland fire hazards (refer to Condition of Approval 
60.FIRE.001 and 50.FIRE.005).  Furthermore, the Project would be required to comply with the 
provisions of the County’s Development Impact Fee (DIF) Ordinance (Ordinance No. 659), which 
requires a fee payment to assist the County in providing for public services, including fire protection 
services.  Payment of the DIF fee would ensure that the Project provides fair share funds for the 
provision of additional public services, including fire protection services, which may be applied to fire 
facilities and/or equipment, to offset the incremental increase in the demand for fire protection 
services that would be created by the Project. 
 
Based on the foregoing analysis, implementation of the Project would not result in the need for new or 
physically altered fire protection facilities, and would not exceed applicable service ratios or response 
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times for fire protections services.  Impacts would be less than significant and mitigation is not 
required. 
 
Mitigation:  No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:  No monitoring is required. 
 
37. Sheriff Services     
 
Source:   Riverside County, 2003a; Ordinance No. 659; Google Earth, 2014. 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
The Riverside County Sheriff’s Department provides community policing to the Project area via the 
Perris Sheriff’s Station located at 137 N. Perris Boulevard in the City of Perris, or approximately 16.2 
roadway miles from the Project site.  The Riverside County Sheriff’s Department has set a minimum 
level of service standard of 1.0 deputy per 1,000 people.   
 
At full buildout, the Project would introduce up to 909 new residents on the Project site.  There is not a 
direct correlation between population growth, the number of crimes committed, and the number of 
Sheriff’s Department personnel needed to respond to these increases.  As the population and use of 
an area increases, however, additional financing of equipment and manpower needs are required to 
meet the increased demand.  The proposed Project would result in an increase in the cumulative 
demand for services from the Riverside Sheriff’s Department.  To maintain the desirable level of 
service, buildout of the proposed Project would generate a demand for approximately one (1) deputy.  
The proposed Project would not, however, result in the need for new or expanded physical sheriff 
facilities because the addition of one new deputy would not necessitate the construction of new or 
modified sheriff facilities.  The proposed Project’s demand on sheriff protection services would not be 
significant on a direct basis because the Project would not create the need to construct a new Sheriff 
station or physically alter an existing station. 
 
The Project would be required to comply with the provisions of the County’s DIF Ordinance, which 
requires a fee payment to assist the County in providing for public services, including police protection 
services.  Payment of the DIF fee would ensure that the Project provides fair share funds for the 
provision of additional police protection services, which may be applied to sheriff facilities and/or 
equipment, to offset the incremental increase in the demand that would be created by the Project.  
The Project’s incremental demand for sheriff protection services would be less than significant with 
required payment of DIF fees. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:  No monitoring is required. 
 
38. Schools     
 
Source:   Riverside County, 2003b; State of California, 1998, California Senate Bill 50 (Greene); 
RUSD, 2014. 
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Findings of Fact:    
 
The construction of 272 new homes as proposed by the Project would increase the population in the 
local area and would, consequently, place greater demand on the existing public school system by 
generating additional students to be served by the Riverside Unified School District (RUSD).  
Elementary students generated by the Project would attend Lake Mathews Elementary School, 
located at 12252 Blackburn Road, in the City of Riverside (approximately 1.2 roadway miles west of 
the Project site).  The Project’s middle school students would attend Miller Middle School, located at 
17925 Krameria Avenue in Riverside (approximately 8.0 roadway miles east of the Project site).  The 
Project’s high school students would attend the Arlington High School, located at 2951 Jackson Street 
in Riverside (approximately 6.3 roadway miles North of the Project site) (RUSD, 2014).  Table EA-32, 
Project-Related School Services Demand, provides an estimate of future students that would be 
generated by the Project, based on the student generation factors provided in the Riverside County 
General Plan EIR (Riverside County, 2003b, Table 4.15E). 
 

Table EA-32 Project-Related School Services Demand 

School Type Project Units 
Student Generation 

Factor 
Total Number of 

Students 
Elementary 272 0.369 101 
Middle School 272 0.201 55 
High School 272 0.246 70 

Total Project-Related Students: 226 
Source: (Riverside County, 2003b, Table 4.15E). 
 
Although it is possible that the RUSD may ultimately need to construct new school facilities in the 
region to serve the growing population within their service boundaries, such facility planning is 
conducted by RUSD and is not the responsibility of the Project.  Furthermore, the proposed Project 
would be required to contribute fees to the RUSD in accordance with the Leroy F. Greene School 
Facilities Act of 1998 (Senate Bill 50).  Pursuant to Senate Bill 50, payment of school impact fees 
constitutes complete mitigation for project-related impacts to school services.  Therefore, mandatory 
payment of school impact fees would reduce the Project’s impacts to school facilities to a level below 
significant, and no mitigation would be required. 
 
Mitigation:  No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
39. Libraries     
 
Source: Riverside County, 2003a; Ordinance No. 659. 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
Implementation of the Project would result in an increase in the population in the Project area and 
would increase the demand for library services.  The Project would not generate the need for the 
physical construction of new or expanded public facilities.  There are no library facilities or expansion 
of library facilities proposed as part of the Project.   
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The Project would be required to comply with the provisions of the County’s DIF Ordinance, which 
requires a fee payment to assist the County in providing public services, including library services.  
Payment of the DIF fee would ensure that the Project provides fair share funds for the provision of 
library services, and these funds may be applied to the acquisition and/or construction of public 
services and/or equipment (including library books).  Mandatory payment of DIF fees would ensure 
that Project-related impacts to public services would be less than significant. 
 
Mitigation:  No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:  No monitoring is required. 
 
40. Health Services     
 
Source: Riverside County, 2003a; Riverside County, 2003b; Ordinance No. 659. 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
The proposed Project would increase the regional population and would thereby result in an increased 
demand for public health services.  New development, such as the proposed Project, would not have 
a significant direct effect on public health services because the increase in the County’s tax base 
would provide additional funding for public health services and facilities.  Furthermore, the Project 
would be required to comply with the provisions of the County’s DIF Ordinance, which requires a fee 
payment to assist the County in providing public services.  Payment of the DIF fee would ensure that 
the Project provides fair share funds for the provision of additional public services, and these funds 
may be applied to the acquisition and/or construction of public services and/or equipment.  Mandatory 
payment of DIF fees would ensure that Project-related impacts to public services would be less than 
significant. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
RECREATION 
41. Parks and Recreation 

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

    

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

    

c) Is the project located within a Community Service 
Area (CSA) or recreation and park district with a Com-
munity Parks and Recreation Plan (Quimby fees)? 

    

Source: Riverside County, 2013, Appendix E-1; Ordinance No. 460; RCLIS, 2014. 
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Findings of Fact:    
 
a&b) The Project would develop the subject property with 272 single family homes.  Pursuant to the 
population generation rates contained in the 2013 Draft Riverside County General Plan Update, the 
Project would accommodate approximately 909 residents (Riverside County, 2013, Appendix E-1, 
Table E-2).  Based on the requirement in Ordinance No. 460 to provide a minimum of five (5) acres of 
park land for each 1,000 residents, the Project would generate a demand for 5.5 acres of park land.  
 
The Project would construct 2.2 acres of park land and would also construct trails along the site’s 
frontages with McAllister Street and El Sobrante Road.  The Project also proposes a regional 
recreational trail along McAllister and El Sobrante, which is in addition to the 2.18 acre park site.  
Using the County of Riverside’s household density factor of 2.59 persons per household and a local 
park standard of 3.0 acres per 1,000 persons, the Project would generate a demand for 2.1 acres of 
park space.  Thus, the Project would meet local and Quimby Act requirements of 3.0 acres of 
parkland per 1,000 persons.  Additionally, there are several public parks in the vicinity of the Project 
site.  Refer to Figure 3-8, Park Locations and Distances, which shows the nearest public parks and 
their respective driving distances from the Project site.  Development of proposed recreational 
features within the Project site would have a physical impact on the environment.  However, impacts 
resulting from their construction are described throughout the analysis in this Initial Study.  In 
instances where significant impacts have been identified, mitigation measures are recommended in 
each applicable subsection of this Initial Study to reduce the impact to less-than-significant levels.  
Therefore, the construction of recreation facilities on-site would not result in any significant physical 
effects on the environment that are not already identified and disclosed as part of this Initial Study.  
Accordingly, additional mitigation measures beyond those identified throughout this Initial Study would 
not be required. 
 
Based on the foregoing analysis, it is concluded that the proposed Project would result in a less-than-
significant impact due to the construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might have an 
adverse physical effect on the environment.   
 
c) The Project site is not located within a County Service area (CSA) or a recreation and park 
district with a community parks and recreation plan.  No impact to the environment would result.  
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
42. Recreational Trails     

Source:   LMWAP, Figure 8 (Trails and Bikeway System) 
 
Findings of Fact:   
 
According to Figure 8 of the Lake Mathews/Woodcrest Area Plan, a Regional Trail is planned along 
the Project’s frontage with El Sobrante Road, with an additional segment of a Regional Trail planned 
adjacent to the natural drainage channel that skirts the northeastern corner of the Project site.  As 
shown on IS/MND Figure 3-9, a Regional Trail has been accommodated as part of the proposed 
improvements to El Sobrante Road, with an additional Regional Trail proposed along the Project’s 
frontage with McAllister Street.  Although no trail is planned by the Project adjacent to the drainage 
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due to the limited extent of this drainage on-site and the lack of connections to off-site portions of this 
trail, the Project would preserve this portion of the Project site as natural open space, thereby allowing 
for the future construction of a Regional Trail through this area.  Impacts associated with the Project’s 
planned improvements have been evaluated throughout this IS/MND, and where significant impacts 
have been identified, mitigation measures have been imposed on the Project to reduce impacts to 
below a level of significance.  Accordingly, implementation of the proposed Project would not result in 
environmental impacts associated with the construction of recreational trails, and no impact would 
occur. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC  Would the project 
43. Circulation 

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy 
establishing a measure of effectiveness for the perform-
ance of the circulation system, taking into account all 
modes of transportation, including mass transit and non-
motorized travel and relevant components of the circulation 
system, including but not limited to intersections, streets, 
highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and 
mass transit? 

    

      b)  Conflict with an applicable congestion management 
program, including, but not limited to level of service 
standards and travel demand measures, or other standards 
established by the county congestion management agency 
for designated roads or highways? 

    

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including 
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in location 
that results in substantial safety risks? 

    

d)  Alter waterborne, rail or air traffic?     
e) Substantially increase hazards due to a design 

feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or 
incompatible uses (e.g. farm equipment)? 

    

f)  Cause an effect upon, or a need for new or altered 
maintenance of roads? 

    

g) Cause an effect upon circulation during the project’s 
construction? 

    

h)  Result in inadequate emergency access or access to 
nearby uses? 

    

i)  Conflict with adopted policies, plans or programs 
regarding public transit, bikeways or pedestrian facilities, or 
otherwise substantially decrease the performance or safety 
of such facilities? 

    

 
Source:   RCIP; Ordinance No. 460; Ordinance No. 461; Urban Crossroads, 2014d; RCTC, 2011; 
Google Earth, 2014.   
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Findings of Fact:    
 
a) For purposes of analyzing the Project’s potential impacts to traffic, the County of Riverside 
identified the traffic impact study area in conformance with their Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) 
preparation guidelines.  Based on these guidelines, the minimum area to be studied includes any 
intersections to which the Project is anticipated to contribute 50 or more peak-hour trips.  With this 
County of Riverside requirement, and in consultation with the City of Riverside, the traffic study area 
includes 11 existing and future intersections (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 4).  Refer to IS/MND 
Appendix K for more information about the analysis methodologies employed in the Project-specific 
TIA prepared by Urban Crossroads.  
 
Thresholds of Significance 

The definition of an intersection deficiency has been obtained from each of the applicable surrounding 
jurisdictions, which within the Project’s study area includes Riverside County, the City of Riverside, 
and Caltrans facilities.  Within the County of Riverside, the acceptable level of service (LOS) is LOS C 
on all County-maintained roads and conventional State Highways.  As an exception, LOS D may be 
allowed in Community Development areas at intersections of any combination of Secondary 
Highways, Major Highways, Arterial Highways, Urban Arterial Highways, Expressways or 
conventional State Highways.  LOS E may be allowed in designated Community Centers to the extent 
that it would support transit-oriented development and pedestrian communities.  (Urban Crossroads, 
2014b, p. 17)  Within the City of Riverside, LOS D is considered an acceptable level of service for 
intersections of Collector or higher classification (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 18).  For Caltrans 
Facilities, Caltrans endeavors to maintain a target LOS at the transition between LOS C and LOS D 
on State Highway System facilities, however, Caltrans acknowledges that this may not always be 
feasible and recommends that the lead agency consult with Caltrans to determine the appropriate 
target LOS.  Consistent with the County of Riverside minimum LOS of LOS D, LOS D will be used as 
the target LOS at arterial-to-freeway ramps. (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 18)  Table EA-33, 
Summary of LOS Criteria and Thresholds of Significance for Study Area Intersections, summarizes 
the applicable level of service (LOS) threshold for each study area intersection.   
 
Existing Conditions 

Under existing conditions, the Project site is undeveloped and does not generate traffic.  Existing 
traffic counts in the study area were collected in January, June, and August 2014.  Those days were 
representative of typical weekday peak hour traffic conditions in the study area, as no observations 
were made in the field by Urban Crossroads that would indicate atypical traffic conditions on this date 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 30).  Based on those traffic counts, and as depicted in Table EA-34, 
Existing (2014) Conditions Intersection Analysis, all existing intersections in the study area operate at 
acceptable LOS, with the exception of the La Sierra Av. / El Sobrante Rd. intersection which operated 
at a LOS “E” at PM Peak hour conditions.  The La Sierra Av. / El Sobrante Rd. intersection warrants a 
traffic signal under existing conditions to achieve an acceptable LOS (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 
30).   
 
Traffic signal warrants for Existing traffic conditions are based on existing peak hour intersection 
turning volumes.  For Existing traffic conditions, a traffic signal appears to currently be warranted at 
the following unsignalized study area intersections (see Appendix “3.3” to the Project’s Traffic Impact 
Analysis in IS/MND Appendix K): La Sierra Av. / El Sobrante Rd.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 34) 
 
A queuing analysis was performed for the westbound and eastbound off-ramps at the SR-91 Freeway 
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Table EA-33 Summary of LOS Criteria and Thresholds of Significance for Study Area 
Intersections 

 
1 2010 HCM = 2010 Highway Capacity Manual Methodology 
2 AWS = All-way Stop; CSS = Cross-street Stop; TS = Traffic Signal 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014b, Table 2-4) 
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Table EA-34 Existing (2014) Conditions Intersection Analysis 

 
BOLD = LOS does not meet the applicable jurisdictional requirements (i.e., unacceptable LOS). 
1  When a right turn is designated, the lane can either be striped or unstriped. To function as a right turn lane there must 

be sufficient width for right turning vehicles to travel outside the through lanes.  L = Left; T = Through; R = Right; d= 
Defacto Right Turn Lane; > = Right‐Turn Overlap Phasing 

2  Per the 2010 Highway Capacity Manual, overall average intersection delay and level of service are shown for 
intersections with a traffic signal or all‐way stop control.   For intersections with cross street stop control, the delay and 
level of service for the worst individual movement (or movements sharing a single lane) are shown. 

3  CSS = Cross‐street Stop; AWS = All‐Way Stop; TS = Traffic Signal 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014b, Table 3-1) 
 
at La Sierra Avenue interchange to assess vehicle queues for the off ramps that may potentially 
impact peak hour operations at the ramp-to-arterial intersections and may potentially “spill back” onto 
the SR-91 Freeway mainline.  Queuing analysis findings are presented in Table EA-35, Peak Hour 
Off-Ramp Queuing Analysis for Existing (2014) Conditions.  It is important to note that off-ramp 
lengths are consistent with the measured distance between the intersection and the freeway mainline.  
As shown on Table EA-35, there are no existing queuing issues.  Worksheets for Existing conditions 
off-ramp queuing analysis are provided in Appendix “3.4” of the Project’s Traffic Impact Analysis 
(IS/MND Appendix K). 
 
Project Trip Generation and Distribution 

Trip generation represents the amount of traffic that is attracted to and produced by a development 
project.  Determining traffic generation for a specific project is based upon forecasting the amount of 
traffic that is expected to be both attracted to and produced by the specific land uses proposed for a 
given development.  The Project is estimated to produce an estimated 2,589 daily vehicle trips, 
including 204 trips during the AM Peak Hour and 272 trips during the PM Peak Hour, as indicated 
previously in IS/MND Table 3-5 (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 39).  For more information about trip 
generation, refer to IS/MND Appendix K. 
 
Trip distribution is the process of identifying the probable destinations, directions, or traffic routes that 
would be utilized by Project traffic.  The potential interaction between the planned land uses and 
surrounding regional access routes are considered, to identify the routes where Project traffic would 
distribute.  The trip distribution for the proposed Project was developed based on anticipated 
passenger car travel patterns to-and-from the Project site.  The total volume on each roadway was 
divided by the Project’s total traffic generation to indicate the percentage of Project traffic that would 
use each component of the regional roadway system in each relevant direction.  The Project’s trip  
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Table EA-35 Peak Hour Off-Ramp Queuing Analysis for Existing (2014) Conditions 

 
1  Stacking Distance is acceptable if the required stacking distance is less than or equal to the stacking distance 

provided.  An additional 15 feet of stacking which is assumed to be provided in the transition for turn pockets is 
reflected in the stacking distance shown on this table, where applicable. 

2  95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.  Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 
3  Although the 95th percentile queue length exceeds capacity, the total queue length of the ramp is anticipated to 

accommodate excess turn pocket queues and is not considered to result in any deficiencies. 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014b, Table 3-2) 

 
distribution pattern is graphically depicted on Figure EA-7, Project Trip Distribution. (Urban 
Crossroads, 2014b, p. 40) 
 
The assignment of traffic from the Project area to the adjoining roadway system is based on the 
Project trip generation, trip distribution, and the arterial highway and local street system improvements 
that would be in place by the time of Project development.  Based on the identified Project traffic 
generation and trip distribution patterns, Project average daily traffic (ADT) volumes for the weekday 
are shown on Figure EA-8, Project Average Daily Traffic.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 44). 
 
Analysis Scenarios 

For the purpose of the proposed Project’s traffic impact analysis, potential impacts to traffic and 
circulation are assessed for each of the conditions listed below (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 1):   

 Near-Term Construction conditions; 

 Existing (2014) plus Project conditions (E+P); 

 Existing plus Ambient Growth plus Project (EAP 2016); 

 Existing plus Ambient Growth plus Project plus Cumulative (2016) Conditions (EAPC 2016); 

 Horizon Year (2035) without Project; and 

 Horizon Year (2035) with Project. 
 
The Near-Term Construction conditions analysis determines the potential for Project construction-
related traffic to result in an adverse effect to the local roadway system.  Types of traffic anticipated 
during construction include employees traveling to/from the Project site as well as deliveries of 
construction materials to the Project site. 
 
The Existing (2014) plus Project (E+P) analysis determines direct Project-related traffic impacts that 
would occur on the existing roadway system in the theoretical scenario of the Project being placed  
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upon existing conditions.  Existing conditions (2014) represents the baseline traffic conditions as they 
existing at the time the Project’s applications were deemed complete by the County of Riverside.  
Because the Project is not expected to be fully built and occupied until at least December 2016, the 
E+P scenario is presented to disclose direct impacts as required by CEQA.  (Urban Crossroads, 
2014b, p. 3) 
 
The Opening Year (2016) analysis includes an evaluation the Existing plus Ambient Growth plus 
Project (EAP 2016) traffic conditions.  The EAP analysis is intended to identify the direct impacts 
associated solely with the development of the proposed Project based on the expected background 
growth within the study area.  The Opening Year (2016) analysis also includes an evaluation of 
Existing plus Ambient Growth plus Project plus Cumulative Development (EAPC 2016) conditions to 
identify the Project’s potential cumulative contribution to traffic impacts within the study area.  (Urban 
Crossroads, 2014b, p. 3) 
 
The Horizon Year (2035) conditions analysis is utilized to determine if improvements funded through 
local and regional transportation mitigation fee programs such as the TUMF program, Riverside 
County DIF program, or other approved funding mechanism (Community Facilities District, etc.) can 
accommodate the cumulative traffic at the target level of service (LOS) identified in the County 
General Plan.  If the “funded” improvements can provide the target LOS, then the Project’s payment 
into the TUMF and DIF is considered adequate cumulative mitigation as imposed through Conditions 
of Approval applied to the Project by the County.  If other improvements are needed beyond the 
“funded” improvements (such as localized improvements to non-TUMF or non-DIF facilities), they are 
identified as such.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 3) 
 
Refer to IS/MND Appendix K for a detailed discussion of the methodologies and assumptions for each 
analysis scenario, and a list of cumulative development projects considered in the analysis. 
 
Impact Analysis for Near-Term Construction Traffic Conditions 

During the construction phase of the Project, traffic to-and-from the subject property would be 
generated by activities such as construction employee trips, delivery of construction materials, and 
use of heavy equipment.  Vehicular traffic associated with construction employees would be minimal, 
much less than daily and peak hour traffic volumes generated during Project operational activities, 
and is not expected to result in a substantial adverse effect to the local roadway system.  Deliveries of 
construction materials to the Project site would also have a nominal effect to the local roadway 
network; construction materials would be delivered to the site throughout the construction phase 
based on need and would not occur on an everyday basis.  Heavy equipment would be utilized on the 
Project site during the construction phase.  As most heavy equipment is not authorized to be driven 
on a public roadway, most equipment would be delivered and removed from the site via flatbed trucks.  
As with the delivery of construction materials, the delivery of heavy equipment to the Project site 
would not occur on a daily basis, but would occur periodically throughout the construction phase 
based on need.  As previously described, all existing intersections in the Project’s study area operate 
at acceptable LOS under Existing (2014) conditions with the exception of the La Sierra Av. / El 
Sobrante Rd. intersection (which operates at LOS “E” under existing conditions).  The addition of 
temporary, Project-related construction traffic to this deficient intersection is not anticipated to 
contribute 50 or more peak hour trips.  Accordingly, traffic generated by the Project’s construction 
phase would not result in a conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or policy establishing measures 
of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system.  Impacts during the Project’s 
construction phase would be less than significant. 
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Impact Analysis for Existing (2014) plus Project Traffic Conditions 

For purposes of information disclosure, this subsection presents an analysis of existing traffic volumes 
plus traffic generated by the proposed Project (Existing plus Project, or E+P).  The reason this 
particular analysis scenario is provided is to disclose the potential for direct impacts to the existing 
environment as required by CEQA.  The E+P scenario rarely materializes as an actual scenario in the 
real world.  The time period between the environmental baseline date and the date Project buildout 
occurs can often be a period of several years or more.  In the case of the proposed Project, the time 
period estimated between existing conditions (2014) and estimated Project buildout (2016) is two (2) 
years.  During this time period, conditions are not static.  Other projects are being constructed, the 
transportation network is evolving, and traffic patterns are changing.  Therefore the E+P scenario is 
very unlikely to materialize in real world conditions and thus does not accurately describe the 
environment that exists when a particular project is constructed and becomes operational.  
Regardless, the E+P scenario is evaluated to satisfy CEQA requirements to identify the Project’s 
impacts to the existing environment.  
 
The lane configurations and traffic controls assumed to be in place for E+P conditions are consistent 
with existing conditions (refer to Exhibit 3-1 of the Project’s Traffic Impact Analysis in IS/MND 
Appendix K), with the exception of the Project driveways and those facilities assumed to be in place 
prior to or constructed by the Project to provide site access are also assumed to be in place for E+P 
conditions.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 53) 
 
Intersection levels of service for E+P conditions are summarized in Table EA-36, Existing (2014) plus 
Project Conditions Intersections Analysis.  As shown in Table EA-36, under E+P traffic conditions, all 
Project study area intersections would operate at acceptable LOS during peak hours with the 
exception of the La Sierra Av. / El Sobrante Rd. intersection, which operates at LOS “E” during PM 
Peak Hour Conditions.  This intersection operated at LOS “E” under existing conditions (without 
Project traffic), and warrants a traffic signal (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 30).  However, the Project’s 
contribution of more than 50 peak hour trips to this deficient intersection represents a cumulatively 
significant impact requiring mitigation (refer to Mitigation Measures M-TR-1 and M-TR-2). (Urban 
Crossroads, 2014b, p. 53) 
 
For E+P conditions, there are no additional unsignalized study area intersections anticipated to 
warrant a traffic signal in addition to those previously warrant under Existing conditions (see Appendix 
“5.2” of the Traffic Impact Analysis in IS/MND Appendix K).  (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 53) 
 
A queuing analysis was performed for the westbound and eastbound off-ramps at the SR-91 Freeway 
and La Sierra Avenue interchange to assess vehicle queues for the off ramps that may potentially 
result in deficient peak hour operations at the ramp-to-arterial intersections and may potentially “spill 
back” onto the SR-91 Freeway mainline.  Queuing analysis findings for E+P traffic conditions are 
presented in Table EA-37, Peak Hour Off-Ramp Queuing Analysis for E+P Conditions.  Off-ramp 
lengths are consistent with the measured distance between the intersection and the freeway mainline.  
As shown on Table EA-37 and consistent with Existing traffic conditions, there are no potential 
queuing issues anticipated during the weekday AM or PM peak 95th percentile traffic flows for E+P 
traffic conditions.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, pp 53 and 58) 
 
Impact Analysis for Opening Year (2016) Traffic Conditions 

The Opening Year (2016) conditions analysis identifies the specific impacts associated solely with the 
development of the proposed Project based on the expected background growth within the study area 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 7-4 Attachment 2, Page 206 of 254

382



 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 

 Page 139 of 161 EA #42710 

Table EA-36 Existing (2014) plus Project Conditions Intersections Analysis 

 
Source: (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, Table 5-1) 
 
 

Table EA-37 Peak Hour Off-Ramp Queuing Analysis for E+P Conditions 

 
1  Stacking Distance is acceptable if the required stacking distance is less than or equal to the stacking distance 

provided. An additional 15 fee of stacking. 
2  95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.  Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 
3  Although the 95th percentile queue length exceeds capacity, the total queue length of the ramp is anticipated 

to accommodate excess turn pocket queues and is not considered to result in any deficiencies. 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014b, Table 5-2) 

 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 7-4 Attachment 2, Page 207 of 254

383



 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 

 Page 140 of 161 EA #42710 

(Existing plus Ambient Growth plus Project, or EAP).  Cumulative development projects within the 
Project study area are not included within the EAP evaluation.  As shown in Table EA-38, Opening 
Year (2016) Intersection Analysis, no additional intersections in the Project study area are projected to 
operate at unacceptable LOS during the AM and PM peak hours beyond those previously identified 
for Existing (2014) conditions.  Therefore, implementation of the proposed Project would result in less-
than-significant impacts to study area intersections under EAP conditions, assuming implementation 
of Mitigation Measures M-TR-1 and M-TR-2.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 61) 
 
For EAP conditions, there are no additional unsignalized study area intersections anticipated to 
warrant a traffic signal in addition to those previously warrant under Existing conditions (see Appendix 
“6.2” to the Project’s Traffic Impact Analysis in IS/MND Appendix K).  (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 
61) 
 
A queuing analysis was performed for the westbound and eastbound off-ramps at the SR-91 Freeway 
and La Sierra Avenue interchange to assess vehicle queues for the off ramps that may potentially 
result in deficient peak hour operations at the ramp-to-arterial intersections and may potentially “spill 
back” onto the SR-91 Freeway mainline.  Queuing analysis findings for EAP traffic conditions are 
presented in Table EA-39, Peak Hour Off-Ramp Queuing Analysis for EAP (2016) Conditions.  Off- 
ramp lengths are consistent with the measured distance between the intersection and the freeway 
mainline.  As shown on Table EA-39 and consistent with Existing traffic conditions, there are no 
potential queuing issues anticipated during the weekday AM or PM peak 95th percentile traffic flows 
for EAP traffic conditions.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, pp. 61 and 67) 
  
Impact Analysis for Opening Year (2016) plus Cumulative Conditions 

Traffic within the Project study area from development projects that are approved and not yet 
constructed, along with developments that are currently in the process of entitlement, have been 
added to the Opening Year (EAP 2016) traffic volumes to represent Existing plus Ambient Growth 
plus Project plus Cumulative Development conditions (EAPC 2016).  The purpose of this analysis is to 
determine if the Project in conjunction with nearby development projects has the potential to result in 
traffic impacts that are individually less than significant but considerable on a cumulative basis. This 
scenario includes Existing traffic volumes, an ambient growth factor of 4.04%, traffic from pending and 
approved but not yet constructed known development projects in the area and the addition of Project 
traffic.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 69) 
 
The lane configurations and traffic controls assumed to be in place for EAPC traffic conditions are 
consistent with those shown previously on Exhibit 3-1 of the Project’s Traffic Impact Analysis (IS/MND 
 
Appendix K), with the exception of the Project driveways and those facilities assumed to be in place 
prior to or constructed by the Project or cumulative developments to provide site access are also 
assumed to be in place for EAPC traffic conditions.  This includes the future “A” Street connection 
between McAllister Street and Van Buren Boulevard proposed to be developed by nearby cumulative 
developments.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 69) 
 
Intersection levels of service for the Opening Year (2016) plus Cumulative Project conditions are 
summarized in Table EA-40, Opening Year (2016) plus Cumulative Conditions Intersection Analysis.  
As summarized in Table EA-40, under Opening Year (2016) Plus Cumulative traffic conditions 
(E+A+P+C), the following study area intersections are projected to operate at an unacceptable LOS 
during peak hours.   
 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 7-4 Attachment 2, Page 208 of 254

384



 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 

 Page 141 of 161 EA #42710 

Table EA-38 Opening Year (2016) Intersection Analysis 

 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014b, Table 6-1) 

 
Table EA-39 Peak Hour Off-Ramp Queuing Analysis for EAP (2016) Conditions 

 
1  Stacking Distance is acceptable if the required stacking distance is less than or equal to the stacking distance 

provided. An additional 15 fee of stacking. 
2  95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.  Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 
3  Although the 95th percentile queue length exceeds capacity, the total queue length of the ramp is anticipated to 

accommodate excess turn pocket queues and is not considered to result in any deficiencies. 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014b, Table 6-2) 
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Table EA-40 Opening Year (2016) plus Cumulative Conditions Intersection Analysis 

 
Source: (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, Table 7-1) 
 

Two of these intersections are located within the City of Riverside (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 69): 

 La Sierra Avenue/Indiana Avenue in the PM peak hour,  

 La Sierra Avenue/Arizona Avenue in the AM peak hour; and 
 
One of the intersections is located within the County of Riverside: 

 McAllister Street/El Sobrante Road in the PM peak hour. 
 
The proposed Project would contribute to, but would not directly cause, LOS deficiencies at these 
intersections.  Accordingly, the intersections would experience significant cumulative impacts under 
Opening Year (2016) plus Cumulative traffic conditions (EAPC) and the Project’s contribution to the 
impacts at these two intersections would be cumulatively considerable, because the Project would 
contribute more than 50 peak hour trips.  Mitigation measures have been imposed on the Project to 
address these cumulative deficiencies (refer to Mitigation Measures M-TR-1 and M-TR-2).  (Urban 
Crossroads, 2014b, Table 7-3) 
 
Traffic signal warrants have been performed on unsignalized intersections that have not warranted a 
signal under Existing, E+P or EAP traffic conditions.  For EAPC traffic conditions, the intersection of 
McAllister at El Sobrante Road appears to warrant a traffic signal in addition to those previously 
warranted under Existing, E+P or EAP traffic conditions (see Appendix “7.2” to the Project’s Traffic 
Impact Analysis in IS/MND Appendix K).  This is evaluated as a cumulative impact for which 
mitigation would be required (refer to Mitigation Measures M-TR 1 and M-TR-2). (Urban Crossroads, 
2014b, p. 73) 
 
A queuing analysis was performed for the westbound and eastbound off-ramps at the SR-91 Freeway 
and La Sierra Avenue interchange to assess vehicle queues for the off ramps that may potentially 
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result in deficient peak hour operations at the ramp-to-arterial intersections and may potentially “spill 
back” onto the SR-91 Freeway mainline.  Queuing analysis findings for EAPC traffic conditions are 
presented in Table EA-41, Peak Hour Off-Ramp Queuing Analysis for EAPC (2016) Conditions.  Off-
ramp lengths are consistent with the measured distance between the intersection and the freeway 
mainline.  As shown on Table EA-41 and consistent with Existing traffic conditions, there are no 
potential queuing issues anticipated during the weekday AM or PM peak 95th percentile traffic flows 
for EAPC traffic conditions.  Worksheets for EAPC conditions off-ramp queuing analysis are provided 
in Appendix “7.3” of the Project’s Traffic Impact Analysis (IS/MND Appendix K).  (Urban Crossroads, 
2014b, p. 73) 
 

Table EA-41 Peak Hour Off-Ramp Queuing Analysis for EAPC (2016) Conditions 

 
1  Stacking Distance is acceptable if the required stacking distance is less than or equal to the stacking distance 

provided. An additional 15 fee of stacking. 
2  95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.  Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 
3  Although the 95th percentile queue length exceeds capacity, the total queue length of the ramp is anticipated to 

accommodate excess turn pocket queues and is not considered to result in any deficiencies. 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014b, Table 7-2) 

 
Impact Analysis for Horizon Year (2035) Conditions 

The Horizon Year (2035) conditions analysis is utilized to determine if improvements anticipated in 
long-term planning documents such as the County General Plan are adequate to accommodate long-
term cumulative traffic conditions at the target LOS, or if additional mitigation is necessary.  The lane 
configurations and traffic controls assumed to be in place for Horizon Year conditions are consistent 
with those shown previously on Exhibit 3-1 of the Project’s Traffic Impact Analysis (IS/MND Appendix 
K), with the exception of Project driveways and those facilities assumed to be constructed by the 
Project or cumulative developments to provide site access.  This includes the future “A” Street 
connection between McAllister Street and Van Buren Boulevard proposed to be developed by nearby 
cumulative developments.  (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 77) 
 
Intersection levels of service for the Horizon Year scenario are summarized in Table EA-42, Horizon 
Year (2035) Intersection Analysis.  As shown in Table EA-42, under Horizon Year (2035) with Project 
traffic conditions, the following study area intersections (beyond those previously identified) are 
projected to operate at unacceptable LOS during peak hours (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 77):  
 

 La Sierra Avenue/Indiana Avenue (City of Riverside) in both the AM and PM peak hours; 

 La Sierra Avenue / Victoria Avenue (City and County of Riverside) in the AM and PM peak 
hours; and  
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 McAllister Street/”A” Street (County of Riverside) in the PM peak hour. 
 
The proposed Project would contribute to, but would not directly cause, LOS deficiencies at these 
intersections.  Accordingly, the intersections would experience significant cumulative impacts to the 
above-listed intersections and the Project’s contribution to the impacts at these intersections would be 
cumulatively considerable under Horizon Year (2035) traffic conditions because the Project would 
contribute more than 50 peak hour trips.  Mitigation is required (refer to Mitigation Measures M-TR-1, 
M-TR-2, and M-TR-3). 
 
Based upon the Traffic Signal Warrant Analysis performed by Urban Crossroads, the intersection of 
McAllister St. / “A” Street meets the minimum conditions under which the installation of a traffic signal 
might be warranted (in addition to those previously identified).  However, meeting this condition does 
not require that a traffic control signal be installed at a particular location, but rather, that other traffic 
factors and conditions be evaluated in order to determine whether the signal is truly justified.  It should 
also be noted that signal warrants do not necessarily correlate with LOS.  As such, although 
warranted, with implementation of other recommended improvements it is anticipated that the 
intersection of McAllister Street and “A” Street would operate at an acceptable LOS without the 
installation of a traffic signal.  As such, a traffic signal has not been recommended at this intersection 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 83).  No traffic signals are required under Horizon Year (2035) traffic 
conditions beyond those identified for Existing, and Opening Year plus Cumulative conditions. 
 

Table EA-42 Horizon Year (2035) Intersection Analysis 

 
Source: (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, Table 8-1) 
 
A queuing analysis was performed for the westbound and eastbound off-ramps at the SR-91 Freeway 
and La Sierra Avenue interchange to assess vehicle queues for the off ramps that may potentially 
result in deficient peak hour operations at the ramp-to-arterial intersections and may potentially “spill 
back” onto the SR-91 Freeway mainline.  Queuing analysis findings are presented in Table EA-43, 
Peak Hour Off-Ramp Queuing Analysis for Horizon Year (2035) Conditions, for Horizon Year Without 
and With Project traffic conditions.  Off-ramp lengths are consistent with the measured distance 
between the intersection and the freeway mainline.  As shown on Table EA-43 and consistent with 
Existing traffic conditions, there are no potential queuing issues anticipated during the weekday AM or 
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PM peak 95th percentile traffic flows for Horizon Year Without and With Project traffic conditions. 
Worksheets for Horizon Year Without and With Project conditions off-ramp queuing analysis are 
provided in Appendix “8.5” and Appendix “8.6”, respectively, of the Project’s Traffic Impact Analysis 
(IS/MND Appendix K).  (Urban Crossroads, 2014b, p. 83) 
 

Table EA-43 Peak Hour Off-Ramp Queuing Analysis for Horizon Year (2035) Conditions 

 
1  Stacking Distance is acceptable if the required stacking distance is less than or equal to the stacking distance 

provided.  An additional 15 fee of stacking which is assumed to be provided in the transition for turn pockets is 
reflected in the stacking distance shown on this table, where applicable. 

2  95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.  Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 
3  Although the 95th percentile queue length exceeds capacity, the total queue length of the ramp is anticipated to 

accommodate excess turn pocket queues and is not considered to result in any deficiencies. 
(Urban Crossroads, 2014b, Table 8-2) 

 
Conclusion as to Significance After Mitigation 

As shown in Table EA-44, Level of Service With Mitigation for Horizon Year (2035) Conditions, with 
implementation of Mitigation Measures M-TR-1 through M-TR-8, the Project’s cumulative impacts to 
study area intersections would be reduced to below a level of significance. 
 
b) According to Exhibit 2-1 of the Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC) 
Congestion Management Program (CMP), the only facilities that are identified as part of the CMP 
roadway system within the Project’s study area (i.e., where the Project would contribute 50 or more 
peak hour trips) is the intersection of La Sierra Avenue at SR-91 westbound and eastbound ramps 
(RCTC, 2011, Exhibit 2-1).  As indicated in Table EA-36 through Table EA-43, the Project would not 
cause or contribute to a deficient LOS at these on- and off-ramps during any study scenario.  
Additionally, the Project would not cause or contribute to any queuing deficiencies affecting the SR-
91.  Accordingly, impacts due to a conflict with the applicable congestion management plan would be 
less than significant, requiring no mitigation. 
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Table EA-44 Level of Service With Mitigation for Horizon Year (2035) Conditions 

 
BOLD = LOS does not meet the applicable jurisdictional requirements (i.e., unacceptable LOS). 
1  When a right turn is designated, the lane can either be striped or unstriped.  To function as a right turn lane there 

must be sufficient width for right turning vehicles to travel outside the through lanes.  L = Left; T = Through; R = 
Right; d= Defacto Right Turn Lane; > = Right-Turn Overlap Phasing; 1 = Improvement 

2  Per the 2010 Highway Capacity Manual, overall average intersection delay and level of service are shown for 
intersections with a traffic signal or all-way stop control.  For intersections with cross street stop control, the delay 
and level of service for the worst individual movement (or movements sharing a single lane) are shown. 

3  CSS = Cross-street Stop; AWS = All-Way Stop; TS = Traffic Signal; CSS = Improvement 
4  Recommended improvement is to change the eastbound and westbound left turn phasing on Arizona Avenue from 

Protected to Protected / Permissive. 
5  Recommended improvement consists of modification of the median in order to allow storage for two outbound left 

turning vehicles in order to facilitate crossing the eastbound and westbound traffic in two stages. In addition, 
signalization of the adjacent intersection of McAllister Street and El Sobrante Road will provide sufficient "gaps" in 
traffic in order to assist in southbound left turning movements. 

6  Improvement consists of building out "A" Street to its ultimate cross-section width as a Collector (66-foot right-of-
way) and not allowing for on-street parking along the northern side of "A" Street in the vicinity of the westbound 
approach in order to allow enough space for one right turning vehicle to queue at the approach. In addition, 
improvement includes the modification of McAllister Street to provide a median at the intersection in order to allow 
storage for two outbound left turning vehicles from "A" Street in order to facilitate crossing the northbound and 
southbound traffic in two stages. 

(Urban Crossroads, 2014b, Table 8-3) 
 
c & d) The Project site is not in the vicinity of any public or active private airfield and the Project does 
not include an air travel component (e.g., runway, helipad, etc.).  Structures proposed by the Project 
site would be less than 40 feet in height as required by the Riverside County Zoning Ordinance NO.  
348 for single-family residential structures, and would not interfere with air travel.  Accordingly, the 
Project would not have the potential to affect air traffic patterns, including an increase in traffic levels 
or a change in flight path location that results in substantial safety risks.  In addition, the Project site is 
not located near a railroad or navigable waterway and does not contain any rail or water components.  
Accordingly, the Project would not alter rail or waterborne traffic.  No impact would occur. 
 
e) The residential land uses proposed Project would be compatible with existing development in 
the surrounding area (refer to analysis under Issue Area 28, Planning, above); therefore, 
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implementation of the Project would not create a transportation hazard as a result of an incompatible 
use.  All roadway improvements planned as part of the Project would be in conformance with 
applicable Riverside County standards, and would not result in any hazards due to a design feature.  
Accordingly, impacts would be less than significant. 
 
f)  Implementation of the proposed Project would result in the establishment of several new 
roadways within the Project site that would require maintenance.  Maintenance of the Project’s 
roadways would not result in any significant impacts to the environment.  Impacts associated with the 
physical construction of these roadways already are evaluated in appropriate sections of this Initial 
Study, and any identified significant impacts have been mitigated to the maximum feasible extent.  
The Project would contribute traffic to off-site public roadways; however, public roads require periodic 
maintenance as part of their inherent operational activities, and such maintenance would not result in 
substantial impacts to the environment.  Public roadway maintenance would be funded through the 
Project developer’s payment of Development Impact Fees (DIF) and future Project residents’ payment 
of property taxes.  Maintenance of roadways would not result in any new impacts to the environment 
beyond that which is already disclosed and mitigated by this Initial Study, and impacts would therefore 
be less than significant.    
 
g) The proposed Project would not adversely and physically affect any existing roadways in the 
vicinity of the site during construction.  The Project would construct three connections to the existing 
roadway network, and all construction traffic would enter the Project site via these three connections.  
Surrounding roadways would have sufficient capacity to accommodate construction vehicle traffic 
traveling to and from the site as discussed in detail in the response to Threshold 43.a), above.  
Impacts would be less than significant. 
 
h) The proposed Project would be required to comply with Riverside County Ordinance Nos. 460 
& 461, which regulate access road provisions.  The requirement to provide adequate paved access to 
the Project site would be required as a condition of Project approval.  Additionally, the proposed 
Project would not affect any roadways that provide emergency access under existing conditions.  With 
required adherence to County requirements for emergency access, impacts would be less than 
significant. 
 
i) The Riverside County General Plan does not identify the proposed Project site for any public 
transit facilities, bikeways, or pedestrian facilities, other than the planned Regional Trails as discussed 
above under the analysis of Threshold 42.  As indicated under Threshold 42, the Project would be 
fully consistent with the General Plan’s proposed trail alignments.  There are no components of the 
proposed Project that would substantially decrease the performance or safety of any public transit 
facilities, bikeways, or pedestrian facilities.  Accordingly, no impact would occur. 
 
Mitigation:    
 
M-TR-1 (90.TRANS.001) Prior to the issuance of any building permits, the Project Proponent 

shall make required per-unit fee payments associated with the Western Riverside 
County Transportation Uniform Mitigation Fees (TUMF), and the County of Riverside 
Development Impact Fee (DIF). 

 
M-TR-2 (80.TRANS.3) Prior to the issuance of any building permits, the applicant shall 

approach the City of Riverside to pay standard traffic impact fees for intersections 
within the City limits which are impacted by the Project.  The project proponent shall 
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pay the standard traffic impact fees in accordance with the fee schedule in effect at the 
time of building permit issuance.  Receipt(s) and a letter for fees paid shall be provided 
to the County in order pull building permit(s). 

 
M-TR-3 (80.TRANS.11) Prior to the first building permit final inspection, the Project Applicant 

shall work with the County of Riverside to establish improvement fair-share fee 
program for improvements to the intersection of McAllister Street/Street “A” that 
ensures the construction of the following improvement, or comparable improvement 
that would allow the intersection to operate an acceptable LOS.  The Project Proponent 
shall contribute a fair-share fee payment to the County of Riverside (Project’s fair-share 
contribution is 8.6%) for the identified improvement. 
 Provide space for a westbound defacto right turn movement by implementing 

signage disallowing on-street parking; and 
 Provide space on McAllister Street in the intersection for westbound left-turning 

vehicles to cross northbound and southbound traffic in two stages. 
 
Monitoring:    
 
M-TR-1 Prior to issuance of the first building permit, the Riverside County Building and Safety 

Department shall ensure that appropriate fees have been paid in accordance with the 
Western Riverside County Transportation Uniform Mitigation Fees (TUMF) and the 
County of Riverside Development Impact Fee (DIF) programs. 

 
M-TR-2 Prior to the issuance of building permits, the Riverside County Building and Safety 

Department shall verify that the standard Traffic and Railroad Signal Mitigation Fee of 
$190 per detached single family residential unit and the Transportation Impact Fee of 
$525 per detached single family residential unit has been paid to the City of Riverside.  

 
M-TR-3 Prior to the issuance of the first building permit final inspection, the Project Applicant 

shall provide evidence to the Riverside County Building and Safety Department that 
appropriate fees have been paid or bonding for construction has been posted. 

 
44. Bike Trails     
Source:  LMWAP Figure 8 (Trails and Bikeways System); Project Application Materials, 2014) 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
According to Figure 8 of the LMWAP (Trails and Bikeway Systems), there are no bicycle facilities 
planned in the Project vicinity.  Although Class III bike lanes would be accommodated along El 
Sobrante Road, McAllister Street, and internal Project roadways, impacts associated with the 
construction of improvements to these roadways has been evaluated throughout this IS/MND, and 
where significant impacts have been identified, mitigation measures have been imposed to reduce 
impacts to a level below significant.  There are no components of the proposed Project that would 
result in impacts associated with bike trails; accordingly, impacts would be less than significant. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
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UTILITY AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Would the project 
45. Water 

a) Require or result in the construction of new water 
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the 
construction of which would cause significant environmental 
effects? 

    

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve 
the project from existing entitlements and resources, or are 
new or expanded entitlements needed? 

    

 
Source: Urban Water Management Plan, Western Municipal Water District, 2010; Project Application 
Materials; Water, Sewer and Recycled Water Facilities, Albert A. Webb Associates, January 2015. 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a) The proposed Project would construct an on-site network of water pipes.  The proposed 
Project can be served by off-site improvements as follows: a proposed 18-in diameter pipeline 
extension in El Sobrante Road and a 12-in diameter loop in McAllister Street northerly to Blackburn 
Road.  The system is capable of meeting the residential fire flow demands of 1,500 gpm for 2 hours 
without other off-site improvements.  No other water improvements are required as implementing 
facilities for the proposed Project.  The proposed on-site improvements include a 12-inch diameter 
pipeline in Street ‘A’, 8-inch diameter pipelines within all other streets, a pipeline connection to El 
Sobrante Road through an easement to serve properties on Streets ‘B’ and ‘C’ and a connection in 
Street ‘X’ to the existing pipeline serving properties easterly of the proposed Project.  Western 
Municipal Water District has given preliminary approval for these proposed facilities (Webb, 2015, pp. 
2-6) 
 
In addition to the water lines discussed above, the Project proposes recycled water facilities.  
Adjacent to the proposed Project site, there is an existing 24-in diameter transmission main in 
McAllister Street and an existing 20-inch diameter transmission main in El Sobrante Road.  This 
system is served by the 1660’ Pressure Zone with the existing Roosevelt Tank and supplied by the 
existing El Sobrante Pump Station.  The connection points for the proposed Project are proposed at 
the tract entrances on McAllister Street and El Sobrante Road.  One 8-inch diameter pipeline is 
proposed in the loop through the tract in Street ‘W’ and one 8-inch diameter in Street ‘L’ (Webb, 2015, 
pp. 4-1).  The installation of water lines as proposed by the Project would result in physical impacts to 
the surface and subsurface of infrastructure alignments.  These impacts are considered to be part of 
the Project’s construction phase and are evaluated throughout this Initial Study accordingly.  In 
instances where significant impacts have been identified for the Project’s construction phase, 
mitigation measures are recommended in each applicable subsection of this Initial Study to reduce 
impacts to less-than-significant levels.  The construction of water lines as necessary to serve the 
proposed Project would not result in any significant physical effects on the environment that are not 
already identified and disclosed as part of this Initial Study.  Accordingly, additional mitigation 
measures beyond those identified throughout this Initial Study would not be required. 
 
b) As detailed in the Water, Sewer and Recycled Water Facilities report prepared for the 
proposed Project, average daily water demand for the proposed Project is estimated to be 310,080 
gallons per day (GPD), Maximum Daily Demand (MDD) is estimated to be 542,640 GPD, and peak 
hour demand is estimated to be 646 gallons per minute (Webb, 2015, Table 2-1).  The total average 
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daily demand for recycled water is estimated to be 15,909 GPD and Peak Hour Demand is estimated 
to be 91 gallons per minute (Webb, 2015, Table 4-1) 
 
The Project is located within the service area of the Western Municipal Water District (WMWD), within 
the WMWD’s Riverside Service Area.  WMWD has prepared an Urban Water Management Plan 
(UWMP) dated June 2011, which provides a detailed account of current and projected WMWD water 
supplies and demands under a variety of climactic conditions.  The UWMP is herein incorporated by 
reference and available for review at WMWD headquarters located at 14205 Meridian Parkway 
Riverside, CA 92518, or online at: 
http://www.wmwd.com/DocumentCenter/Home/View/437http://www.wmwd.com/DocumentCenter/Home
/View/437.   
 
Based on information presented in the UWMP, WMWD is projected to have sufficient water supplies 
to meet demand within its service area during all climactic conditions (normal year, single-dry year, 
and multiple-dry years) until at least 2035.  (The year 2035 is the horizon year for the UWMP, 
meaning the UWMP’s analysis does not extend beyond 2035.)  WMWD also is projected to have a 
water surplus during all climactic conditions until at least 2035.  (WMWD, 2010, pp.5.-2 - 5-4) 
 
The supply and demand projections in the UWMP are based, on build-out of the Riverside County 
General Plan (WMWD, 2010, p.1-6).  As previously described, if the Project site were developed in 
accordance with its existing General Plan land use designations, the Lake Ranch property would be 
developed with up to 233 dwelling units and approximately 177,000 square feet of commercial retail 
uses.  However, the Project proposes to develop the subject property with 272 single-family dwelling 
units, which would have a reduced demand for water resources as compared to the site’s existing 
General Plan land use designations.  As such, implementation of the Project would not result in 
demand for water that was unanticipated by WMWD in its UWMP.  Accordingly, the WMWD is 
projected to have sufficient water supplies available to serve the Project from existing entitlements 
and resources, and no new or expanded entitlement are needed to serve the Project’s and WMWD’s 
existing obligations.  Furthermore, a “Will-Serve” letter from WMWD was provided to the Project 
applicant on August 26, 2015 indicating that WMWD will provide water, sewer, and recycled water 
services to the proposed Project upon satisfaction of certain conditions (WMWD, 2015). Impacts 
would be less than significant.  
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 

 
Source: (WMWD, 2014b; WMWD, 2014a; WMWD, 2011; Project Application Materials) 
 

46. Sewer 
a) Require or result in the construction of new 

wastewater treatment facilities, including septic systems, or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which 
would cause significant environmental effects? 

    

b) Result in a determination by the wastewater treat-
ment provider that serves or may service the project that it 
has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected 
demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments? 
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Findings of Fact:    
 
a) The proposed Project would construct an on-site network of sewer pipes and one sewage lift 
station.  As detailed in the Project’s Water, Sewer and Recycled Water Facilities Report, to provide 
sewer service to the proposed Project, a connection is proposed to an existing 8-inch gravity main in 
Avocado Way at McAllister Street.  1,134 linear feet of existing 8-inch sewer mains in Willow and 
Avocado would be replaced by 10-inch sewer mains.  An on-site lift station would be required to 
provide sewer service to 79 lots at the northern end of the Project site.  The proposed Lift Station will 
require a 4-in diameter forcemain pipeline.  The In-tract sewer system is proposed to consist of 8-inch 
diameter gravity mains and one 4-inch diameter forcemain (Webb, 2015, pp. 3-6).The installation of 
sewer lines as proposed by the Project would result in physical impacts to the surface and subsurface 
of infrastructure alignments.  These impacts are considered to be part of the Project’s construction 
phase and are evaluated throughout this Initial Study accordingly.  In instances where significant 
impacts have been identified for the Project’s construction phase, mitigation measures are 
recommended in each applicable subsection of this Initial Study to reduce impacts to less-than-
significant levels.  The construction of sewer lines as necessary to serve the proposed Project would 
not result in any significant physical effects on the environment that are not already identified and 
disclosed as part of this Initial Study.  Accordingly, impacts would be less than significant and 
additional mitigation measures beyond those identified throughout this Initial Study would not be 
required. 
 
b) Sewer service to the Project site would be provided by WMWD.  All wastewater flows from the 
Project site would be conveyed to the Western Riverside County Regional Wastewater Authority 
(WRCRWA) Wastewater Treatment Plant (WTP) for treatment.  The WRCRWA WTP currently 
accepts approximately 6.5 million gallons per day (mgd) for treatment with a total capacity of 8.0 mgd.  
The WRCRWA WTP is currently under construction to expand its total treatment capacity to 14.0 
mgd.  (WMWD, 2014b; WMWD, 2014a)   
 
The Project is estimated to generate 89,760 gallons of wastewater per day, based on Table 3-1, 
Wastewater Generation, of the Water, Sewer and Recycled Water Facilities Report prepared for the 
proposed Project (refer to IS/MND Appendix L).  As described above, the facility that would treat the 
Project’s wastewater flows, the WRCRWA WTP, has an excess treatment capacity of approximately 
1.5 mgd and an expansion project to add an additional 6.0 mgd of treatment capacity is under 
construction.  Implementation of the Project would utilize approximately 6.0 percent of the existing 
available, excess treatment capacity at the WRCRWA WTP, and 0.06% of the expanded capacity.  
Accordingly, the WRCRWA WTP would have sufficient capacity to treat wastewater generated by the 
Project in addition to existing commitments.  With the exception of new on-site sewer conveyance 
lines and sewage lift station (as discussed above under the response to Issue 46(a)), the Project 
would not create the need for any new or expanded wastewater facility (such as conveyance lines, 
treatment facilities, or lift stations).  Because there is adequate capacity at existing treatment facilities 
to serve the Project’s projected sewer demand, impacts would be less than significant. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
47. Solid Waste 

a) Is the project served by a landfill with sufficient 
permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid 
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waste disposal needs? 
b) Does the project comply with federal, state, and 

local statutes and regulations related to solid wastes 
including the CIWMP (County Integrated Waste Manage-
ment Plan)? 

    

 
  Source: RCIP General Plan Environmental Impact Report, Riverside County, 2003; Countywide 
Disposal Tonnage Tracking System Disposal Reports – 2nd Quarter 2014 (April 1, 2014 – June  30, 
2014), RCWMD, 2014; Estimating 2003 Building-Related Construction and Demolitions Materials 
Amounts, EPA, 2009; RCIP General Plan, County of Riverside, 2003; Solid Waste Information 
System (SWIS), CalRecycle, 2014. 
 
Findings of Fact:  
 
a) Construction and operation of the proposed Project would result in the generation of solid 
waste, requiring disposal at a landfill.  Solid waste generated by the Project could be disposed at one 
of three landfill facilities in the County: Badlands, Lamb Canyon, and/or El Sobrante.  Therefore, the 
analysis below evaluates the Project’s potential to result in adverse impacts to these landfill facilities. 
 
The Badlands Landfill has a permitted disposal capacity of 4,000 tons per day.  The Badlands Landfill 
is estimated to reach capacity, at the earliest time, in the year 2024; however, future landfill expansion 
opportunities exist at this site (CalRecycle, 2014).  During the second quarter of 2014, which is the 
most recent time period for which reporting data is available, the Badlands Landfill accepted 
approximately 223,302.39 tons of waste (approximately 2,481.1 tons per day), which corresponds to 
approximately 62-percent of its permitted daily disposal volume (RCWMD, 2014). 
 
The Lamb Canyon Landfill has a permitted disposal capacity of 3,000 tons per day.  The landfill is 
estimated to reach capacity, at the earliest, in the year 2021; however, future landfill expansion 
opportunities exist at this site (CalRecycle, 2014).  During the second quarter of 2014, the Lamb 
Canyon Landfill accepted approximately 156,086.28 tons of waste (approximately 1,734.3 tons per 
day), which corresponds to approximately 58-percent of its permitted daily disposal volume (RCWMD, 
2014). 
 
The El Sobrante Landfill has a permitted disposal capacity of 16,054 tons per day.  The El Sobrante 
Landfill is estimated to reach capacity, at the earliest time, in the year 2045; however, future landfill 
expansion opportunities exist at this site (CalRecycle, 2014).  During the second quarter of 2014, the 
El Sobrante Landfill accepted approximately 539,577.15 tons of waste (approximately 5,995.3 tons 
per day), which corresponds to approximately 37-percent of its permitted daily disposal volume 
(RCWMD, 2014). 
 
Impact Analysis for Construction Solid Waste 
 
Table EA-45, Estimated Construction Solid Waste Generation, provides an estimate of the amount of 
solid waste that can conservatively be estimated to occur on a daily basis during construction of the 
proposed Project.  As indicated, construction waste generated by the Project would amount to 
approximately 22,389 pounds per day, or 11.2 tons per day.  Total waste generated by construction 
activities over the 160 days of building construction would amount to approximately 3,582,240 
pounds, or 1,791.1 tons.  Using a conversion factor of 200 pounds of uncompacted solid waste per 
cubic yard, the 3,582,240 pounds of solid waste generated during the building construction phase of 
the Project is equal to approximately 17,911.2 cubic yards (EPA, 1994, Appendix C).   
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Table EA-45 Estimated Construction Solid Waste Generation 

Land Use 
Construction 

Rate1 
Estimated Dwelling 

Unit Size 
Solid Waste 

Generation Rate 
Total 

LBS/Day Tons/Day 

272 Dwelling Units 
1.7 dwelling 

units/day 
3, 000 s.f.2 4.39 lb/s.f.3 22,389 11.2 

1. Based on information presented in IS/MND Section 3.2.1B, which indicates that building construction would occur over 
approximately 160 days.  Using the building construction rate, the Project would be anticipated to construct an average 
of approximately 1.7 dwelling units per day (272 dwelling units ÷ 160 days = 1.7 dwelling units/day). 

2. Estimated average dwelling unit size is based on the minimum lot size specified on TTM 36730 (60’ x 90’) and setbacks 
specified by TTM 36730 (i.e., 20-foot minimum front yard, 5-foot minimum side yards, and 10-foot minimum backyard).  
Application of these factors would result in a maximum double-story building measuring 50’ x 60’, or 3,000 s.f.  

3. Source: (EPA, 2009) 
 
Due to the Project’s location, it can reasonably be anticipated that solid waste generated by the 
Project would most likely be disposed of at the Badlands, Lamb Canyon, and/or El Sobrante landfills.  
These landfills have a permitted daily disposal capacity of between 3,000 and 16,054 tons per day, 
and the Project’s daily demand for construction waste disposal at buildout amounts to between 0.37% 
and 0.07% of the available daily disposal capacity at these landfills.  Because the Project would 
generate a relatively small amount of solid waste, as compared to the permitted disposal capacities 
for the Badlands, Lamb Canyon, and El Sobrante landfills, these regional landfill facilities would have 
sufficient disposal capacity to accept solid waste generated by the Project.  Impacts would be less 
than significant. 
 
Impact Analysis for Long-Term Operational Solid Waste 
 
Based on a waste generation factor of 0.41 tons per home per year as documented in the Riverside 
County General Plan EIR, the Project’s proposed 272 homes would generate approximately 111.5 
tons of waste per year, or approximately 0.3 tons per day (Riverside County, 2003b, Table 4.17-O) 
 
Solid waste generated during long-term operation of the Project would be disposed at the Badlands, 
Lamb Canyon, and/or El Sobrante landfills.  During long-term operation, the Project’s solid waste 
would represent less than 0.01-percent of the daily permitted disposal capacity at the Badlands, Lamb 
Canyon, and El Sobrante landfills.  These landfills receive well below their maximum permitted daily 
disposal volume and solid waste generated by the Project is not anticipated to cause these landfills to 
exceed their maximum permitted daily disposal volume.  Because the Project would generate a 
relatively small amount of solid waste per day, as compared to the permitted daily capacities for the 
Badlands, Lamb Canyon, and El Sobrante landfills, these regional landfill facilities would have 
sufficient daily capacity to accept solid waste generated by the Project.  Impacts would be less than 
significant. 
 
Conclusion 
 
Based on the analysis presented above, the proposed Project would be served by landfills with 
adequate capacity to accommodate the Project’s solid waste needs during both construction and 
long-term operation.  Although the Project would likely contribute to the ultimate need for landfill 
expansion as needed to accommodate future growth within Riverside County, such potential landfill 
expansions would not be the direct result of the proposed Project.  Furthermore, any environmental 
impacts that could result from such landfill expansions cannot be determined at this time, as the 
environmental impacts would be evaluated as part of a future CEQA document prepared in support of 
future landfill expansion efforts.  Accordingly, environmental impacts that may result from future 
landfill expansions are herein evaluated as speculative in nature (CEQA Guidelines §15145).   
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b) The California Integrated Waste Management Act (Assembly Bill, AB, 939), signed into law in 
1989, established an integrated waste management system that focused on source reduction, 
recycling, composting, and land disposal of waste.  In addition, the bill established a 50% waste 
reduction requirement for cities and counties by the year 2000, along with a process to ensure 
environmentally safe disposal of waste that could not be diverted.  Per the requirements of the 
Integrated Waste Management Act, the Riverside County Board of Supervisors adopted the Riverside 
Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP), which outlines the goals, policies, and 
programs the County and its cities will implement to create an integrated and cost effective waste 
management system that complies with the provisions of AB 939 and its diversion mandates. 
 
In order to assist the County of Riverside in achieving the mandated goals of the Integrated Waste 
Management Act, the Project Applicant would be required to work with future refuse haulers to 
develop and implement feasible waste reduction programs, including source reduction, recycling, and 
composting.  Additionally, in accordance with the California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Act of 
1991 (Cal Pub Res. Code §42911), the Project would provide adequate areas for collecting and 
loading recyclable materials where solid waste is collected.  The collection areas are required to be 
shown on construction drawings and be in place before occupancy permits are issued.  The 
implementation of these programs would reduce the amount of solid waste generated by the Project 
and diverted to landfills, which in turn would aid in the extension of the life of affected disposal sites.  
The Project would comply with all applicable solid waste statutes and regulations; as such, there 
would be no impact.  
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
48. Utilities 
Would the project impact the following facilities requiring or resulting in the construction of new 
facilities or the expansion of existing facilities; the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 
a)  Electricity?     
b)  Natural gas?     
c)  Communications systems?     
d)  Storm water drainage?     
e)  Street lighting?     
f)  Maintenance of public facilities, including roads?     
g)  Other governmental services?     
 
Source: RCIP General Plan, County of Riverside, 2003; Project Application Materials. 
 
Findings of Fact:    
 
a through g) Implementation of the proposed Project would require the construction of numerous 
facilities as necessary to provide services to the site, including electrical facilities, natural gas lines, 
communication systems (telephone/cable), storm water drainage facilities, and street lighting.  In 
addition, the project would introduce new public roads on-site that would require maintenance by 
Riverside County.  Impacts associated with the provision of utility service to the site are discussed 
below for each type of utility. 
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Electricity, Natural Gas, and Communications Systems 
Electrical service is currently available in the Project area and would be provided by Southern 
California Edison (SCE).  Natural gas would be provided by Southern California Gas Company 
(SCGC) and communication systems would be provided by Verizon Communications (telephone) and 
Adelphia Cable (cable service).  Electrical, natural gas, and communication systems facilities would 
be constructed in conjunction with implementation of the proposed Project, impacts for which are 
evaluated throughout this Initial Study.  Where necessary, mitigation measures have been identified to 
reduce identified impacts to a level below significance.  Accordingly, impacts due to the construction 
of new electrical facilities, natural gas lines, and communication systems as necessary to serve the 
Project are evaluated as less than significant. 
 
Storm Water Drainage 
The proposed Project would construct an on-site network of storm drains and water quality/detention 
basins to convey storm water flows.  The proposed Project would not require the expansion of any off-
site existing storm water drainage facilities, with exception of the off-site detention basin and 
associated drop inlet structure, which are evaluated as part of the Project’s construction phase 
throughout this IS/MND.   
 
The construction of storm drain lines and detention/water quality basins as proposed by the Project 
would result in physical impacts to the surface and subsurface of the Project site.  These impacts are 
considered to be part of the Project’s construction phase and are evaluated throughout this Initial 
Study accordingly.  In instances where significant impacts have been identified for the Project’s 
construction phase, mitigation measures are recommended in each applicable subsection of this 
Initial Study to reduce impacts to less-than-significant levels.  The construction of storm drain 
infrastructure on-site as necessary to serve the proposed Project would not result in any significant 
physical effects on the environment that are not already identified and disclosed as part of this Initial 
Study.  Accordingly, additional mitigation measures beyond those identified throughout this Initial 
Study would not be required. 
 
Street Lighting 
In accordance with Riverside County requirements, street lights would be provided along all roadways 
planned for improvement by the Project.  Impacts associated with the construction of street lights 
have been evaluated in association with the physical impact of on- and off-site roadway construction 
throughout this Initial Study.  Where necessary, mitigation measures have been identified to reduce 
identified impacts to a level below significance.  Accordingly, impacts due to the construction of street 
lights are evaluated as less than significant. 
 
Public Facilities Maintenance 
The only public facilities proposed by the Project that would require maintenance include public 
roadways.  Public roadways would be maintained by Riverside County.  There would be no impacts to 
the environment resulting from routine maintenance of public roads, water quality/detention basins, 
the park site, or sewage lift station.  Accordingly, no impact would occur and mitigation is not required. 
 
Other Governmental Services 
There are no other governmental services or utilities needed to serve the proposed Project beyond 
what is evaluated and disclosed above and throughout the remaining sections of this Initial Study.  
Accordingly, no impact would occur. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
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Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
49. Energy Conservation 
    a)  Would the project conflict with any adopted energy 
conservation plans? 

    

 
Source: Lake Ranch Greenhouse Gas Impact Analysis, Urban Crossroads, 2014b; Project Application 
Materials. 
 
Findings of Fact: Project implementation would result in the conversion of the subject site from its 
existing, undeveloped condition to a residential community that would feature 272 single-family 
dwelling units, a park site, and open space.  This land use transition would increase the site’s demand 
for energy.  Specifically, the proposed Project would increase consumption of energy for space and 
water heating, air conditioning, lighting, and operation of miscellaneous equipment and appliances. 
 
As summarized in the Project’s Greenhouse Gas Analysis (Appendix G to this Initial Study), the 
Project is estimated to require approximately 1,974,770 kilowatt-hours of electricity per year and 
approximately 7.985,370 kilo-British Thermal Units of natural gas per year (Urban Crossroads, 
2015b).  Planning efforts by energy resource providers take into account planned land uses to ensure 
the long-term availability of energy resources necessary to service anticipated growth.  Energy 
demands associated with the proposed Project are addressed through long-range planning by energy 
purveyors and can be accommodated as they occur.  Therefore, Project implementation is not 
anticipated to result in the need for the construction or expansion of existing energy generation 
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects. 
 
Furthermore, the State of California regulates energy consumption under Title 24 of the California 
Code of Regulations.  The Title 24 Building Energy Efficiency Standards were developed by the CEC 
and apply to energy consumed for heating, cooling, ventilation, water heating, and lighting in new 
residential and non-residential buildings.  Adherence to these efficiency standards would result in a 
“maximum feasible” reduction in unnecessary energy consumption.  Furthermore, and pursuant to 
Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1, the Project would be required to achieve a minimum 10% increase in 
energy efficiencies beyond 2013 California Building Code Title 24 performance standards.  As such, 
the development and operation of the proposed Project would not conflict with applicable energy 
conservation plans, and impacts would be less than significant. 
 
Electricity and natural gas transmission and distribution lines are located in the Project site vicinity and 
all new service lines to the property and Project’s buildings would be installed as part of the Project’s 
construction phase.  Environmental impacts associated with construction of energy transmission and 
distribution infrastructure have been addressed throughout this Initial Study, and mitigation has been 
provided in each applicable section for all potential short-term impacts.  Therefore, a significant impact 
due to the construction of energy transmission and distribution infrastructure as necessary to serve 
the proposed Project would not occur, or would be mitigated to below a level of significance with 
application of mitigation measures provided throughout this Initial Study. 
 
Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 
Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
 
MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 
50. Does the project have the potential to substantially     
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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, 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? 

 
Source:   Staff review, Project Application Materials 
 
Findings of Fact:   As indicated in the discussion and analysis of Wildlife & Vegetation (IS/MND 
Section 7.), and assuming the implementation of Mitigation Measures M-BI-1 through M-BI-8, impacts 
to biological resources would be reduced to a level below significance.  As indicated in the discussion 
of Historical and Archaeological Resources (IS/MND Sections 8. and 9.), the Project site is 
undeveloped under existing conditions, and does not contain any important examples of the major 
periods of California history or prehistory, including archaeological or historical resources.  Therefore, 
the proposed Project, with implementation of mitigation measures, would not 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, 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.  Impacts would 
be less than significant. 
 
51. Does the project have impacts which are individually 

limited, but cumulatively considerable?  ("Cumula-
tively considerable" means that the incremental 
effects of a project are considerable when viewed in 
connection with the effects of past projects, other 
current projects and probable future projects)? 

    

 
Source:   Staff review, Project Application Materials 
 
Findings of Fact:   Implementation of the proposed Project would result in cumulatively considerable 
effects associated with biological resources and transportation/traffic.  These potentially significant 
effects have been evaluated and disclosed in IS/MND Sections 7 (Wildlife & Vegetation) and 43 
(Circulation).  Cumulative impacts to wildlife/vegetation and circulation were evaluated as potentially 
significant, but would be reduced to less-than-significant levels with the incorporation of the mitigation 
measures specified in Sections 7 and 43 of this Initial Study.  There are no other cumulatively 
considerable impacts associated with the proposed Project that are not already evaluated and 
disclosed throughout this IS/MND. 
 
52. Does the project have environmental effects that will 

cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, 
either directly or indirectly? 

    

 
Source:   Staff review; Project Application Materials 
 
Findings of Fact:   The Project’s potential to result in substantial adverse effects on human beings has 
been evaluated throughout this IS/MND (e.g., Air Quality, Geology/Soils, Noise, etc.).  Where 
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potentially significant impacts are identified, mitigation measures have been imposed on the Project to 
reduce these adverse effects to a level below significance.  There are no components of the proposed 
Project that could result in substantial adverse effects on human beings that are not already evaluated 
and disclosed throughout this IS/MND.  Accordingly, no additional impacts would occur. 
 
VI.  EARLIER ANALYSES 
 
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 as per California Code 
of Regulations, Section 15063 (c) (3) (D).  In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following: 
 
Earlier Analyses Used, if any:  2003 Riverside County General Plan EIR (Riverside County, 2003b) 
 
Location Where Earlier Analyses, if used, are available for review: N/A 
 
VII.  AUTHORITIES CITED  
Authorities cited:  Public Resources Code Sections 21083 and 21083.05;  References:  California 
Government Code Section 65088.4;  Public Resources Code Sections 21080(c), 21080.1, 21080.3, 
21082.1, 21083, 21083.05, 21083.3, 21093, 21094, 21095 and 21151;  Sundstrom v. County of 
Mendocino (1988) 202 Cal.App.3d 296;  Leonoff v. Monterey 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.4th at 1109;  San Franciscans 
Upholding the Downtown Plan v. City and County of San Francisco (2002) 102 Cal.App.4th 656.   
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

IMPACTS  LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE 
AFTER MITIGATION  MITIGATION MEASURES  RESPONSIBLE PARTY/ 

MONITORING PARTY  IMPLEMENTATION STAGE 

AIR QUALITY: 
6.  AIR QUALITY IMPACTS 
The Project would not exceed 
regional criteria pollutant thresholds 
established by the SCAQMD, and 
impacts would be less than significant 
without mitigation; however. It 
should be noted that operational 
emissions values are based on a 
minimum 10% increase in energy 
efficiencies beyond 2013 California 
Building Code Title 24 performance 
standards, as required by M‐AQ‐1.  
 
 

Less than Significant M‐AQ‐1 (Condition of Approval 80.Planning.019) Prior to 
the issuance of building permits, the Project Applicant shall 
submit energy demand calculations to the County Planning 
Department demonstrating that the increment of the Project 
for which building permits are being requested would achieve 
a minimum 10% increase in energy efficiencies beyond 2013 
California Building Code Title 24 performance standards.  
Representative energy efficiency/energy conservation 
measures to be incorporated in the Project would include, but 
would not be not limited to, those listed below (it being 
understood that the items listed below are not all required 
and merely present examples; the list is not all‐inclusive and 
other features that would reduce energy consumption and 
promote energy conservation would also be acceptable): 
 

 Increase in insulation such that heat transfer and 
thermal bridging is minimized. 

 Limit air leakage through the structure and/or 
within the heating and cooling distribution system. 

 Use of energy‐efficient space heating and cooling 
equipment. 

 Installation of electrical hook‐ups at loading dock 
areas. 

 Installation of dual‐paned or other energy efficient 
windows. 

 Use of interior and exterior energy efficient lighting 
that exceeds the incumbent California Title 24 
Energy Efficiency performance standards. 

 Installation of automatic devices to turn off lights 
where they are not needed. 

 Application of a paint and surface color palette that 
emphasizes light and off‐white colors that reflect 
heat away from buildings. 

 Design of buildings with “cool roofs” using 
products certified by the Cool Roof Rating Council, 
and/or exposed roof surfaces using light and off‐
white colors. 

 Design of buildings to accommodate photo‐voltaic 
solar electricity systems or the installation of 
photo‐voltaic solar electricity systems. 

Project  Applicant/  Riverside 
County Planning Department  

M‐AQ‐1 Prior to building 
permit issuance, the County 
Planning Department shall 
review the energy demand 
calculations to verify that 
the Project achieves a 
minimum 10% increase in 
energy efficiencies beyond 
2013 California Building 
Code Title 24 performance 
standards. 
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AFTER MITIGATION  MITIGATION MEASURES  RESPONSIBLE PARTY/ 

MONITORING PARTY  IMPLEMENTATION STAGE 

 Installation of ENERGY STAR‐qualified energy‐
efficient appliances, heating and cooling systems, 
office equipment, and/or lighting products. 

 
Emissions resulting from the Project 
construction would exceed criteria 
pollutant thresholds established by 
the SCAQMD for emissions of NOx 
(before mitigation). This is evaluated 
as a significant impact of Project 
construction for which mitigation (in 
the form of special construction 
equipment, restricted horsepower‐
hours per day, and limited truck haul 
distances/total number of trips per 
day) would be required. 
Implementation of MMs AQ2‐AQ3, 
construction related emissions would 
be below the SCAQMD Regional 
Threshold and would be reduced to 
below a level of significance. 

Less than Significant M‐AQ‐2 (Condition of Approval 60.Planning.025) The 
Project is required to comply with the provisions of South 
Coast Air Quality Management District Rule 403, “Fugitive 
Dust” by implementing the following dust control measures 
during construction activities.”  , such as earth moving 
activities, grading, and equipment travel on unpaved roads.  
Prior to grading permit issuance, the County shall verify that 
the following notes are included on the grading plan.  Project 
contractors shall be required to ensure compliance with the 
notes and permit periodic inspection of the construction site 
by County of Riverside staff or its designee to confirm 
compliance.  These notes also shall be specified in bid 
documents issued to prospective construction contractors. 
 

 During grading activity, all construction equipment 
(>150 horsepower) shall be California Air Resources 
Board (CARB) Tier 3 Certified or better.  The 
construction contractor shall keep a log of all 
construction equipment greater than 150 
horsepower demonstrating compliance with this 
requirement, and the log shall be made available 
for inspection by Riverside County upon request. 

 During construction activity, total horsepower‐
hours per day for all equipment shall not exceed 
24,464 horsepower‐hours per day.  The 
construction contractor shall keep a log of all gas‐
powered equipment used during each day of 
construction, the number of hours each piece of 
equipment was used, and the total horsepower of 
all construction equipment used.  These logs shall 
be made available for inspection by Riverside 
County upon request. 

 During grading and ground‐disturbing construction 
activities, the construction contractor shall ensure 
that all unpaved roads, active soil stockpiles, and 
areas undergoing active ground disturbance within 
the Project site are watered at least three (3) times 
daily during dry weather.  Watering, with complete 
coverage of disturbed areas by water truck, 
sprinkler system or other comparable means, shall 
occur in the mid‐morning, afternoon, and after 

Project Applicant/ Riverside 
County Building and Safety 
Department 

M‐AQ‐2 Prior to grading 
or building permit issuance, 
the County shall verify that 
the required notes are 
included on grading plans.  
During construction 
activities, the construction 
contractor shall be 
responsible for compliance 
with the idling restriction.  
The construction contractor 
also shall allow for 
inspection by Riverside 
County staff or its designee 
to verify compliance. 
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work has been completed for the day. 
 Temporary signs shall be installed on the 

construction site along all unpaved roads and/or 
unpaved haul routes indicating a maximum speed 
limit of 15 miles per hour (MPH).  The signs shall be 
installed before construction activities commence 
and remain in place during the duration of vehicle 
activities on all unpaved roads unpaved haul 
routes. 

    M‐AQ‐3 (Condition of Approval 60.Planning.026) Prior to 
issuance of grading permits, the Project Applicant shall 
identify a location for the importation of soil material. The 
County shall verify that a note is included on the grading plans 
indicating that two‐way haul trips associated with any soil 
import activity shall be limited to the following: 
 

 If the haul site location is one mile or less from the 
Project site, then daily haul trips shall be limited to 
923 two‐way trips. 

 If the haul site location is three miles or less from 
the Project site, then daily haul trips shall be 
limited to 513 two‐way trips. 

 If the haul site location is five miles or less from the 
Project site, then daily haul trips shall be limited to 
350 two‐way trips. 

 If the haul site location is ten miles or less from the 
Project site, then daily haul trips shall be limited to 
204 two‐way trips. 

 If the haul site location is 15 miles or less from the 
Project site, then daily haul trips shall be limited to 
138 two‐way trips. 

 If the haul site location is 20 miles or less from the 
Project site, then daily haul trips shall be limited to 
102 two‐way trips. 

 
These notes also shall be specified in bid documents issued to 
prospective construction contractors.  The construction 
contractor shall keep daily logs of all soil import‐related haul 
trips to and from the Project site, and shall make these logs 
available to County staff for inspection upon request.   

Project Applicant,
Construction Contractor / 
Riverside County Planning 
Department 

M‐AQ‐3 Prior to grading 
permit issuance, the Project 
Applicant shall identify a 
location for the importation 
of material.  The Riverside 
County Planning 
Department shall verify 
that the appropriate 
note(s) are included on the 
grading plans based on the 
distance between the 
Project site and the haul 
site.  During construction 
activities, the construction 
contractor shall be 
responsible for compliance 
with the two‐way trip 
restriction.  The 
construction contractor 
also shall allow for 
inspection by Riverside 
County staff or its designee 
to verify compliance. 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: 
7.0  WILDLIFE AND VEGETATION 
The proposed Project has the 
potential to result in conflicts with 
applicable MSHCP policies, including 

Less than Significant M‐BR‐1 (Condition  of  Approval  60.EPD.007,  80.EPD.001, 
50.EPD.004)     Due to the presence of  least Bell’s vireo  in the 
avoided drainage  located  in  the northeastern portions of  the 

Project Applicant/ Riverside 
County Environmental 
Programs Department, 

M‐BR‐1 Prior to issuance 
of grading permits and 
building permit final 
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provisions of MSHCP Section 6.1.2 
through Section 6.1.4.  Mitigation 
Measures M‐BR‐1, M‐BR‐2, M‐BR‐7, 
and M‐BR‐8 have been identified to 
ensure consistency with applicable 
provisions of the MSHCP.  

Project  site  (Drainage  B),  the  following  avoidance  and 
minimization measures  shall be adopted  to avoid  impacts  to 
the  species during  construction  and  following  completion of 
construction during the breeding season (approximately April 
10 until July 31, depending on when the birds arrive from and 
depart to wintering areas): 
 
Mitigation Prior to and During Construction 

a. Prior to the issuance of grading or building permits 
during the breeding season, a survey to determine 
the presence of potential nesting least Bell’s vireo 
on‐site shall be conducted by a qualified biologist 
three (3) days before any grading or ground 
disturbance activity commences in the vicinity of 
Drainage B during the breeding season, and all results 
shall be forwarded to the USFWS, CDFW, and the 
Riverside County Environmental Programs 
Department. 

 
b. The qualified biologist shall identify a 300‐foot 

avoidance buffer from the habitat in Drainage B for 
construction occurring during the breeding season.  If 
work is required within 300‐feet during the breeding 
season, the biologist shall monitor all work to ensure 
no impacts occur to the least Bell’s vireo.  Written 
documentation shall be prepared and submitted to 
CDFW, USFWS, and Riverside County Environmental 
Programs Department on completion of construction 
during the breeding season to outline any monitoring 
activities. 

 
c. Construction limits in and around least Bell’s vireo 

habitat associated with Drainage B shall be 
delineated with flags and/or fencing prior to the 
initiation of any grading or construction activities to 
clearly identify the limits of the habitat and/or the 
300‐foot avoidance buffer during the breeding 
season. 

 
d. Prior to grading and construction, a training program 

shall be developed and implemented by the qualified 
biologist to inform all workers on the project about 
the listed species, its habitat, and the importance of 
complying with avoidance and minimization 
measures.  A copy of the training materials shall be 

Riverside County Planning 
Department, Riverside County 
Building and Safety 
Department 

inspection, the Riverside 
County Environmental 
Programs Department and 
Building and Safety 
Department shall ensure 
that all requirements 
related to construction or 
post‐construction impacts 
have been fulfilled. 
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included in bid documents issued to prospective 
construction contractors. 

 
e. Prior to the issuance of grading or building permits, 

the County of Riverside Building and Safety 
Department shall ensure the following not is included 
on the grading and/or building plans: “All 
construction work shall occur during daylight hours.  
The construction contractor shall limit all 
construction‐related activities that would result in 
high noise levels to between the hours of 6:00 a.m. 
and 6:00 p.m., during the months of June through 
September, and 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., during the 
months of October through May.”  This note also 
shall be specified in bid documents issued to 
prospective construction contractors. 

 
f. During any excavation and grading within or 

immediately adjacent to the 300‐foot avoidance 
buffer for Drainage B, the construction contractors 
shall install properly operating and maintained 
mufflers on all construction equipment, fixed or 
mobile, to reduce construction equipment noise to 
the maximum extent possible.  The mufflers shall be 
installed consistent with manufacturers’ standards.  
The construction contractor shall also place all 
stationary construction equipment so that emitted 
noise is directed away from the least Bell’s vireo 
habitat within Drainage B.  The construction 
contractor shall keep logs demonstrating that all 
construction equipment utilizes properly maintained 
mufflers, and shall make these logs available to 
County staff for inspection upon request.   

 
g. The construction contractor shall stage equipment in 

areas that will create the greatest distance between 
construction‐related noise sources and Drainage B 
during all Project construction occurring during the 
breeding season.  To ensure this requirement is 
enforced, the construction contractor shall provide a 
map to the Riverside County Environmental Programs 
Department depicting the location of staging areas in 
relation to Drainage B.  The construction contractor 
also shall permit inspection by Riverside County staff 
upon request to verify compliance with this 
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requirement.
 
h. If the monitoring biologist determines that noise 

from the construction activities may be affecting the 
normal expected breeding behavior of the birds, the 
construction supervisor shall be informed and work 
within no less than 300 feet of construction areas 
shall be ceased until appropriate measures are 
implemented.  This may include monitoring by a 
qualified acoustician to verify noise levels are below 
60 decibels (dBA) within the least Bell’s vireo habitat.  
If the 60 dBA requirement is exceeded the 
acoustician shall make operational changes, utilize 
technology to reduce construction noise such as 
mufflers, and/or install a barrier to alleviate noise 
levels during the breeding season.  Installation of 
noise barriers and any other corrective actions taken 
to mitigate noise during the construction period shall 
be communicated to the USFWS, CDFW, and 
Riverside County Environmental Programs 
Department. 

 
i. If after all corrective actions are implemented the 

monitoring biologists determines that the normal 
expected breeding behavior of the birds is being 
affected, work within no less than 300 feet shall be 
ceased and the USFWS, CDFW, and Riverside County 
Environmental Programs Department shall be 
contacted to discuss the appropriate course of 
action. 

 
Mitigation for Post‐Construction Impacts 
j. Prior to building permit final inspection, the Project 

Applicant shall demonstrate that cat‐proof fencing 
has been installed at the perimeter of development 
adjacent to the open space for Drainage B. 

 
k. Access to the Drainage B open space area shall be 

restricted for conservation activities only.  Prior to 
building permit final inspection, signs shall be 
installed prohibiting public access, including dogs. 

 
l. Prior to building permit final inspection, the Riverside 

County Building and Safety Department shall ensure 
that all night lighting within development areas are 
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directed away from the open space area associated 
with Drainage B (Lot ‘M’).  The Riverside County 
Building and Safety Department shall also verify that 
Project has been designed to minimize exterior night 
lighting while remaining compliant with local 
ordinances related to street lighting.  Any necessary 
lighting (e.g., to light up equipment for security 
measures) shall be shielded or directed away from 
the habitat area in Drainage B and are not to exceed 
0.5 foot‐candles.  Monitoring by a qualified lighting 
engineer (attained by the Project Applicant and 
subject to spot checking by Riverside County staff) 
shall be conducted as needed to verify light levels are 
below 0.5 foot‐candles required within identified 
occupied least Bell’s vireo habitat following 
construction.  If the 0.5 foot‐candles requirement is 
exceeded, the lighting engineer shall make 
operational changes and/or install a barrier to 
alleviate light levels during the breeding season. 

 
m. An awareness program shall be implemented to 

educate residents about the conservation values 
associated with the Drainage B open space.  A copy 
of the awareness program shall be provided to the 
Riverside County Environmental Programs 
Department for review and approval.  The approved 
awareness program literature shall be included in 
sales documentation for individual units and 
provided to each homeowner within the proposed 
development. 

 
    M‐BR‐2 (Condition  of  Approval  60.EPD.004)  Pursuant  to 

Objective  6  and Objective  7  of  the  Species  Account  for  the 
Burrowing  Owl  included  in  the  Western  Riverside  County 
Multiple  Species  Habitat  Conservation  Plan,  within  30  days 
prior  to  initial  grading  or  clearing  activities,  a  qualified 
biologist shall conduct a survey of the Project site and make a 
determination  regarding  the  presence  or  absence  of  the 
burrowing owl.   The determination shall be documented  in a 
report that shall be reviewed and approved by the County of 
Riverside prior to the issuance of a grading permit, subject to 
the following provisions: 
 

a) In the event that the pre‐construction survey 
identifies no burrowing owls on the property, a 

M‐BR‐2 Prior to 
commencement of grading 
activities, the Riverside 
County Environmental 
Programs Department shall 
ensure that a pre‐
construction burrowing owl 
survey is completed within 
30 days prior to initial 
grading or clearing 
activities, and shall enforce 
the identified requirements 
should any burrowing 
owl(s) be identified on‐site. 
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grading permit may be issued without restriction. 
 

b) In the event that the pre‐construction survey 
identifies the presence of at least one individual but 
less than three (3) mating pairs of burrowing owl, 
then grading permits shall be conditioned to avoid 
occupied burrows to the greatest extent feasible, 
following the guidelines in the Staff Report on 
Burrowing Owl Mitigation published by Department 
of Fish and Wildlife (March 7, 2012) including, but 
not limited to, conducting pre‐construction surveys; 
avoiding occupied burrows during the nesting and 
non‐breeding seasons; implementing a worker 
awareness program; biological monitoring; 
establishing avoidance buffers; and flagging burrows 
for avoidance with visible markers.  If occupied 
burrows cannot be avoided, acceptable methods may 
be used to exclude burrowing owl either temporarily 
or permanently, pursuant to a Burrowing Owl 
Exclusion Plan that shall be prepared and approved 
by the County of Riverside Environmental Programs 
Department (EPD), in coordination with the CDFW.  
The Burrowing Owl Exclusion Plan shall be prepared 
in accordance with the guidelines in the Staff Report 
on Burrowing Owl Mitigation and the MSHCP.  In 
accordance with the MSHCP, take of active nests 
shall be avoided.  Passive relocation (i.e., the scoping 
of the burrows by a burrowing owl biologist and 
collapsing burrows free of young) shall occur when 
owls are present outside the nesting season.  Passive 
relocation shall follow CDFW relocation protocol and 
shall only occur between September 15 and February 
1.  The EPD may require translocation sites for the 
burrowing owl to be created in the MSHCP reserve 
for the establishment of new colonies pursuant to 
MSHCP objectives for the species.  Translocation 
sites, if required, shall be identified in consultation 
with EPD and/or CDFW taking into consideration 
unoccupied habitat areas, presence of burrowing 
mammals, existing colonies, and effects to other 
MSHCP Covered Species.  If proximate alternate 
habitat is not present as determined by the biologist, 
active relocation shall follow CDFW relocation 
protocol.  The biologist shall confirm in writing that 
the species has fledged the site or been relocated 
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prior to the issuance of a grading permit.   
 

c) In the event that the pre‐construction survey 
identifies the presence of three (3) or more mating 
pairs of burrowing owl, the requirements of MSCHP 
Species‐Specific Conservation Objectives 5 for the 
burrowing owl shall be followed.  Objective 5 states 
that if the site (including adjacent areas) supports 
three (3) or more pairs of burrowing owls and 
supports greater than 35 acres of suitable Habitat, at 
least 90 percent of the area with long‐term 
conservation value and burrowing owl pairs will be 
conserved onsite until it is demonstrated that 
Objectives 1‐4 have been met.  A grading permit shall 
only be issued, either: 

 
 Upon approval and implementation of a 

property‐specific Determination of Biologically 
Superior Preservation (DBESP) report for the 
burrowing owl by the CDFW; or 
 

 A determination by the biologist that the site is 
part of an area supporting less than 35 acres of 
suitable Habitat, and upon passive or active 
relocation of the species following CDFW 
protocols.  Passive relocation, including the 
required use of one‐way doors to exclude owls 
from the site and the collapsing of burrows, will 
occur if the biologist determines that the 
proximity and availability of alternate habitat is 
suitable for successful passive relocation.  
Passive relocation shall follow CDFW relocation 
protocol and shall only occur between 
September 15 and February 1.  If proximate 
alternate habitat is not present as determined 
by the biologist, active relocation shall follow 
CDFW relocation protocol.  The biologist shall 
confirm in writing that the species has fledged 
the site or been relocated prior to the issuance 
of a grading permit. 

 
    M‐BR‐7 (Condition  of  Approval  10.EPD.001)      Prior  to 

issuance of building permits, a final  landscaping plan shall be 
submitted  to  the  Riverside  County  Environmental  Programs 
Department (EPD) for review.  The EPD shall review the list of 

M‐BR‐7 Prior to issuance 
of building permits, the 
Riverside County 
Environmental Programs 
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plant species to verify that none of the plant species  listed  in 
Table  6‐2  of  the  MSHCP,  Plants  That  Should  Be  Avoided 
Adjacent  to  the MSHCP  Conservation  Area,  are  identified  in 
the landscape plans. 
 

Department shall verify 
that the landscape plans do 
not contain any plant 
species listed in Table 6‐2 
of the MSHCP. 
 

    M‐BR‐8 (Condition  of  Approval  60.EPD.006)  Prior  to 
issuance  of  grading  permits,  a  habitat  mitigation  and 
monitoring  plan  (HMMP)  shall  be  prepared  to  address 
mitigation  for  MSHCP  Riparian/Riverine  resources.    The 
HMMP  shall provide details as  to  the  implementation of  the 
mitigation, performance  standards, maintenance,  and  future 
monitoring  of  the  proposed  Riparian/Riverine  habitat 
restoration  and  enhancement,    Prior  to  grading  permit  final 
inspection, compensatory mitigation for impacts to 1.16 acres 
of  the MSHCP Riparian/Riverine Areas  in on‐site and off‐site 
portions  of Drainage  A  shall  be  provided  at  a minimum  2:1 
ratio  by  creating  and  enhancing  habitat,  as  set  forth  in  the 
Project’s Determination of Biologically Equivalent or Superior 
Preservation  (DBESP)  prepared  by  PCR  Services  Corporation 
and  dated  November  2015.    The  riparian  mitigation  shall 
satisfy  compensatory  mitigation  required  pursuant  to 
regulatory permits (as required by Mitigation Measure M‐BR‐
4) and Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP (as required by Mitigation 
Measure M‐BR‐1).    As  summarized  in  IS/MND  Table  EA‐17, 
Acres of Proposed Mitigation Type and Habitat Per Drainage, 
Project compensatory mitigation shall consist of the following: 
 

 enhancement to 0.27 acre of riparian habitat in 
Drainage A;  

 enhancement to 0.43 acre of riparian transition in 
Drainage A and enhancement to 0.29 acre of 
riparian transition in Drainage B (for a total of 0.72 
acre of riparian transition enhancements);  

 enhancement to 0.09 acre of upland habitat within 
Drainage A and 0.71 acre of upland habitat in 
Drainage B (for a total of 0.80 acre of upland 
habitat enhancements);  

 creation of 0.07 acre of riparian habitat in Drainage 
A and creation of 0.05 acre of riparian habitat in 
Drainage B (for a total of 0.12 acre of riparian 
habitat creations); and 

 creation of 0.64 acre of riparian transition in 
Drainage A and creation of 0.03 acre of riparian 
transition in Drainage B (for a total of 0.67 acre of 

M‐BR‐8 Prior to issuance 
of grading permits, the 
County Building and Safety 
Department shall verify 
that the required habitat 
mitigation and monitoring 
plan (HMMP) has been 
approved by the Riverside 
County Environmental 
Programs Department.  
Prior to grading permit final 
inspection, the Project 
Applicant shall provide 
evidence to the Riverside 
County Environmental 
Programs Department 
demonstrating that the 
required compensatory 
mitigation has been 
achieved. 
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riparian transition creations); 
 

 
 

Implementation of the proposed 
Project has the potential to impact 
sensitive wildlife species, including 
the least Bell’s vireo and burrowing 
owl.  Mitigation Measures M‐BR‐1, 
M‐BR‐2, M‐BR‐3, M‐BR‐5, M‐BR‐6, 
and M‐BR‐8 have been identified to 
ensure that the Project would have 
less‐than‐significant impacts on 
sensitive wildlife species. 
 

Less than Significant As specified for Mitigation Measure M‐BR‐1, M‐BR‐2, M‐BR‐3, 
M‐BR‐5, M‐BR‐6, and M‐BR‐8. 

Project Applicant/ Riverside 
County Environmental 
Programs Department, 
Riverside County Planning 
Department, Riverside County 
Building and Safety 
Department 

As specified for Mitigation 
Measure M‐BR‐1, M‐BR‐2, 
M‐BR‐3, M‐BR‐5, M‐BR‐6, 
and M‐BR‐8. 

A total of 0.57 acre of sensitive native 
communities would be impacted by 
the proposed Project , including 0.48 
acre of arroyo willow scrub and 0.09 
acre of black willow scrub  

Less than Significant M‐BR‐3 (Condition  of  Approval  60.EPD.006)    Prior  to 
issuance  of  grading  permits,  a  habitat  mitigation  and 
monitoring plan  (HMMP)  for  impacts  to  two  sensitive native 
communities  (arroyo  willow  scrub  and  black  willow  scrub) 
shall be prepared.    The HMMP  shall offset  impacts  to  these 
habitats  by  focusing  on  the  creation,  enhancement,  and/or 
restoration of riparian habitats within disturbed habitat areas 
of the Project site and/or off‐site.  The functions and values of 
the mitigation  areas  shall  be  equivalent  or  superior  to  the 
impacted habitat.   The HMMP  shall provide details as  to  the 
implementation  of  the  mitigation,  performance  standards, 
maintenance, and future monitoring.   Prior to grading permit 
final  inspection,  compensatory mitigation  for  impacts  to  the 
three sensitive native communities shall be provided at a 2:1 
ratio for impacts to arroyo willow scrub and black willow scrub 
by  creating,  enhancing  and/or  restoring  riparian  habitat.  
Mitigation  is proposed both on‐site and off‐site at an agency 
approved mitigation bank or land acquired for the purpose of 
mitigation.    The  riparian  mitigation  shall  also  satisfy 
compensatory  mitigation  required  pursuant  to  regulatory 
permits  (as  required  by  Mitigation  Measure  M‐BR‐4)  and 
Section  6.1.2  of  the  MSHCP  (as  required  by  Mitigation 
Measure M‐BR‐8).       Mitigation for  impacts shall occur  in one 

M‐BR‐3 Prior to issuance 
of grading permits, the 
County Building and Safety 
Department shall verify 
that the required habitat 
mitigation and monitoring 
plan (HMMP) has been 
approved by the Riverside 
County Environmental 
Programs Department.  
Prior to grading permit final 
inspection, the Project 
Applicant shall provide 
evidence to the Riverside 
County Environmental 
Programs Department 
demonstrating that the 
required compensatory 
mitigation has been 
achieved. 
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or more of the following ways:
 

1. Transplantation of arroyo willow scrub and black 
willow scrub habitat species from impact areas, if 
feasible; 
 

2. Seeding of arroyo willow scrub and black willow 
scrub species, in addition to species associated 
with these habitat types; 
 

3. Planting of container plants and/or stakes of arroyo 
willow and black willow species and/or other 
species associated with these habitat types; or 
 

4. Salvage of duff and topsoil from impact areas and 
subsequent dispersal into the mitigation areas. 
 

The Project site has the potential to 
support songbird and raptor nests 
due to the presence of shrubs, 
ground cover, and limited trees on‐
site.   Disturbing or destroying active 
nests is a violation of the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act (MBTA, 16 U.S.C. 703 
et seq.).  In addition, nests and eggs 
are protected under Fish and Wildlife 
Code Section 3503.  As such direct 
impacts to breeding birds (e.g. 
through nest removal) or indirect 
impacts (e.g. by noise causing 
abandonment of the nest) are 
considered a potentially significant 
impact for which mitigation would be 
required 

Less than Significant M‐BR‐5 (Condition of Approval 60.EPD.005) Prior to the 
issuance of any grading permit that would remove potentially 
suitable nesting habitat for raptors or songbirds, the Project 
applicant shall demonstrate to the satisfaction of the County 
of Riverside that either of the following have been or will be 
accomplished. 
 

1. Vegetation removal activities shall be scheduled 
outside the nesting season (September 1 to 
February 14 for songbirds; September 1 to January 
14 for raptors) to avoid potential impacts to 
nesting birds. 
 

2. Any construction activities that occur during the 
nesting season (February 15 to August 31 for 
songbirds; January 15 to August 31 for raptors) will 
require that all suitable habitat be thoroughly 
surveyed for the presence of nesting birds by a 
qualified biologist before commencement of 
clearing.  If any active nests are detected a buffer 
of 300 feet (500 feet for raptors) around the nest 
adjacent to construction will be delineated, 
flagged, and avoided until the nesting cycle is 
complete.  The buffer may be modified and/or 
other recommendations proposed as determined 
appropriate by the biological monitor to minimize 
impacts. 
 

M‐BR‐5 Prior to issuance 
of grading permits, the 
Riverside County 
Environmental Programs 
Department shall verify 
that either construction 
activities have been 
scheduled outside the 
nesting season, or that a 
pre‐construction survey 
during the nesting season 
has taken place and that 
appropriate buffers have 
been established from any 
occupied nests. 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 7-4 Attachment 2, Page 242 of 254

418



  INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

T&B PLANNING, INC. Page MMRP-13 March 2016 
 

IMPACTS  LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE 
AFTER MITIGATION  MITIGATION MEASURES  RESPONSIBLE PARTY/ 

MONITORING PARTY  IMPLEMENTATION STAGE 

    M‐BR‐6 (Condition of Approval 10.Planning.010) Prior to 
building permit final inspection, the Project applicant shall 
demonstrate that payment of the MSHCP Local Development 
Mitigation Fee has occurred pursuant to Riverside County 
Ordinance No. 810. 

M‐BR‐6 Prior to building 
permit final inspection, the 
Riverside County Building 
and Safety Department 
shall verify payment of the 
MSHCP Local Development 
Mitigation Fee. 

The Project has the potential to result 
in impacts associated with the 
movement of wildlife species.  
Mitigation Measure M‐BR‐6 has been 
identified to ensure that the Project 
would have less‐than‐significant 
impacts on the movement of wildlife 
species. 

Less than Significant As specified for Mitigation Measure M‐BR‐6. As specified for Mitigation 
Measure M‐BR‐6. 

As specified for Mitigation 
Measure M‐BR‐6. 

 
The Project has the potential to 
impact California Department of Fish 
and Game jurisdictional features.  
Mitigation Measure M‐BR‐3 has been 
identified to ensure that the Project 
would have less‐than‐significant 
impacts on California Department of 
Fish and Game jurisdictional features.  
 

Less than Significant As specified for Mitigation Measure M‐BR‐3. As specified for Mitigation 
Measure M‐BR‐3. 

As specified for Mitigation 
Measure M‐BR‐3. 

The Project has the potential to 
impact federally protected wetlands.  
Mitigation Measure M‐BR‐4 has been 
identified to ensure that the Project 
would have less‐than‐significant 
impacts on federally protected 
wetlands.  
 

Less than Significant As specified for Mitigation Measure M‐BR‐4. As specified for Mitigation 
Measure M‐BR‐4. 

As specified for Mitigation 
Measure M‐BR‐4. 

CULTURAL RESOURCES:  
9.   ARCHEOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
There is a potential that buried 
archaeological materials may be 
present.  Thus, before mitigation the 
proposed project could have a 
potentially significant impact to 
archeological resources. 

Less than Significant M‐CR‐1 (Condition of Approval 60.Planning.023)  Prior to 
issuance of a grading permit, the Project Applicant shall 
prepare and submit to the County Archaeologist for review 
and approval a Cultural Resources Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program (CRMMRP).  The CRMMRP shall include, 
but not necessarily be limited to, the following actions: 
 
1) Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the Project 

Applicant shall provide written verification that a 

Project Applicant, Project 
Archaeologist, Construction 
Contractor / County 
Archaeologist 

M‐CR‐1  Prior to issuance 
of any grading permits, the 
CRMMRP shall be reviewed 
and approved by the 
County Archaeologist.  
During ground‐disturbing 
activities, the provisions of 
the CRMMRP shall be 
implemented.  Prior to 
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certified archaeologist has been retained to implement 
the monitoring program.  This verification shall be 
presented in a letter from the Project archaeologist to 
the Riverside County Planning Department. 
 

2) The Project Applicant shall enter into an agreement 
with the Pechanga Tribe to provide Native American 
monitoring during grading.  The Native American 
monitor shall work in concert with the archaeological 
monitor to observe ground disturbances and search for 
cultural materials. 
 

3) The certified archaeologist shall attend the pre‐grading 
meeting with the contractors to explain and coordinate 
the requirements of the monitoring program. 
 

4) During the original cutting of previously undisturbed 
deposits, the archaeological monitor(s) and tribal 
representative shall be on‐site, as determined by the 
consulting archaeologist, to perform periodic 
inspections of the excavations.  The frequency of 
inspections will depend on the rate of excavation, the 
materials excavated, and the presence and abundance 
of artifacts and features.  The consulting archaeologist 
shall have the authority to modify the monitoring 
program if the potential for cultural resources appears 
to be less than anticipated. 
 

5) Isolates and clearly non‐significant deposits will be 
minimally documented in the field so the monitored 
grading can proceed. 
 

6) In the event that previously unidentified cultural 
resources are discovered, the archaeologist shall have 
the authority to divert or temporarily halt ground 
disturbance operation in the area of discovery to allow 
for the evaluation of potentially significant cultural 
resources.  The archaeologist shall contact the lead 
agency at the time of discovery.  The archaeologist, in 
consultation with the lead agency, shall determine the 
significance of the discovered resources.  The lead 
agency must concur with the evaluation before 
construction activities will be allowed to resume in the 
affected area.  For significant cultural resources, a 
Research Design and Data Recovery Program to mitigate 

grading permit final 
inspection, the report 
documenting the field and 
analysis results shall be 
provided to the Riverside 
County Planning 
Department. 
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impacts shall be prepared by the consulting 
archaeologist and approved by the lead agency before 
being carried out using professional archaeological 
methods.  If any human bones are discovered, the 
county coroner and lead agency shall be contacted.  In 
the event that the remains are determined to be of 
Native American origin, the Most Likely Descendant 
(MLD), as identified by the NAHC, shall be contacted in 
order to determine proper treatment and disposition of 
the remains. 
 

7) Before construction activities are allowed to resume in 
the affected area, the artifacts shall be recovered and 
features recorded using professional archaeological 
methods.  The archaeological monitor(s) shall 
determine the amount of material to be recovered for 
an adequate artifact sample for analysis. 
 

8) All cultural material collected during the grading 
monitoring program shall be processed and curated 
according to the current professional repository 
standards.  The collections and associated records shall 
be transferred, including title, to an appropriate 
curation facility, to be accompanied by payment of the 
fees necessary for permanent curation. 
 

9) A report documenting the field and analysis results and 
interpreting the artifact and research data within the 
research context shall be completed and submitted to 
the satisfaction of the lead agency prior to the issuance 
of any building permits.  The report will include DPR 
Primary and Archaeological Site Forms. 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS 
16. OTHER GEOLOGIC HAZARDS 
The Project site is subject to 
inundation due to the failure of the 
Lake Mathews Dam, including 
inundation resulting from seismically‐
induced seiches.  A seismically‐
induced seiche within Lake Mathews 
when the dam basin is filled to 
capacity could cause extensive 
flooding within most areas of the 
Project site. 

Less than Significant
M‐GEO‐1  (Condition of Approval 80.Planning.022)  Prior to 
building permit final inspection, evidence shall be provided to 
the Riverside County Building and Safety Department that all 
home deeds include a disclosure about the Project site’s 
location within a dam inundation hazard area.  Additionally, as 
part of future home sale documentation, the Project Applicant 
shall provide each new homeowner a copy of the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency’s informational brochure, 
entitled “Living with Dams: Know Your Risks (FEMA P‐956).”  

 
 
 
Project  Applicant/  Riverside 
County  Building  and  Safety 
Department 

M‐GEO‐1  Prior to building 
permit final inspection, the 
Project Applicant shall 
provide evidence to 
Riverside County 
demonstrating that the 
disclosure has been 
provided on all deeds, and 
that the sales 
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Additionally, each new homeowner shall be provided with 
informational materials from the Riverside County Fire 
Department’s Community Emergency Response Team (CERT), 
including information about CERT’s role in helping 
communities address potential impacts due to natural and 
man‐made hazards, and information relating to how future 
residents can become involved and undergo CERT training to 
assist the future residents of the community in the event of 
failure of the Lake Mathews Dam. 

documentation includes the 
FEMA and CERT 
informational materials. 

18.  SOILS 
Based on the preliminary grading plan 
imported soil material may be 
required to establish the planned 
finished grade elevations. Depending 
on the source of the imported soil, it 
is possible that expansive soils may be 
incorporated into onsite fills and 
ultimately be exposed at finished 
grades within proposed building pad 
areas. 

Less than Significant M‐GEO‐2 (Condition of Approval 60.Planning.003) In the 
event that imported soil material is required to establish the 
design finished grades within the site, adequate control shall 
be provided prior to and during import operations to ensure 
that the imported soil material is compatible with onsite soils 
in terms of expansion potential. If, after completion of 
grading, it is determined that near‐surface soils within building 
pad areas exhibit an elevated expansion potential, then 
grading plans shall demonstrate that the proper design of 
building foundations, floor slabs and exterior improvements 
are designed to alleviate the potential uplift forces that can 
develop in expansive soils. 

Qualified Geotechnical 
Consultant/ Riverside County 
Building and Safety 
Department 

M‐GEO‐2 A qualified 
geotechnical consultant 
shall be responsible for 
monitoring imported soils 
materials for their 
expansive potential.  If soils 
are determined to contain 
expansive properties, then 
the Project’s geologist shall 
ensure appropriate 
measures are incorporated 
to protect building 
foundations, floor slabs, 
and other exterior 
improvements. 

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 
21. GREENHOUSE GASES 
Implementation of the proposed 
Project has the potential to generate 
greenhouse gases that would impact 
the environment.  Mitigation 
measures M‐GG‐1 through M‐GG‐2 
have been identified to ensure that 
the Project would achieve a GHG 
reduction of approximately 30.49% 
below BAU, which exceeds the 
County’s threshold of significant of 
30% below BAU; thus, would result in 
less‐than‐significant greenhouse gas 
impacts. 

Less than Significant M‐GG‐1  (Condition of Approval 80.Planning.019): Prior to 
the issuance of building permits, the Project Applicant shall 
submit energy demand calculations to the County 
demonstrating that the increment of the Project for which 
building permits are being requested would achieve a 
minimum 10% increase in energy efficiencies beyond 2013 
California Building Code Title 24 performance standards.  
Representative energy efficiency/energy conservation 
measures to be incorporated in the Project would include, but 
would not be not limited to, those listed below (it being 
understood that the items listed below are not all required 
and merely present examples; the list is not all‐inclusive and 
other features that would reduce energy consumption and 
promote energy conservation would also be acceptable): 
 

 Increase in insulation such that heat transfer and 
thermal bridging is minimized; 

Project Applicant/Riverside 
County Planning Department 

M‐GG‐1 Prior to the 
issuance of building 
permits, the energy 
calculations showing the 
required energy use 
reduction shall be 
submitted to the Riverside 
County Planning 
Department for review and 
approval.  Compliance with 
the energy reduction 
measures assumed in the 
calculations shall be 
verified by Riverside County 
prior to building permit 
final inspection. 
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 Limit air leakage through the structure and/or 
within the heating and cooling distribution system; 

 Use of energy‐efficient space heating and cooling 
equipment; 

 Installation of electrical hook‐ups at loading dock 
areas; 

 Installation of dual‐paned or other energy efficient 
windows; 

 Use of interior and exterior energy efficient lighting 
that exceeds then incumbent California Title 24 
Energy Efficiency performance standards; 

 Installation of automatic devices to turn off lights 
where they are not needed; 

 Application of a paint and surface color palette that 
emphasizes light and off‐white colors that reflect 
heat away from buildings; 

 Design of buildings with “cool roofs” using 
products certified by the Cool Roof Rating Council, 
and/or exposed roof surfaces using light and off‐
white colors; 

 Design of buildings to accommodate photo‐voltaic 
solar electricity systems or the installation of 
photo‐voltaic solar electricity systems; 

 Installation of ENERGY STAR‐qualified energy‐
efficient appliances, heating and cooling systems, 
office equipment, and/or lighting products. 
 

    M‐GG‐2  (Condition of Approval 10.Planning.023): To reduce 
water consumption and the associated energy‐usage, the 
Project will be designed to: 
 

 Reduce outdoor water use by 30%, consistent with 
Riverside County Ordinance No. 859. 

 Reduce indoor water use by 20% consistent with 
Division 4.3 of the 2013 CalGreen Residential 
Mandatory Measures. 

 
 
 

Project  Applicant/  Riverside 
County  Building  and  Safety 
Department 

M‐GG‐2 Prior to the 
issuance of building 
permits, the Project 
Applicant shall 
demonstrate that the 
target reduction in outdoor 
water demand has been 
accommodated by the 
Project’s plans. 

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
22. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
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The presence of residual agricultural 
chemicals, such as pesticides, may be 
a potential concern with respect to 
worker exposure during as grading 
and foundation excavation work.  This 
is evaluated as a potentially 
significant impact for which 
mitigation is required.   
 

Less than Significant Mitigation Measure M‐AQ‐2 (refer to Issue 6., Air Quality, of 
this Initial Study), which requires measures to control fugitive 
dust during construction and compliance with SCAQMD Rule 
403, shall apply to address potential health impacts to 
workers during the Project’s construction phase. 

As specified for Mitigation 
Measure M‐AQ‐2 

As specified for Mitigation 
Measure M‐AQ‐2 

Construction of Project 
improvements to potential 
emergency access roadways would 
have the potential to adversely affect 
emergency response times in the 
local area.  Implementation of a 
traffic control plan during 
construction, as required by M‐HM‐1, 
would ensure that the Project’s 
improvements to these roadways do 
not significantly affect emergency 
service response times. 

Less than Significant M‐HM‐1 (Condition of Approval 10.Planning.024) Continued 
vehicular access shall be maintained along El Sobrante Road 
and/or McAllister Street during construction of improvements 
to these roadways.  Full lane closures are not permitted.  

Project Applicant/ Riverside 
County Transportation 
Department 

M‐HM‐1 Prior to issuance 
of grading permits, 
encroachment permits, or 
improvement plans 
affecting El Sobrante Road 
and/or McAllister Street, a 
traffic control plan shall be 
approved by the Riverside 
County Transportation 
Department and shall be 
implemented throughout 
the duration of 
construction activities 
affecting one or both 
roadways. 

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 
26. FLOODPLAINS 
The Project site has a high risk of 
inundation in the event of failure of 
the Lake Mathews Dam.  A 
seismically‐induced failure of the Lake 
Mathews Dam facility when the dam 
basin is filled to capacity could cause 
extensive flooding in the southern 
portions of the project.   

Less than Significant Mitigation Measure M‐GEO‐1 shall apply. As specified above for M‐
GEO‐1 

As specified above for M‐
GEO‐1 

NOISE 
34. NOISE EFFECTS ON OR BY THE PROJECT 
Temporary construction‐related noise 
impacts associated with the Project 
are expected to create intermittent 
high‐level noise at receivers 
surrounding the Project site.  
Although not required because 
construction‐related impacts would 
be less than significant assuming 

Less than Significant M‐N‐1 (Condition of Approval 10.HEALTH.002)  In order to 
reduce construction‐related noise affecting nearby noise 
sensitive residential land uses to the maximum feasible 
extent, the following requirements shall apply: 
 

 Whenever a construction site is located within one‐
quarter (1/4) mile of an occupied residence or 
residences construction activities shall be limited 

Project Applicant/ Riverside 
County Building and Safety 
Department 

M‐N‐1 Prior to approval 
of grading plans and/or 
issuance of building 
permits, the Riverside 
County Building and Safety 
Department shall ensure 
the Project’s plans include 
the required notes.  Prior to 
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compliance with Section 9.52.020 of 
the County’s Noise Regulation 
ordinance, Mitigation Measures M‐N‐
1 has nonetheless been imposed on 
the Project to reduce to the 
maximum feasible extent Project‐
related construction noise levels 
affecting nearby sensitive receptors.   

between the hours of 6:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., 
during the months of June through September, and 
7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., during the months of 
October through May.  Exceptions to these 
standards shall be allowed only with the written 
consent of the building official. 

 
 The location of construction equipment and  noise 

from this equipment shall be reduced during 
construction of the Project through the use of such 
methods as: 

 

 During all Project site construction, the 
construction contractors shall equip all 
construction equipment, fixed or 
mobile, with properly operating and 
maintained mufflers, consistent with 
manufacturers’ standards.  The 
construction contractor shall place all 
stationary construction equipment so 
that emitted noise is directed away 
from the noise sensitive receivers 
nearest the Project site. 

 The construction contractor shall locate 
equipment staging in areas that will 
create the greatest distance between 
construction‐related noise sources and 
noise sensitive receivers nearest the 
Project site (i.e., to the east) during all 
Project construction. 

 In order to reduce nighttime noise level 
contributions, it is recommended that 
outgoing flatbed trailer loading occur 
during the daytime or evening hours 
before Project site delivery, and that the 
loaded trailer be parked near the 
driveway to the site. This will reduce the 
duration of equipment pick‐up activity 
noise and increase the distance 
between the nearest noise receivers. 

 The construction contractor shall limit 
haul truck deliveries to the same hours 
specified for construction equipment 
(between the hours of 6:00 a.m. and 
6:00 p.m., during the months of June 

issuance of grading permits, 
the County shall review and 
approve a Noise Abatement 
Plan, which shall be 
adhered to by construction 
contractors during all 
construction activities on‐
site.  Prior to issuance of 
grading permits that 
include hard rock areas, a 
Blasting Noise and 
Vibration Monitoring and 
Abatement Plan shall be 
approved by Riverside 
County, and construction 
contractors shall be 
required to adhere to the 
requirements specified 
therein during all grading 
activities involving hard 
rock blasting. 
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through September, and 7:00 a.m. and 
6:00 p.m., during the months of October 
through May). 

 No music or electronically reinforced 
speech from construction workers shall 
be audible at noise‐sensitive properties. 

 
 During grading/blasting activities within hard rock 

areas, the Project shall adhere to the the following 
requirements: 

   

 Pre‐blasting inspections shall be offered 
to homes within 200 feet of the hard 
rock areas. 

 Existing damage of each structure shall 
be documented. 

 Post‐blasting inspections shall be 
offered to assess new or additional 
damage to each residential structure 
once blasting activities have ceased. 

 Traditional rock blasting methods shall 
not occur within 200 feet from any 
residential home.  In these areas rock 
breaking must be performed with 
nonexplosive methods. 

 Blasting mats shall be used whenever 
feasible to further reduce the noise 
from blasting activities. 

 Nearby residential homes shall be 
notified via postings on the construction 
site 24 hours before the occurrence of 
major construction related noise and 
vibration impacts (such as grading and 
rock blasting) which may affect them. 

 The County may impose conditions and 
procedures on the blasting operations 
as necessary.  The construction 
contractor shall comply with these 
measures for the duration of the 
blasting permit.  The County may 
inspect the blast site and materials at 
any reasonable time (pursuant to 
County of Riverside Ordinance No. 787). 
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The future exterior noise impact 
levels on the outdoor living areas 
(backyards) are estimated to range 
from 58.4 dBA CNEL to 72.5 dBA CNEL 
for homes adjacent to El Sobrante 
Road and McAllister Street.  In order 
to meet the County of Riverside 65 
dBA CNEL interior noise level 
standard, Mitigation Measure M‐N‐2 
has been identified. 

Less than Significant M‐N‐2 (Condition of Approval 10.HEALTH.002) To satisfy 
the County of Riverside 65 dBA CNEL exterior noise level 
standards for single‐family residential development, 6‐foot 
high noise barriers for lots adjacent to McAllister Street and El 
Sobrante Road are required as depicted on Exhibits ES‐A and 
ES‐B of the Project’s Noise Impact Analysis, prepared by Urban 
Crossroads and dated December 11, 2014.  Construction of 
the required barriers would reduce the future exterior noise 
levels to between 52.9 and 64.4 dBA CNEL.  The 
recommended noise control barriers shall be constructed so 
that the top of each wall extends to the recommended height 
above the pad elevation of the lot it is shielding.  When the 
road is elevated above the pad elevation, the barrier shall 
extend to the recommended height above the highest point 
between the residential home and the road.  The barriers shall 
provide a weight of at least 4 pounds per square foot of face 
area with no decorative cutouts or line‐of‐sight openings 
between shielded areas and the roadways.  The noise barrier 
may be constructed using one of the following materials: 
 

 Masonry block 
 Stucco veneer over wood framing (or foam core), 

or 1 inch thick tongue and groove wood of 
sufficient weight per square foot 

 Glass (1/4 inch thick), or other transparent material 
with sufficient weight per square foot 

 Earthen berm 
 Any combination of these construction materials 

 
The barrier must present a solid face from top to bottom.  
Unnecessary openings or decorative cutouts should not be 
made.  All gaps (except for weep holes) should be filled with 
grout or caulking. 

Project Applicant/ Riverside 
County Building and Safety 
Department 

M‐N‐2 Prior to building 
permit final inspection, the 
Riverside County Building 
and Safety Department 
shall ensure that the 
required noise barriers 
have been constructed. 

The future first and second floor 
interior noise levels at the façade are 
estimated to range from 52.8 dBA 
CNEL to 66.9 dBA CNEL for homes 
adjacent to El Sobrante Road and 
McAllister Street.  In order to meet 
the County of Riverside 45 dBA CNEL 
interior noise level standard, 
Mitigation Measure M‐N‐3 has been 
identified. 

Less than Significant M‐N‐3 (Condition of Approval 10.HEALTH.002)  To satisfy 
the County of Riverside 45 dBA CNEL interior noise level 
criteria, lots facing El Sobrante Road and McAllister Street will 
require a Noise Level Reduction (NLR) of up to 27.1 dBA and a 
windows closed condition requiring a means of mechanical 
ventilation (e.g. air conditioning).  In order to meet the County 
of Riverside 45 dBA CNEL interior noise standards the Project 
shall provide the following or equivalent Project Design 
Features: 
 

 Windows: 

 All windows and sliding glass doors shall 

Project Applicant/ Riverside 
County Building and Safety 
Department 

M‐N‐3 Prior to issuance 
of building permits, the 
Riverside County Building 
and Safety Department 
shall ensure that the 
building plans include the 
required noise attenuation 
measures, and shall verify 
the required features have 
been constructed prior to 
building permit final 
inspection. 
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be well fitted, well weather‐stripped 
assemblies and shall have a minimum 
sound transmission class (STC) rating of 
27. 

 Lots 84 to 93 adjacent to El Sobrante 
Road will require upgraded second floor 
windows with a minimum STC rating of 
31. 

 
 Doors: All exterior doors shall be well weather‐

stripped solid core assemblies at least one and 
three‐fourths‐inch thick. 

 
 Roof: Roof sheathing of wood construction shall be 

well fitted or caulked plywood of at least one‐half 
inch thick.  Ceilings shall be well fitted, well‐sealed 
gypsum board of at least one‐half inch thick.  
Insulation with at least a rating of R‐19 shall be 
used in the attic space. 

 
 Attic: Attic vents should be oriented away from El 

Sobrante Road and McAllister Street.  If such an 
orientation cannot be avoided, then an acoustical 
baffle shall be placed in the attic space behind the 
vents. 

 
 Ventilation: Arrangements for any habitable room 

shall be such that any exterior door or window can 
be kept closed when the room is in use.  A forced 
air circulation system (e.g. air conditioning) shall be 
provided which satisfies the requirements of the 
Uniform Mechanical Code.  Wall mounted air 
conditioners shall not be used. 

 
 Furnishings: All bedrooms, when in use, are 

expected to contain furniture or other materials 
that absorb sound equivalent to the absorption 
provided by wall‐to‐wall carpeting over a 
conventional pad. 

 
With the interior Project Design Features provided in this 
study, the proposed Lake Ranch (Tract No. 36730) is expected 
to meet the County of Riverside 45 dBA CNEL interior noise 
level standards for residential development.  A final noise 
study shall be prepared prior to obtaining building permits for 
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the Project.  This report would finalize the Project Design 
Features proposed in this study using the precise grading 
plans and actual building design specifications, and may 
include additional abatement, if necessary, to meet the 
County of Riverside 45 dBA CNEL interior noise level standard. 

TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC 
43.CIRCULATION 
The proposed Project would result in 
the following impacts to study area 
intersections.   
 
Existing Plus Project Conditions:  
Cumulatively Significant Impacts 

 La Sierra Avenue / El Sobrante 
Road  

 
Existing Plus Ambient Plus Project 
Plus Cumulative (2016) Conditions:  
Cumulatively Significant Impacts 

 La Sierra Avenue / Indiana 
Avenue (City of Riverside) 

 La Sierra Avenue / Arizona 
Avenue (City of Riverside) 

 McAllister Street / El Sobrante 
Road (County of Riverside) 
 

Cumulative Traffic Signal Impacts 
 McAllister Street/ El Sobrante 

Road  
 
Horizon Year (2035) Traffic 
Conditions:  
Cumulatively Significant Impacts 

 La Sierra Avenue / Indiana 
Avenue (City of Riverside) 

 La Sierra Avenue / Victoria 
Avenue (City and County of 
Riverside)  

 McAllister Street/”A” Street 
(County of Riverside)   

 
Mitigation Measures M‐TR‐1 through 
M‐TR‐3 have been identified to 
ensure that the Project would not 

Less than Significant M‐TR‐1 (Condition of Approval 90.TRANS.1) Prior to the 
issuance of any building permits, the Project Proponent shall 
make required per‐unit fee payments associated with the 
Western Riverside County Transportation Uniform Mitigation 
Fees (TUMF), and the County of Riverside Development 
Impact Fee (DIF). 

Project Applicant/ Riverside 
County Building and Safety 
Department 

M‐TR‐1 Prior to issuance 
of the first building permit, 
the Riverside County 
Building and Safety 
Department shall ensure 
that appropriate fees have 
been paid in accordance 
with the Western Riverside 
County Transportation 
Uniform Mitigation Fees 
(TUMF) and the County of 
Riverside Development 
Impact Fee (DIF) programs. 
 

  M‐TR‐2 (Condition of Approval 80.TRANS.3) The Project 
Applicant shall use all reasonable efforts to enter into an 
agreement with the City of Riverside to pay the standard 
Traffic and Railroad Signal Mitigation Fee of $190 per detached 
single family residential unit and the Transportation Impact Fee 
of $525 per detached single family residential unit to offset 
and fully mitigate Project impacts to intersections with the City 
of Riverside limits.  Prior to issuance of building permits, the 
Project Applicant shall provide the Riverside County Building 
and Safety Department with evidence of the agreement 
entered into with the City of Riverside. 

Project  Applicant/  Riverside 
County  Building  and  Safety 
Department 

M‐TR‐2 Prior to the 
issuance of building 
permits, the Riverside 
County Building and Safety 
Department shall verify 
that the standard Traffic 
and Railroad Signal 
Mitigation Fee of $190 per 
detached single family 
residential unit and the 
Transportation Impact Fee 
of $525 per detached single 
family residential unit has 
been paid to the City of 
Riverside.   

  M‐TR‐3 (Condition of Approval 80.TRANS.11) Prior to the 
first building permit final inspection, the Project Applicant 
shall work with the County of Riverside to establish 
improvement fair‐share fee program for improvements to the 
intersection of McAllister Steet/Street “A” that ensures the 
construction of the following improvement, or comparable 
improvement that would allow the intersection to operate an 
acceptable LOS.  The Project Proponent shall contribute a fair‐

Project  Applicant/  Riverside 
County  Building  and  Safety 
Department 

M‐TR‐3 Prior to the 
issuance of the first 
building permit final 
inspection, the Project 
Applicant shall provide 
evidence to the Riverside 
County Building and Safety 
Department that 
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conflict with any applicable plans, 
ordinances or policies establishing a 
measure of effectiveness for the 
performance. 

share fee payment to the County of Riverside (Project’s fair‐
share contribution is 8.6%) for the identified improvement. 
 

 Provide space for a westbound defacto right turn 
movement by implementing signage disallowing 
on‐street parking; and 

 Provide space on McAllister Street in the 
intersection for westbound left‐turning vehicles to 
cross northbound and southbound traffic in two 
stages. 

 

appropriate fees have been 
paid or bonding for 
construction has been 
posted. 
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Site

EL SOBRANTE RD

Natural drainage course

Lake Mathews
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Mutually compatible use between two public entities with prior 
rights reserved for Metropolitan

Easement is outside the MWD operational area

Grantee will be County of Riverside Flood Control and Water 
Conservation District

The fair market value of the easement is $1,000 as determined by 
an appraisal

Metropolitan will receive a one-time processing fee of $7,000

All plans must be reviewed and approved by Metropolitan

Grantee will be responsible for maintenance and weed abatement 
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Option #1

Review and consider County of Riverside’s adopted Mitigated 
Negative Declaration and take related CEQA actions and 
authorize the granting of a permanent easement for drainage 
purposes to County of Riverside Flood Control and Water 
Conservation District.

Option #2

Do not authorize the permanent easement. The County of 
Riverside could elect to use its power of eminent domain if this 
option is chosen.
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Option #1
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• Board of Directors
Real Property and Asset Management Committee 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 

7-5
Subject 
Authorize the execution of an amendment to a license agreement with Fountains La Verne MHP Associates, L.P. 
for recreational vehicle parking on Metropolitan fee-owned property in the City of La Verne; the General 
Manager has determined that this proposed action is exempt or otherwise not subject to CEQA 

Executive Summary 
This action authorizes the General Manager to amend an existing license agreement with Fountains La Verne MHP 
Associates, L.P.  The proposed amendment to the existing license will allow Fountains La Verne MHP Associates, 
L.P. to expand the license area by 0.46 acre for additional recreational vehicle parking on Metropolitan’s fee-owned
property with a corresponding increase in the annual license fee.  The subject property is located west of the
Weymouth Treatment Plant (Attachment 1).

Details 
Background 

Metropolitan acquired the subject property in 1968 for the construction, operation and maintenance of 
Metropolitan’s Foothill Feeder La Verne Pipeline.  The pipeline is a 150-inch inside-diameter pre-stressed 
concrete pipeline with approximately 8 to 10 feet of cover.   

The current board-authorized license allows Fountains La Verne MHP Associates, L.P (licensee) to operate their 
mobile home and recreational vehicle parking business at this subject location as they had prior to Metropolitan’s 
acquisition of the fee property.  The license term for the use of 2.25 acres started on January 1, 2020, and expires 
December 31, 2029, and includes an option to extend through December 31, 2034.   The licensee maintains 
landscaping and uses the property for visitor parking and recreational vehicle parking purposes.  The proposed 
license requests the expansion area of 0.46 acre for the same purposes.  The license will encompass a new total of 
2.71 acres and an expiration date of December 31, 2029.  The use of the subject property has not interfered with 
Metropolitan’s operations.   

The proposed amendment to the existing license agreement will have the following key provisions: 

• Revocable license right and subject to Metropolitan’s paramount rights reservation.
• The license area will be expanded by 0.46 acres for a total of 2.71 acres, as reflected in updated License

Exhibits.
• Annual license fee to increase by $3,715 for a total annual amount of $15,364.
• License term expires December 31, 2029, and includes an option to extend to December 31, 2034.
• Annual license fee is subject to annual three percent increases, and the license fee will be reappraised in

2025 and 2030.
• All of the other terms of the license agreement to remain unchanged.

Metropolitan will receive rent consistent with the appraised value.  Board authorization to grant this license is 
required because the license term will exceed five years. 
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Policy 
Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 8230: Grants Real Property Interests 

Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 8231: Appraisal of Real Property Interests 

Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 8232: Terms and Conditions of Management 

Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 11104: Delegation of Responsibilities By Minute Item 
48766, dated August 16, 2011, the Board adopted the proposed policy principles for managing Metropolitan’s real 
property assets. 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
CEQA determination for Option #1: 

The proposed action is categorically exempt under the provisions of CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines.  The 
proposed action consists of the leasing, licensing, maintenance, and operating of existing equipment and facilities 
with negligible or no expansion of use beyond that existing at the time of the lead agency's determination.  In 
addition, it will not have a significant effect on the environment.  Accordingly, this proposed action qualifies as a 
Class 1 Categorical Exemption (Section 15301 of the State CEQA Guidelines). 

CEQA determination for Option #2: 

None required 

Board Options 
Option #1 

Authorize the execution of an amendment to the existing license with Fountains La Verne MHP Associates, 
L.P. for additional recreational vehicle parking.
Fiscal Impact:  Metropolitan will receive a one-time processing fee of $7,500 and additional annual revenue 
of $3,715. 
Business Analysis:  This option will allow the use of Metropolitan’s fee-owned parcel to generate monthly 
revenue and avoid maintenance costs for weed abatement, trash removal, trespassing, security issues, and 
illegal dumping. 

Option #2 
Do not authorize the amendment to the license. 
Fiscal Impact:  Metropolitan will forgo additional annual revenue of $3,715. 
Business Analysis: This option would forgo an opportunity to generate income and will increase 
Metropolitan’s maintenance costs. 
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Staff Recommendation 
Option # 1 

Attachment 1 – Site Map 
Ref# rpdm12687105 

12/17/2021 
Lilly L. Shraibati 
Group Manager 
Real Property Group 

Date 

12/21/2021 
Adel Hagekhalil 
General Manager 

Date 

441



Site Map

ExistingExisting
LicenseLaa Verne

Pipeline

Proposed Proposed 
Expansion Area

Weymouth

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 7-5 Attachment 1, Page 1 of 1

442



Real Property & Asset Management Committee
Item 7-5
January 10, 2022

443



RP&AM Committee Item 7-5      Slide 2 January 10, 2022

Weymouth

Diemer

LOS ANGELES

SAN BERNARDINO

ORANGE

VENTURA

Jensen

Mills

Skinner

RIVERSIDE

SAN DIEGO

Site

444



RP&AM Committee Item 7-5      Slide 3 January 10, 2022

West Covina

Pomona

La Verne

SITE

445



RP&AM Committee Item 7-5      Slide 4 January 10, 2022

Existing License 

La Verne Pipeline

Proposed Expansion Area

Weymouth Treatment Plant
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The Amendment will be subject to Metropolitan’s Paramount 
rights

The License area will be expanded by 0.46 acre

The term of this amendment will expire December 31, 2029

The Licensee has the option to extend thru December 31, 2034

Metropolitan will receive a one-time processing fee of $7,500 
with an increase in annual revenue of $3,715

The License fee is subject to 3 percent annual increase, and re-
appraisal every 5 years

Licensee will continue to be responsible for the upkeep of the 
property
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Option #1

Authorize the granting of this amendment to the existing 
license with Fountains La Verne MHP Associates, L.P. for 
additional recreational vehicle parking

Option #2

Do not authorize the amendment to the existing license
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Option #1
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Water Planning and Stewardship Committee 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting  

7-6 

Subject 
Authorize modifications to the On-Site Retrofit Program; the General Manager has determined that the proposed 
action is exempt or otherwise not subject to CEQA 

Executive Summary 
This letter seeks authorization to increase the existing On-Site Retrofit Program (Program) incentive term and, in 
addition to potable water, include untreated imported water as eligible for retrofit under the Program.  These 
proposed changes intend to increase Program participation and recognize the longer-term benefits provided to the 
region.  Metropolitan calculates the incentive with a five-year estimate of water savings at $195 per acre-foot.  
However, water savings achieved by retrofitting to recycled water systems are remaining in place beyond five 
years, therefore extending the benefits of the water savings.  Staff proposes increasing the incentive calculation to 
ten years of imported water savings to capture the additional water savings benefits.  This proposed modification 
intends to expand program participation, especially as retrofit costs become more expensive.  Together, these 
Program modifications will further support increased recycled water use to improve water supply reliability in the 
region.  

Details 
Background 

Developing local water supplies is an important objective of Metropolitan’s Integrated Water Resources Plan 
(IRP) and is consistent with Metropolitan’s drought planning framework.  Expanded use of recycled water offsets 
future imported water demands and helps achieve water supply reliability.  

Based on discussions with member and other agencies, end-user retrofit costs impede expanded recycled water 
use in the region.  Projects that participate in Metropolitan’s Local Resources Program are also impacted if there 
are not enough recycled water customers to consume the supply.  In response, Metropolitan’s Board approved the 
On-Site Retrofit Pilot Program in February 2014.  After a successful pilot period, the Board authorized the 
Program to continue in 2016.  The Program provides financial incentives directly to property owners (public or 
private) to convert irrigation or industrial systems to recycled water.  Completed projects receive an incentive of 
$195 per acre-foot of saved water for a five-year term.  To date, the Program provided $11 million in incentives, 
which converted 12,700 acre-feet per year (AFY) of potable water to recycled water. 

Eligibility of Untreated Imported Water 

The Program limits participation to projects that offset potable water demands. Member agencies expressed an 
interest to expand Program eligibility to projects that offset untreated imported water.  Reducing Metropolitan’s 
imported demands benefits the region.  To retrofit projects currently operating on untreated imported water, staff 
recommends relaxing the requirement that retrofit projects offset only potable water to also allow projects that 
offset imported water.  

Program Incentive Term 

The Program incentive term currently assumes five years of water savings benefits.  Metropolitan staff recently 
surveyed projects retrofitted through the Program over five years ago.  All of the projects continue to use recycled 
water.  The surveys show that recycled water systems remain operational for over five years after installation.  
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Therefore, the current five-year incentive does not match the anticipated lifetime savings of these investments 
because the conversion costs assume an infrastructure life of ten years or greater.  

Staff regularly works with member agencies to explore strategies to increase recycled water use.  Feedback 
received from the member agencies indicated that less expensive, easier-to-install recycled water conversions are 
mostly complete.  Today, increased site conversion costs are a significant barrier for switching to recycled water.  
Based on staff analysis of the project costs provided, the current incentives provided to Program applicants cover 
about 40 percent of their total project costs.  Metropolitan expects the percentage to decrease as construction costs 
increase over time. 

Program activity declined in recent years, reflecting an incentive amount that may not adequately move customers 
to recycled water.  In the FY 2020/21 and 2021/22 biennial budget, staff expected about 2,000 AFY of 
conversions to occur.  Rather, staff now expects only about 700 AFY of conversions.  

Staff recommends increasing the Program incentive calculation from five years of water savings to ten years. 
Upon Board approval, this Program modification would take effect immediately.  Because approved applications 
must begin operation within 280 days, new water savings may be seen as early as August 2022.  Metropolitan 
staff received feedback from agencies that potential retrofit projects could create near-term water savings and 
complement Metropolitan’s drought actions to improve reliability against multi-year, severe drought. 

Proposed Modifications 

Staff recommends allowing untreated imported water as also eligible for retrofit under the Program and increasing 
the Program incentive calculation from an estimated five years of water savings to ten years to reflect the longer-
term water savings achieved from Program retrofits.  These changes will support continued investments in 
recycled water conversions and will help address the increased cost barrier associated with site retrofits.  The 
proposed modifications will encourage participation, increase recycled water use, and support IRP goals.  If 
approved, Metropolitan staff would implement the proposed changes and report program activity and results to 
the Board. 

Policy 
Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 11104: Delegation of Responsibilities 

Metropolitan Administrative Code Section 3107:  Water Use Efficiency Guidelines 

By Minute Item 49675, dated February 11, 2014, the Board authorized the On-Site Retrofit Pilot Program for 
converting sites to receive recycled water. 

By Minute Item 49773, dated May 13, 2014, the Board increased the incentive term of the On-Site Retrofit Pilot 
Program from two years to five years. 

By Minute Item 50358, dated January 12, 2016, the Board adopted the 2015 Integrated Water Resources Plan 
Update, as set forth in Agenda Item 8-3 board letter. 

By Minute Item 52581, dated November 9, 2021, the Board declared a Drought Emergency and directed staff to 
identify and implement measures to ensure all portions of the service area attain a high level of reliability against 
multi-year, severe droughts. 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
CEQA determination for Option #1:  

The proposed action is not defined as a project under CEQA because it involves continuing administrative 
activities, such as general policy and procedure making (Section 15378(b)(2) of the State CEQA Guidelines).  In 
addition, the proposed action is not subject to CEQA because it involves other government fiscal activities which 
do not involve any commitment to any specific project which may result in a potentially significant physical 
impact on the environment (Section 15378(b)(4) of the State CEQA Guidelines). 

CEQA determination for Option #2: 

None required 
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Board Options 
Option #1 

Authorize modifications of the On-Site Retrofit Program to increase the $195 per acre-foot incentive term 
from five to 10 years, and to also allow untreated imported water as eligible for retrofit under the Program. 
Fiscal Impact:  The annual budget for the On-Site Retrofit Program is $2 million per year.  The proposed 
modification will increase activity and application payments, but the Program will be sustained within the 
current budgeted amount. 
Business Analysis:  The proposed changes are intended to increase recycled water use and water supply 
reliability in the region.  

Option #2 
Take no action 
Fiscal Impact:  No anticipated change of expenditures based on current spending patterns. 
Business Analysis: Staff would consider other initiatives to increase imported water savings. 

Staff Recommendation 
Option #1 

Ref# wrm12680034 

12/22/2021 
Brad Coffey 
Manager, Water Resource Management 

Date 

12/27/2021 
Adel Hagekhalil 
General Manager 

Date 
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Pilot Program authorized in 2014; Permanent in 2016

Provides incentives to end-users to convert potable water to 
recycled water systems

Incentive is $195/AF x water savings x 5 years*

Paid in full at start-of-operation 

*capped at actual project costs
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Supports IRP goals by developing local supplies

Offsets imported water supplies in the region

Contributes to success of Local Resource Program projects

Complements Metropolitan’s drought actions

Potential near-term water savings
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School

HOA
Golf Course

Industrial

Park
Landscape

Cemetery

Completed Projects

FY21-22 budget = $2 Million

437 Sites
13 TAFY 
$11 M

In Progress
Paid (incl. Pilot)
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Declining participation due to rising retrofit costs

Incentive term (# of years) does not reflect the actual long-term 
potable water savings

There are opportunities to increase regional recycled water 
use
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Upward trend in total retrofit costs reported during 
invoicing

Agencies identified rising costs as a barrier for new 
retrofits
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Surveys to all applicants who received an incentive 5+ 
years ago

100% of respondents are still using recycled water

96% response rate to surveys

Paid Projects

Aug 2014

First Incentive
Paid

5 years of Operation

Today

FY21/22
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Increase the existing incentive term from 5-years to 10-years of 
imported water savings

Recognizes longer term benefits to the region

Responds to higher retrofit costs

Increases program participation

Incentive remains capped at actual project costs

No change to current annual budget
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Some water users have direct connections to untreated 
supplies

Program is currently limited to potable water retrofits

However…

Offsetting all imported water is beneficial to the region! 

Staff recommends adjusting policy to allow eligibility of ALL
imported water retrofits
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Retrofit infrastructure and operating lifespan exceeds 5 years 

Retrofit costs have increased

Increasing the incentive term:

More closely reflects imported water savings

Responds to higher retrofit costs

Offsetting untreated imported water supplies provides regional 
benefits

Improving Program participation in the Program positively impacts 
the regional water supply reliability
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Option #1

Authorize modifications of the On-Site Retrofit Program to 
increase the $195 per acre-foot incentive term from five to 10 
years, and to allow untreated imported water as eligible for 
retrofit under the Program. 

Option #2

Take no action
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Option #1
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• Board of Directors
Water Planning and Stewardship Committee 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 

7-7
Subject 
Authorize a three-year agreement for Inspection and Verification Services for Conservation Programs with 
WaterWise Consulting, Inc.; the General Manager has determined that the proposed action is exempt or otherwise 
not subject to CEQA 

Executive Summary 
This action requests authorization to enter into a competitively-awarded professional services agreement with 
WaterWise Consulting, Inc. for an amount not to exceed $500,000 per year.  WaterWise Consulting Inc. will 
provide inspection and verification services for Metropolitan’s conservation rebate programs.  

Details 
Background 

Metropolitan administers various incentive programs to help commercial and residential consumers conserve 
water. Metropolitan uses a vendor to perform on-site inspections, substantiate the accuracy of rebates, and 
perform other related services as required.  

Metropolitan’s current inspection contract will expire on March 31, 2022.  In September 2021, Metropolitan 
issued a competitive request for proposal (RFP) seeking consultant services to perform inspection and verification 
services. Over 1,900 firms were notified of the solicitation through Metropolitan’s bid release system.  Of these, 
53 prospective vendors downloaded the RFP packet.  Despite the broad outreach, Metropolitan received only one 
response.  An evaluation committee reviewed and scored the respondent’s proposal; the evaluation was favorable, 
and the committee recommended WaterWise Consulting, Inc. (WaterWise) be awarded a contract.  Metropolitan 
proposes to enter a three-year rollover agreement with terms in effect from April 1, 2022, to March 31, 2025.  The 
maximum amount payable per year is $500,000. 

WaterWise will support the following Metropolitan conservation programs: 

• The “SoCal Water$mart” regional rebate program, which provides turf replacement and device-based
rebates for residential and commercial consumers.

• The Water Savings Incentive Program, which provides financial incentives for customized water
efficiency projects.

• The Member Agency Administered Program, which utilizes Metropolitan’s funding and provides indoor
and outdoor incentives to save water.

• The Regional Multi-Family Housing Toilet Replacement (Pre-94) Program, which provides enhanced
incentives for toilet replacement in multi-family residential properties as part of our disadvantaged
communities’ initiatives.

• Pre- and post- inspections for member agency-administered turf replacement programs.

WaterWise demonstrated they have the technical competence and qualifications to provide inspection and 
verification services for Metropolitan’s conservation programs.  Their team has the skills to perform program 
tracking, provide customer service in scheduling appointments, and conduct inspections at the volume required 
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for Metropolitan’s various programs.  The firm has provided inspection and verification services to Metropolitan 
since 2016 and has proven it can support the entire service area.  Further, WaterWise provides conservation 
program inspections for agencies such as the city of Ventura, San Diego County Water Authority, Santa Clarita 
Water Agency, and Moulton Niguel Water District.   

Because only one bid was received for this solicitation, staff did consider alternative approaches to the current 
inspection program.  However, the WaterWise proposal proved more cost-effective and efficient than 
Metropolitan hiring staff to perform inspections or resoliciting multiple bids for smaller portions of 
Metropolitan’s service area.  WaterWise’s ability to provide a reasonable cost for inspection services effectively 
protects Metropolitan and our agencies’ investment in our conservation rebate programs.   

Staff is requesting to authorize the agreement with WaterWise for inspection and verification services for an 
amount not to exceed $500,000 per year.  

Policy 
Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 11104: Delegation of Responsibilities 

Metropolitan Administrative Code Section 3107:  Water Use Efficiency Guidelines 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
CEQA determination for Option #1:  
The proposed action is not defined as a project under CEQA because it involves continuing administrative 
activities, such as general policy and procedure making (Section 15378(b)(2) of the State CEQA  Guidelines).  In 
addition, the proposed action is not subject to CEQA because it involves other government fiscal activities which 
do not involve any commitment to any specific project which may result in a potentially significant physical 
impact on the environment (Section 15378(b)(4) of the State CEQA Guidelines)  

CEQA determination for Option #2: 
None required 

Board Options 
Option #1 

Authorize the General Manager to execute the agreement with WaterWise Consulting, Inc. for inspection and 
verification services for Metropolitan’s water conservation programs.  
Fiscal Impact:  The maximum amount payable per year is $500,000. 
Business Analysis:  WaterWise Consulting, Inc. is highly experienced in providing inspection and 
verification services for indoor and outdoor conservation devices and programs.  It is not feasible, nor cost-
effective, for Metropolitan staff to perform these services.  

Option #2 
Do not authorize this agreement with WaterWise Consulting, Inc. until a new competitive proposal can be 
awarded.  
Fiscal Impact:  No known fiscal impact, but Metropolitan would issue a new request for proposal for 
inspection and verification services by region, which may cause an interruption to Metropolitan’s 
conservation programs. 
Business Analysis:  An extension of the current contract would be necessary to allow staff to reissue the 
RFP, although additional companies may not submit proposals.  
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Staff Recommendation 
Option #1 
 
 
 
 12/22/2021 

Brad Coffey 
Manager, Water Resource Management 

Date 

 
 
 
 
 
 12/27/2021 

Adel Hagekhalil 
General Manager 

Date 

 
 
Ref# wrm12681347 
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Metropolitan’s current primary inspection and verification 
services vendor

WaterWise Consulting, Inc. performs inspections for water saving 
devices and turf replacement inspections

Current contract will expire on March 31, 2022
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In September 2021, Metropolitan issued an RFP for consultant services to 
perform inspections 

1,900+ firms were notified of the solicitation; 53 respondents 
downloaded the RFP; one response received 

An evaluation committee reviewed and scored each respondent’s proposal

Committee recommended WaterWise Consulting, Inc. to be awarded a 
three-year rollover agreement with terms in effect from April 1, 2022, to 
March 31, 2025

Maximum amount payable per year is $500,000
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WaterWise Consulting, Inc. will support the 
following Metropolitan conservation programs: 

“SoCal Water$mart” Regional Rebate Program 

Water Savings Incentive Program 

Member Agency Administered Program

Pre1994 Multi-Family Property Toilet
Replacement Program

Member agency administered turf 
replacement programs

474



WP&S Committee Item 7-7     Slide 5 January 10, 2022

Water Wise Consulting, Inc. demonstrated the technical 
competence and qualifications to provide inspection and 
verification services for Metropolitan’s conservation programs 

Can Support Metropolitan’s entire service area 

Meet the demand of Metropolitan’s high volume of inspections 
across our various programs

Experience performing conservation program inspections for:
City of Ventura Water Department

San Diego County Water Authority

Santa Clarita Water Agency

Moulton Niguel Water District
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Option #1
Authorize the General Manager to execute the agreement with 
WaterWise Consulting, Inc. for inspection and verification services for 
Metropolitan’s water conservation programs. 

Option #2

Do not authorize this agreement with WaterWise Consulting, Inc. until 
a new competitive proposal can be awarded. 
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Option #1
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• Board of Directors 
Water Planning and Stewardship Committee 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 

7-8 

Subject 
Authorize: (1) renewal of the Municipal Water Quality Investigations Agreement between the Department of 
Water Resources, the State Water Contractors and participating urban State Water Project Contractors; and 
(2) renewal of the Municipal Water Quality Investigations Program Specific Project Agreement between the State 
Water Contractors and participating urban State Water Project Contractors; the General Manager has determined 
that the proposed actions are exempt or otherwise not subject to CEQA 

Executive Summary 
This letter seeks authority to enter into two agreements to continue Metropolitan’s funding and participation in the 
California Department of Water Resources (DWR) Municipal Water Quality Investigations (MWQI) Program.  
The multicomponent MWQI Program carries out the vital tasks of sampling, monitoring, and protecting the water 
quality of the State Water Project (SWP).  Water quality data provided by this program assists SWP Contractors 
in water management, operational decisions related to treatment processes and supports scientific studies.  
Metropolitan’s share of the annual MWQI Program budget remains at a level not to exceed $2.1 million per year. 

Details 
Background 

In 1990, DWR implemented the MWQI Program to provide a broad-based program to provide the SWP 
Contractors information on known and emerging threats to drinking water quality.  Its original purpose was to 
conduct source water quality monitoring in the Delta region.  Since then, the MWQI Program evolved and 
expanded to carry out the following functions: 

• Collect and analyze discrete water quality samples (“grab samples”) at 16 locations in the Delta and the 
SWP. 

• Operate five real-time water quality monitoring stations located in the Delta and the SWP. 

• Forecast SWP water quality weekly for the Delta and within the SWP conveyance and delivery system. 

• Conduct research, analysis and investigations of SWP water quality and related issues. 

• Maintain a water quality database and program website. 

• Disseminate water quality information and updates to SWP Contractors, water agencies, regulators and 
other interested parties. 

Project Milestones 

Recent accomplishments of the MWQI Program include work on the 2021 SWP Watershed Sanitary Survey, 
Delta Salinity Constituents Relationships Project, Fluorescence of Dissolved Organic Matter (FDOM) Project, 
and continued operation of the real-time water quality monitoring system.  Compliance with the State of 
California Division of Drinking Water (DDW) Surface Water Treatment Rule requires conducting and updating a 
watershed sanitary survey every five years.  The 2021 SWP Watershed Sanitary Survey will report observed and 
emerging water quality conditions throughout the entire SWP system.  Most of the work on the 2021 update of the 
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SWP Sanitary Survey is complete.  The MWQI Specific Project Committee plans to submit the final 2021 SWP 
Watershed Sanitary Survey to DDW by June 30, 2022.   

The Delta Salinity Constituents Relationships Project is a continuation of prior work to develop science-based 
correlations between salinity, chloride, and bromide at key locations in the Delta and Suisun Bay.  The goal of the 
FDOM Project is to use FDOM as a proxy for organic carbon measurements.  FDOM sensors have been installed 
at various locations in the Delta and the SWP to determine how FDOM responds to different water sources.  A 
final report on the FDOM Project is expected to be complete in June 2023.  The key benefit of five MWQI real-
time monitoring stations is that they provide year-round and instantaneous water quality conditions at strategic 
locations in the Delta and SWP.  This real-time information is available to system operators, water managers, 
treatment plant staff, SWP Contractors, and other interested parties as an early warning of changing water quality 
conditions for the improved management of SWP water supplies. 

Sixteen urban SWP Contractors elected to sign the MWQI Agreement.  The MWQI Agreement provides for the 
funding and payment of MWQI Program costs, which consist of salaries and overhead for DWR staff employed 
by the MWQI Program, operating expenses, and equipment required to carry out the Program.  The SWP 
contractor’s annual Statement of Charges includes all MWQI Program costs.  Each participating contractor’s 
share of the total program costs is in proportion to that contractor’s annual Table A amount of project water as 
shown in their SWP contract. 

The MWQI Specific Project Agreement funds specialized costs including a consultant to the MWQI Program, 
scientific studies and consultants, technical support for data acquisition and processing, maintenance of the 
MWQI Program website and water quality database, and expedited procurement of urgently needed equipment, 
parts or services.  Fifteen urban SWP Contractors participate in and fund the MWQI Specific Project Agreement, 
and these participating contractors along with the State Water Contractors, Inc. are the signatories to the MWQI 
Specific Project Agreement.  Under this agreement, work is funded by payments made to the State Water 
Contractors, Inc.  Each participating contractor’s share of the total MWQI Specific Project Agreement costs is in 
proportion to that contractor’s annual Table A amount of project water as shown in their SWP contract. 

The term of both agreements is three years.  The maximum total annual cost of the MWQI Program is 
$3.1 million, and Metropolitan’s share is up to $2.1 million per year.  This represents no change from the prior 
three years.  Actual expenses of the MWQI Program in calendar year 2020 were $2.0 million.  The proportionate 
share of cost for each contractor, which is based on municipal and industrial Table A amounts, is shown in 
Attachment 1. 

Staff recommends entering into the proposed agreements to provide valuable water quality sampling, monitoring, 
water quality forecasting, data dissemination, and scientific studies involving SWP water quality. 

Policy 
Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 11104: Delegation of Responsibilities 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
CEQA determination for Option #1:  

The proposed action is not defined as a project under CEQA (Public Resources Code Section 21065, State CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15378) because the proposed action will not cause either a direct physical change in the 
environment or a reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment and involves continuing 
administrative activities, such as general policy and procedure making (Section 15378(b)(2) of the State CEQA 
Guidelines).  In addition, the proposed action is not defined as a project under CEQA because it involves the 
creation of government funding mechanisms or other government fiscal activities which do not involve any 
commitment to any specific project which may result in a potentially significant physical impact on the 
environment (Section 15378(b)(4) of the State CEQA Guidelines). 

CEQA determination for Option #2: 

None required 
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Board Options 

Option #1 

Authorize the General Manager to: 

a. Execute a renewal of the Municipal Water Quality Investigations Agreement between the Department 
of Water Resources, the State Water Contractors, and participating urban State Water Project 
Contractors and continue the MWQI Program for an additional three-year term of January 1, 2023 to 
December 31, 2025. 

b. Execute a renewal of the Municipal Water Quality Investigations Program Specific Project 
Agreement between the State Water Contractors and participating urban State Water Project 
Contractors and continue the MWQI Program for an additional three-year term of January 1, 2023 to 
December 31, 2025. 

Fiscal Impact:  Up to $2.1 million annually for the next three years.  The maximum annual cost of 
$2.1 million reflects a flat budget with no increase in spending from the prior three-year agreement period.  
Business Analysis:  The SWP water quality data collected and the research and analyses produced by the 
MWQI Program is available to monitor and protect the source quality of SWP water supplies, to inform water 
supply planning, scheduling, and delivery decisions and to assist with the development of treatment strategies 
and compliance with drinking water regulations.  The maximum annual MWQI SOC charge plus the MWQI 
SPC charge for all participating SWP Contractors will not exceed $3.1 million for any calendar year.  The 
maximum budget of $3.1 million annually is the same budget amount in the three prior MWQI Agreements 
covering the years 2014-2016, 2017-2019, and 2020-2022.  Through careful management of expenditures and 
implementing workflow improvements, the MWQI Program can complete the work at the same $3.1 million 
cost in the 2023-2025 agreement.    

Option #2 
Do not authorize the General Manager to execute the Municipal Water Quality Investigations agreements. 
Fiscal Impact:  Potential additional costs to carry out data collection, analysis and related services using 
some alternative personnel or vendor instead of continuing to rely on DWR with its central location, trained 
staff and expertise to provide these services.  If Metropolitan does not participate, other contractors who pay 
MWQI costs through their annual Statement of Charges may drop out, leaving remaining contractors funding 
these water quality monitoring and analysis activities with a higher bill. 
Business Analysis: DWR staff is in the area, has exclusive access to DWR facilities, and can efficiently 
collect the data and perform the work.  If DWR is not carrying out the MWQI Program, the SWP water 
quality data collected and the research and analyses currently produced may be significantly scaled back or 
eliminated.  Water managers, planning staff and operations and treatment plant managers would have 
significantly less SWP water quality information available to carry out water supply planning, scheduling and 
water treatment efforts.  If Metropolitan and other remaining urban contractors were to carry out this work, 
the costs to remotely administer, deploy staff, and analyze water quality samples and data would likely be 
higher. 
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Staff Recommendation 
Option #1 

Attachment 1 –Proportionate Share Factors 
Ref# wrm12687881 

12/22/2021 
Brad Coffey 
Manager, Water Resource Management 

Date 

12/27/2021 
Adel Hagekhalil 
General Manager 

Date 
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Statement of Charges Allocation Factors 
Table 1

Proportionate
M&I Table A Share

Alameda County Flood Control & Water Conservation District Zone 7
Alameda County Water District
Antelope Valley-East Kern Water Agency
Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency
Santa Barbara County Flood Control & Water Conservation District
Crestline-Lake Arrowhead Water Agency
Kern County Water Agency
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
Mojave Water Agency
Napa County Flood Control & Water Conservation District
Palmdale Water District
San Bernardino Valley Municipal Water District
San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency
San Luis Obispo County Flood Control & Water Conservation District
Santa Clara Valley Water District
Solano County Water Agency

TOTAL

80,619 
42,000 

144,844 
95,200 
45,486 

5,800 
79,000 

1,911,500 
89,800 
29,025 
21,300 

102,600 
17,300 
25,000 
100,000 
47,756 

2,837,230

0.02841469 
0.01480317 
0.05105120 
0.03355385 
0.01603183 
0.00204425 
0.02784406 
0.67372049 
0.03165059 
0.01023005 
0.00750732 
0.03616203 
0.00609750 
0.00881141 
0.03524564 
0.01683191 
1.00000000

MWQI Specific Project Committee Charge Factors 
Table 2

Proportionate
M&I Table A Share

Alameda County Flood Control & Water Conservation District Zone 7
Alameda County Water District
Antelope Valley-East Kern Water Agency
Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency
Santa Barbara County Flood Control & Water Conservation District
Crestline-Lake Arrowhead Water Agency
Kern County Water Agency
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
Mojave Water Agency
Napa County Flood Control & Water Conservation District
Palmdale Water District
San Bernardino Valley Municipal Water District
San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency
Santa Clara Valley Water District
Solano County Water Agency

TOTAL

80,619 
42,000 

144,844 
95,200 
45,486 

5,800 
79,000 

1,911,500 
89,800 
29,025 
21,300 

102,600 
17,300 
100,000 
47,756 

2,812,230

0.02866729 
0.01493477 
0.05150503 
0.03385214 
0.01617435 
0.00206242 
0.02809159 
0.67970970 
0.03193195 
0.01032099 
0.00757406 
0.03648350 
0.00615170 
0.03555897 
0.01698154 
1.00000000
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Municipal Water Quality Investigations Program Established 1990

Funded by participating urban SWP Contractors

MWQI Program core functions

Monitor & Sample

Forecast

Water Quality

Disseminate Data & 
Maintain Database

Scientific 
Studies

SWP Watershed 
Sanitary Survey
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Cost savings

Early warning of changing  
water quality

Program flexibility

Inform Delta science

SWP Sanitary Survey

Automated data to MWD staff Compliance with Drinking 
Water Regulations Delta science
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New agreements start on January 1, 2023

3-year Term

$3.1 million/year is maximum combined cost of both agreements

MWQI Agreement

MWQI Specific Project Agreement
$700,000 annual budget cap

Metropolitan’s share of costs based on SWP Table A Allotment

Up to $2.1 million per year
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Option #1

Authorize the General Manager to:
a. Execute a renewal of the Municipal Water Quality Investigations 
Agreement between the Department of Water Resources, the State 
Water Contractors and participating urban State Water Project 
Contractors and continue the MWQI Program for an additional 
three-year term of January 1, 2023, to December 31, 2025; and

b. Execute a renewal of the Municipal Water Quality Investigations 
Program Specific Project Agreement between the State Water 
Contractors and participating urban State Water Project Contractors 
and continue the MWQI Program for an additional three-year term of 
January 1, 2023, to December 31, 2025
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Option #2

Do not authorize the General Manager to execute the 
Municipal Water Quality Investigations Agreements
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Option #1
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• Board of Directors 
Water Planning and Stewardship Committee 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 

7-9 

Subject 
Approve Agreement for Temporary Emergency Delivery of a Portion of the Mexican Treaty Waters of the 
Colorado River to the International Boundary in the Vicinity of Tijuana, Baja California, Mexico, and for 
Operation of Facilities in the United States; the General Manager determined that the proposed action is exempt 
or otherwise not subject to CEQA 

Executive Summary 
Authorize the General Manager to execute an agreement providing for delivery of Mexican Treaty water for 
Tijuana (proposed agreement).  At times of capacity or maintenance constraints in Mexico’s Colorado River water 
conveyance system, since 1972, Metropolitan diverted small amounts of Mexico’s water at Lake Havasu and 
conveyed it to the San Diego County Water Authority for delivery from Otay Water District to Tijuana.  This 
agreement would allow for this diversion for an additional five years. 

Details 
Pursuant to the 1944 international treaty between the United States and Mexico, entitled the United States-Mexico 
Treaty for Utilization of Waters of the Colorado and Tijuana Rivers and of the Rio Grande (Treaty), Mexico 
normally diverts Colorado River water from the Mexicali Valley.  The water is then delivered to Pacific Ocean 
communities and other points along the way via a pipeline.  Since 1972, the government of Mexico periodically 
requested assistance from the United States for emergency water deliveries for the Tijuana region to respond to 
drought conditions, aqueduct construction and repairs, or water distribution infrastructure problems.  Under a 
series of agreements, Metropolitan assisted in making those deliveries.  Attachment 1 lists historical deliveries. 

In 2003, the International Boundary and Water Commission (IBWC) adopted Minute No. 310, which addressed 
emergency delivery of a portion of Mexico’s Colorado River water for Tijuana.  In response to Mexico’s request 
to extend the agreement, IBWC adopted Minute No. 314 in 2008.  Later in 2008, Metropolitan, the San Diego 
County Water Authority, Otay Water District (collectively, “California Agencies”), and the United States Bureau 
of Reclamation (Reclamation) executed an amendment that extended the five-year emergency delivery agreement 
to November 9, 2013.  On January 19, 2017, the California Agencies and Reclamation executed a new five-year 
emergency delivery agreement.  These agreements facilitated emergency deliveries of up to 14,400 acre-feet 
annually of Mexico’s Colorado River water. 

Mexico requested that the United States Section of the IBWC provide emergency delivery capacity for another 
five years, on similar terms, pursuant to a new agreement and approval of Minute 327 to the Treaty and the joint 
engineering report, which confirm Mexico’s consent to the proposed agreement with the California Agencies.  
The parties are currently negotiating the final terms of Minute 327.  Potential capacity constraints in 
Metropolitan’s Colorado River Aqueduct or its Robert A. Skinner Water Treatment Plant service area could limit 
Metropolitan’s ability to meet Mexico’s emergency needs in the future.  As such, the proposed agreement 
recognizes that the California Agencies will only make deliveries when capacity is available.  

Metropolitan’s charge for fair compensation for deliveries would be an amount equivalent to the System Access 
Rate and Treatment Surcharge or equivalent at the time of the delivery, plus actual power costs.  This is a 
negotiated contract price as Metropolitan’s rates are not applicable to non-member agencies.  Upon request for 
deliveries, relevant parties will inform Mexico of the charges in advance.  Because the deliveries go through a 
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connection on Otay Water District’s system, Otay Water District is paid for charges for actual operation and 
maintenance costs.  The San Diego County Water Authority would coordinate all payments of charges between 
the United States and the California Agencies.  The agreement is effective after all parties approve and execute 
Minute 327 and adopt the joint engineering report. 

Staff recommends the Board authorize the General Manager to execute an agreement on similar terms as the 
previous agreement to allow emergency deliveries of Mexican Treaty water for Tijuana, subject to the agreement 
being in a form approved by the General Counsel.  Attachment 2 lists the proposed key terms. 

Policy 
Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code Section 11104: Delegation of Responsibilities 

By Minute Item 39895, dated October 13, 1992, the Board authorized the General Manager to enter into 
agreements with the United States, San Diego County Water Authority, and the Otay Water District for the 
delivery of Mexican Treaty water for Tijuana, subject to the agreements being in a form approved by the General 
Counsel. 

By Minute Item 44900, dated June 11, 2002, the Board set the charges for emergency deliveries. 

By Minute Item 50636, dated November 8, 2016, the Board approved a five-year emergency delivery agreement. 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
CEQA determination for Option #1:  

The proposed action is categorically exempt under the provisions of CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines.  The 
proposed action involves an agreement providing for delivery of Mexican Treaty water for Tijuana associated 
with the operation of existing public water conveyance facilities with negligible or no expansion of use and no 
possibility of significantly impacting the physical environment.  Accordingly, this proposed action qualifies for a 
Class 1, Categorical Exemption (Section 15301 of the State CEQA Guidelines).  

CEQA determination for Option #2: 

None required 

Board Options 
Option #1 

Authorize the General Manager to execute the Agreement for Temporary Emergency Delivery of a Portion of 
the Mexican Treaty Waters of the Colorado River to the International Boundary in the Vicinity of Tijuana, 
Baja California, Mexico, and for Operation of Facilities in the United States for five years, subject to the 
proposed agreement being in a form approved by the General Counsel and further providing that the proposed 
agreement will become effective only upon approval and execution by the parties of Minute 327 to the Treaty 
and adoption of the joint engineering report that are both consistent with the terms of the proposed agreement. 
Fiscal Impact:  Metropolitan would recover all delivery-related costs, so there is no net fiscal impact. 
Business Analysis:  Support of emergency service for Tijuana would have the overall benefit of assisting our 
neighboring country to deliver water at relatively little inconvenience to California Agencies in order to help 
prevent public health and economic problems in Mexico. 

Option #2 
Do not authorize the General Manager to execute an agreement that provides emergency water service for 
Tijuana. 
Fiscal Impact:  No impact 
Business Analysis: Not signing the proposed agreement may impair constructive relations that have 
developed with Mexico regarding water management. 
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Staff Recommendation 
Option #1 
 

 

 12/21/2021 
Brad Coffey 
Manager, Water Resource Management 

Date 

 

  

 12/27/2021 
Adel Hagekhalil 
General Manager 

Date 

 

 

Attachment 1 – Historical Emergency Water Service Deliveries for Tijuana, Mexico 

Attachment 2 – Agreement for Temporary Emergency Delivery of a Portion of the Mexican  
Treaty Waters of the Colorado River to the International Boundary in the  
Vicinity of Tijuana, Baja California, Mexico, and for Operation of Facilities  
in the United States 

Ref# wrm12678202 
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Historical Emergency Water Service Deliveries for Tijuana, Mexico 
 
 

 
Year* 

Delivery at International 
Boundary (AF) 

1972 2,317 
1973 8,397 
1974 8,649 
1975 7,377 
1976 9,159 
1977 8,029 
1978 5,514 
1979 224 
1980 3,125 
1989 301 
1992 231 
2003 641 
2004 349 
2005 163 
2006 36 
2008 5,086 
2009 4,781 
2012 95 
2018 293 
2019 655 
2020 1,394 

 
*Table includes years in which emergency deliveries were made. 
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Agreement for Temporary Emergency Delivery of a Portion of the Mexican Treaty Waters of the 
Colorado River to the International Boundary in the Vicinity of Tijuana, Baja California, Mexico, and 

for Operation of Facilities in the United States 
 
 
The key terms of the agreement, as relevant to Metropolitan, include: 
 
1. Metropolitan will determine, at its sole discretion, whether capacity is available in its water distribution 

system and at the Robert A. Skinner Treatment Plant for all or a portion of the requested deliveries for 
Tijuana. 

2. Mexico will pay fair compensation for the full cost of transporting and treating the water delivered for 
Tijuana, in an amount equivalent to Metropolitan’s System Access Rate and Treatment Surcharge or 
equivalent at the time of delivery, and actual energy costs.  This is a negotiated contract price as 
Metropolitan’s rates are not applicable to non-member agencies.  Prior to water deliveries, an estimate of the 
actual energy costs will be provided to Mexico.   

3. An Energy Reserve Fund will be created.  This fund shall be used to cover actual energy costs that are above 
and beyond the estimated energy costs that were provided to Mexico. 

4. The annual maximum amount of water that can be delivered for Tijuana is 14,400 acre-feet. 

5. There is flexibility in the timing of diversions and deliveries to ensure that Metropolitan has access to its full 
entitlement to Colorado River water, including water conservation and water acquisition programs. 

496



Water Planning and Stewardship Committee
Item 7-9
January 10, 2022

497



WP&S Committee Item 7-9     Slide 2 January 10, 2022

Provides water during interruptions and periodic supply 
inadequacies

Current agreement expires January 2022

Mexico’s water under Treaty – up to 14,400 AFY
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Diverted Water is part 
of Mexico’s 
apportionment

Water is conveyed 
through California 
Agencies infrastructure

Metropolitan’s role is 
minimal

SDCWA coordinates 
payments and 
communication
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Per acre-foot

System Access Rate $ 389

Treatment Surcharge $ 344

Subtotal         $ 733

Cost per Acre-Foot

System Access Rate $389

Treatment Surcharge $344

Subtotal $733

Actual Energy Costs Market Price - TBD

Total $733 + Actual Energy Costs

501



WP&S Committee Item 7-9     Slide 6 January 10, 2022

5-Year Agreement (through beginning of 2027)

Contract price revised as changed by MWD, designed for full cost 
recovery

Delivery only when capacity is available
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Option #1
Authorize the General Manager to execute the Agreement for Temporary Emergency 
Delivery of a Portion of the Mexican Treaty Waters of the Colorado River to the 
International Boundary in the Vicinity of Tijuana, Baja California, Mexico, and for 
Operation of Facilities in the United States for five years, subject to the proposed 
agreement being in a form approved by the General Counsel and further providing that 
the proposed agreement will become effective only upon approval and execution by 
the parties of Minute 327 to the Treaty and adoption of the joint engineering report 
that are both consistent with the terms of the proposed agreement.

Option #2
Do not authorize the General Manager to execute an agreement that provides 
emergency water service for Tijuana
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• Board of Directors 

Legal and Claims Committee 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 

7-10 

Subject 

Approve amendments to the Administrative Code to establish changes in the committee structure of the Board; 

the General Manager has determined that the proposed action is exempt or otherwise not subject to CEQA 

Executive Summary 

At its November 23, 2021 special meeting, the Board approved the following changes to the Board’s committee 

structure and directed staff to return to the Board with revisions to the Administrative Code required to implement 

the changes: 

1. Establish a new Underserved Communities standing committee. 

2. Establish a new Imported Water standing committee. 

3. Establish the Conservation and Local Resources Special Committee as a standing committee and 

re-name as the Conservation and Local Resources One Water Committee. 

4. Establish a new Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Committee as a standing committee. 

5. Delete the Bay-Delta Committee. 

Attachment 1 shows the new version of the Metropolitan Administrative Code as it would read upon Board 

approval of the proposed changes.  The proposed substantive amendments are set forth on Attachment 2 with 

strikeouts showing deletions and underlining showing additions. 

Details 

In accordance with the authorization by the Board at the November 23, 2021 special meeting, this letter provides 

detail and proposed changes to the Metropolitan Administrative Code to implement changes to the Board’s 

Committee structure to create four new standing committees (Underserved Communities, Imported Water, 

One Water (Conservation and Local Resources), and Diversity, Equity and Inclusion) and to delete the Bay-Delta 

Committee.  The allocation of duties to the new committees requires minor modifications to the duties of the 

Water Planning and Stewardship; Engineering and Operations; and the Organization, Personnel and Technology 

Committees to avoid duplication.  If approved by the Board, the changes will be effective February 1, 2022. 

A clean copy of the proposed changes is attached as Attachment 1.  A redlined copy showing all of the changes 

is attached as Attachment 2.  The proposed changes to the committee structure and duties are summarized below.  

A. New Committees 

1. The new Underserved Communities Committee will study, advise and make recommendations regarding 

the ways in which Metropolitan can: 

a. Better serve the disadvantaged and underserved communities within Metropolitan’s service 

area. 

b. Improve the access of these communities to reliable, high-quality drinking water supplies. 

c. Increase the participation of currently underserved communities in Metropolitan’s rebate, 

conservation, and other local resources programs. 
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d. Assist and support member agency programs and advocate for underserved communities, 

including providing operational and technical assistance. 

The Underserved Communities Committee will meet as needed.  

2. The new Imported Water Committee will study, advise and make recommendations regarding: 

a. Issues relating to the protection of Metropolitan’s rights to receive imported water supplies 

from any source. 

b. Issues relating to the operation of the State Water Project and the implementation of 

Metropolitan’s State Water Contract, including Bay-Delta issues. 

c. Issues relating to the Colorado River, including negotiation and implementation of agreements 

with and among Colorado River Contractors. 

d. The protection of Metropolitan’s water supply from, and mitigation of the impacts of water 

development on, the Colorado River. 

e. Issues relating to imported water from any additional source.  

f. The effect of existing and proposed federal, state, and local environmental, water supply and 

water conveyance statutes, regulations and permits on Metropolitan’s water supplies from all 

sources. 

g. Policies and procedures regarding the delivery and exchange of imported water for various 

uses.  

h. Receipt of the Water Surplus and Drought Management Report. 

The Imported Water Committee will meet as needed.  

3. The duties of the One Water (Conservation and Local Resources) Committee will include the duties of 

the prior Conservation and Local Resources Special Committee.  The duties of the Committee will 

emphasize the comprehensive integration of programs to achieve One Water solutions and include: 

a. Establishing policies and programs regarding water conservation and reuse, watershed 

management, storm water capture and management, recycling, sustainable groundwater 

management and protection, underground storage, and use thereof. 

b. Seawater desalination, reclamation and their development and brackish water issues in 

Metropolitan’s service area, and use thereof. 

c. Overseeing development and implementation of Metropolitan’s Local Resources and 

Conservation Programs and other efforts to meet local supply and water use efficiency. 

d. Recommending comprehensive solutions to regional supply problems with the intent to 

increase water reliability, cost effectiveness and environmental benefit.  

e. Expanding Metropolitan’s understanding of regional water supply issues by inviting 

informational presentations and feedback from external representatives.  

f. Creating opportunities for collaboration to advance development of local supplies and 

achieving greater water use efficiency.  

The One Water (Conservation and Local Resources) Committee will meet as needed.  

4. The Diversity, Equity and Inclusion (DE&I) Committee will: 

a. Be the home committee for Metropolitan’s DE&I Officer. 

b. Receive input, policy, and procedure recommendations from the DE&I Council for 

consideration and recommendation to the full Board. 

c. Study diversity, equity and inclusion issues within Metropolitan to recommend to the full Board 

programs to enhance and promote equal employment opportunity, affirmative action, increased 

diversity of the workforce and a culture of inclusion within Metropolitan.  
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d. Promote workforce development programs, including training and advancement opportunities 

to increase diversity, equity and inclusion within Metropolitan and benefit the communities 

within Metropolitan’s service area.  

e. Study areas of special concern to the District and its employees, including, but not limited to, 

equal employment opportunity and affirmative action. 

The Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Committee will meet as needed. 

B. Deleted Committee 

The Bay-Delta Committee will be deleted. 

C. Changes in Duties of Existing Committees 

1. The duties of the Water Planning and Stewardship Committee will be modified to:  

a. Transfer its duties relating to the Colorado River and State Water Project to the Imported Water 

Committee. 

b. Transfer its duties relating to water conservation, recycling and reuse, storage and capture of 

water within local surface and groundwater facilities, desalination and related matters to the 

One Water (Conservation and Local Resources) Committee.  

c. Retain the duties for Metropolitan’s Water Supply Planning, including the Integrated Resources 

Planning Process and completion of the Urban Water Management Plan and related policies. 

2. The duties which shall remain the same are:  

a. Consider policies regarding importing, distributing, transferring and wheeling water as required 

by Metropolitan. 

b. Consider the effect of existing and proposed federal, state, and local water supply, and water 

management statutes and environmental regulations on supplies within Metropolitan’s service 

area.  

c. Consider policies and procedures regarding the delivery and exchange of water for various 

uses.  

d. Environmental compliance and requirements. 

3. The duties of the Operations, Personnel and Technology Committee will be modified to move initial 

study of areas of special concern to Metropolitan and its employees, including equal employment 

opportunity and affirmative action to the Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Committee. 

4. The duties of the Engineering and Operations Committee will be modified to include changes in 

Metropolitan’s aqueduct system to provide for the changing needs of Metropolitan’s member agencies. 

Policy 

Metropolitan Administrative Code Section 2400:  Identification of Committees. 

Metropolitan Administrative Code Section 11104:  Delegation of Responsibilities. 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

CEQA determination for Option #1: 

The proposed action is not defined as a project under CEQA because it involves continuing administrative 

activities, such as general policy and procedure making (Section 15378(b)(2) of the State CEQA Guidelines).  In 

addition, where it can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that the proposed action in question may 

have a significant effect on the environment, the proposed action is not subject to CEQA (Section 15061(b)(3) of 

the State CEQA Guidelines). 
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1/6/2022 

CEQA determination for Option #2: 

None required 

Board Options 

Option #1 

Approve the recommendations for changes in the Metropolitan Administrative Code to modify the Board 

Committee structure as set forth in Attachment 1 to reflect the new committee structure and duties. 

Fiscal Impact:  None 

Business Analysis:  The committee structure will be changed in accordance with the revisions to the 

Administrative Code 

Option #2 

Do not approve the recommendations for changes in the Metropolitan Administrative Code to modify the 

Board Committee structure as set forth in Attachment 1 

Fiscal Impact:  None 

Business Analysis:  The Board Committee structure and duties will remain the same 

Recommendation of Chairwoman 

Option 1 

 

 

 

Gloria D. Gray 
Chairwoman of Board of Directors 

Date 

 

 

Attachment 1 – Clean copy of the affected provisions in the Administrative Code if the  

proposed revisions are approved by the Board 

Attachment 2 – Proposed redlined version showing substantive amendments of the  
Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code 

 

Ref# l12684309 
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Attachment 1—Clean Version of Administrative Code Committee Changes 

 

Division II 

PROCEDURES PERTAINING TO BOARD, COMMITTEES 

AND DIRECTORS 

Chapter 4 

 

STANDING COMMITTEES 

 

Article           Sec. 

  1 General         2400 

  2 Executive Committee        2410 

  3 Engineering and Operations Committee     2430 

  4 Finance and Insurance Committee      2440 

  5 Legal and Claims Committee       2450 

  6 Water Planning and Stewardship Committee     2460 

  7 Communications and Legislation Committee     2470 

  8 Organization, Personnel and Technology Committee   2480 

  9. Real Property and Asset Management Committee    2490 

  9.5 Audit and Ethics Committee       2495 

  9.7  One Water (Conservation and Local Resources) Committee   2497 

  9.8     Imported Water Committee        2499 

  9.9     Underserved Communities Committee     2499.20 

  9.10   Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Committee                                                   2499.40 

     

 

Article 1 

 

       GENERAL 

 

Sec. 

2400. Identification of Standing Committees 

2401. Officers and Members of Standing Committees 

 

§ 2400. Identification of Standing Committees. 

 

 The Standing Committees of the Board of Directors are: 

 

 Executive Committee 

 Engineering and Operations Committee 

 Finance and Insurance Committee 

 Legal and Claims Committee 

 Water Planning and Stewardship Committee 
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 Communications and Legislation Committee 

 Organization, Personnel and Technology Committee 

 Real Property and Asset Management Committee 

 Audit and Ethics Committee 

 One Water (Conservation and Local Resources) Committee 

Imported Water Committee 

Underserved Communities Committee 

Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Committee 

 

 

Article 3 

ENGINEERING AND OPERATIONS COMMITTEE 

Sec. 

2430. Day of Regular Meeting 

2431. Duties and Functions 

 

§ 2430. Day of Regular Meetings. 

 The regular meetings of the Engineering and Operations Committee shall be held on the 

Monday preceding regular Board meetings or on the Tuesday of regular Board meetings. 

§ 2431. Duties and Functions. 

 (a) The Engineering and Operations Committee shall study, advise and make 

recommendations with regard to: 

  (1) Plans, specifications and bids; 

  (2) The initiation, scheduling, contracting, and performance of construction 

programs and work, and the equipment or materials to be used, replaced, disposed of, or 

salvaged; 

  (3) Such matters as may come to its attention on inspection trips of the aqueduct 

works which the committee shall make at least once a year; 

  (4) The operation, protection, and maintenance of the plants and facilities required 

for the production, exchange, sale, storage, treatment, and delivery of water and power and for 

the storage and treatment of water; and for the distribution of electrical energy to the aqueduct 

pumping plants; 

  (5) The providing of storage and distribution facilities and connections for the 

delivery of water; 

  (6) Construction claims; 

  (7) Engineering aspects of State Water Project facilities; 
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  (8) The selection of engineering and geologic consultants and the determination 

of the scope of their assignments; 

  (9) Energy matters in general; 

  (10) Water treatment technologies for complying with drinking water regulations; 

  (11) Water quality policies and standards; 

  (12) Policies regarding the quality of imported, reclaimed, reused and stored 

water; 

  (13) The effect on the District of existing and proposed federal, state, and local 

water quality statutes and regulations; 

 

  (14) Proposed amendments to the Metropolitan Water District Act and Code 

affecting the engineering and operations functions of the District and water quality; 

  (15) Proposed rules and proposals regarding business development opportunities 

for intellectual property transactions; 

  (16) The District’s Capital Investment Program and appropriations for capital 

projects; and 

(17) Changes in Metropolitan’s aqueduct system to provide for the changing 

needs of the District member agencies. 

 (b) The Engineering and Operations Committee shall also conduct hearings on appeals 

of protest denials involving Public Works Contracts pursuant to Section 8150(a). 

  (1) Hearings shall be held by the committee at its next regular meeting, at least 72 

hours after the filing of the notice of appeal of the General Manager’s determination under 

Section 8150(a).  The decision of the committee shall be final unless the committee chooses to 

refer the notice of protest to the Board. 

  (2) The Chair of the Engineering and Operations Committee may re-delegate 

duties provided for under subparagraph (1) above to a minimum of three members of the 

Engineering and Operations Committee who shall act in place of the committee. 
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Article 6 

WATER PLANNING AND STEWARDSHIP COMMITTEE 

Sec. 

2460. Day of Regular Meetings 

2461. Duties and Functions 

 

§ 2460. Day of Regular Meeting. 

 The regular meetings of the Water Planning and Stewardship Committee shall be held on 

the Monday preceding regular Board meetings or on the Tuesday of regular Board meetings. 

§ 2461. Duties and Functions. 

 The Water Planning and Stewardship Committee shall study, advise, and make 

recommendations with regard to: 

 (a) Policies, sources, and means of importing and distributing water, transferring water, 

and wheeling water as required by the District; 

 (b) Policies and procedures regarding the delivery and exchange of water for various 

uses; 

     (c) Metropolitan Water Supply Planning including the Integrated Resources Planning 

Process and completion of the Urban Water Management Plan and related policies; 

 (d) The effect on the District of existing and proposed federal, state, and local 

environmental statutes and regulations; and 

 (e) Environmental compliance and requirements. 

 

Article 8 

ORGANIZATION, PERSONNEL AND TECHNOLOGY COMMITTEE 

 

Sec. 

2480. Day of Regular Meeting 

2481. Duties and Functions 

 

§ 2480. Day of Regular Meeting. 

 

 The regular meetings of the Organization, Personnel and Technology Committee shall be 

held on the Monday preceding regular board meetings or on the Tuesday of regular board 

meetings. 
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§ 2481. Duties and Functions. 

 

 The Organization, Personnel and Technology Committee shall study, advise and make 

recommendations with regard to: 

 

 (a) The form of the District’s organization and the flow of authority and responsibility; 

 

 (b) Periodic independent reviews and studies of the organization, classification of 

positions, job duties, salaries, and salary ranges; 

 

 (c) Relations between the District and its employees, including all matters affecting wage, 

hours, pension plans and other employee benefits, and other terms and conditions of 

employment, as well as the district’s negotiation of such matters with employee bargaining units 

and selection of negotiators; 

 

 (d) Areas of special concern to the District and its employees, including, but not limited 

to work rules pertaining to the health and safety of employees; 

 

 (e) Policies and rules regarding employment, discipline and discharge of District officers 

and employees; 

 

 (f) Proposed amendments to the Metropolitan Water District Act and Administrative 

Code affecting contract procedures and policies, the organization and personnel policies of the 

District and to the Public Employees’ Retirement Law; 

 

 (g) Information technology strategies, projects and activities, including information 

technology asset management and the budgeting and tracking of information technology 

resources; and 

 

 (h) The Organization, Personnel and Technology Committee shall be responsible for the 

annual overall coordination of the Department Head Evaluation Program. 

 

 

Article 9.7 

ONE WATER (CONSERVATION AND LOCAL RESOURCES) COMMITTEE 

Sec. 

2497. Day of Regular Meeting 

2498. Duties and Functions  

 

§ 2497. Day of Regular Meeting 

 

The One Water (Conservation and Local Resources) Committee shall hold regular 

meetings on an as-needed basis. 
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§ 2498. Duties and Functions 

The One Water (Conservation and Local Resources) Committee shall review and 

consider: 

(a) Establishing policies and programs regarding water conservation and reuse, watershed 

management, storm water capture and management, recycling, sustainable groundwater 

management and protection, underground storage, and use thereof;  

 

(b) Seawater desalination, reclamation and their development and brackish water issues 

in Metropolitan’s service area, and use thereof; 

 (c) Overseeing development and implementation of Metropolitan’s Local Resources 

Program and Conservation Program and other efforts to meet local supply and water use 

efficiency goals; 

(d) The effect of existing and proposed federal, state, and local governmental water 

supply and water management statutes and regulations on supplies produced or that may be 

produced within the District’s region; 

(e) Recommendations for comprehensive solutions to regional supply problems with the 

intent to increase water reliability, cost effectiveness, and environmental benefit; 

(f) Expanding Metropolitan’s understanding of regional water supply issues by inviting 

informational presentations and feedback from external representatives;  

(g) Recommendations to the Board on policies and programs that will strengthen 

relationships with other agencies in furthering Metropolitan’s objectives for increased regional 

self-reliance and greater water use efficiency; and 

(h) Creating opportunities for collaboration to advance the development of local supplies 

and achieving greater water use efficiency. 

 

 

Article 9.8  

IMPORTED WATER COMMITTEE 

Sec.  

2499.  Day of Regular Meeting 

2499.10  Duties and Functions 

 

§ 2499. Day of Regular Meeting 

 

The Imported Water Committee shall hold regular meetings on an as-needed basis. 
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§ 2499.10 Duties and Functions  

 

The Imported Water Committee shall study, advise, and make recommendations 

regarding: 

 

(a) Issues relating to the protection of Metropolitan’s rights to receive imported water 

supplies from any source; 

 

(b) Issues relating to the operation of the State Water Project and the implementation of 

Metropolitan’s State Water Contract, including Bay-Delta issues;  

 

(c) Issues relating to the Colorado River, including negotiation and implementation of 

agreements with and among Colorado River Contractors;  

 

(d) The protection of the Metropolitan’s water supply from, and mitigation of the impacts 

of water development on, the Colorado River; 

 

(e) Issues relating to any future matters relating to imported water from any additional 

source; 

 

(f) The effect of existing and proposed federal, state, and local environmental, water 

supply and water conveyance statutes, regulations and permits on Metropolitan’s water supplies 

from all sources; 

 

(g) Policies and procedures regarding the delivery and exchange of imported water for 

various uses; and 

 

(h) Receipt of the Water Surplus and Drought Management Reports 

 

 

Article 9.9 

UNDERSERVED COMMUNITIES COMMITTEE 

Sec.  

2499.20 Day of Regular Meeting 

2499.30 Duties and Functions 

 

 

§ 2499.20  Day of Regular Meeting 

 

The Underserved Communities Committee shall hold regular meetings on an as-needed 

basis. 
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§ 2499.30  Duties and Functions 

 

The Underserved Communities Committee shall study, advise, and make 

recommendations regarding the ways Metropolitan can: 

 

(a) Better serve the disadvantaged and underserved communities within Metropolitan’s 

service area; 

 

(b) Improve the access of disadvantaged and underserved communities to reliable, high-

quality drinking water supplies; 

 

(c) Increase the participation of currently underserved communities in Metropolitan’s 

rebate, conservation, and other local resources programs; and 

 

(d) Assist and support member agency programs and advocate for underserved 

communities, including providing operational and technical assistance. 

 

 

Article 9.10 

 

DIVERSITY, EQUITY AND INCLUSION COMMITTEE 

 

Sec.  

2499.40 Day of Regular Meeting 

2499.50 Duties and Functions 

 

§ 2499.40 Day of Regular Meeting 

 

The Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Committee shall hold regular meetings on a monthly 

basis. 

 

§ 2499.50 Duties and Functions 

 

The Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Committee will: 

 

(a) Direct and receive reports from, and be the home committee for, Metropolitan’s 

Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Officer; 

 

(b) Receive input, policy and procedure recommendations from the Diversity, Equity and 

Inclusion Council for consideration and recommendation to the Board; 

 

(c) Study diversity, equity, and inclusion issues within Metropolitan to recommend ways 

to enhance and promote equal opportunity, affirmative action, increased diversity of the 

workforce and a culture of inclusion within Metropolitan; 
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(d) Promote workforce development programs, including training and advancement 

opportunities at Metropolitan to increase diversity, equity and inclusion within Metropolitan and 

benefit the communities within Metropolitan’s service area; and 

(e) Study areas of special concern to the District and its employees, including, but not 

limited to, equal employment opportunity and affirmative action. 

 

Chapter 5 

 

OTHER COMMITTEES: MISCELLANEOUS COMMITTEE MATTERS 

 

Article           Sec. 

  1 Special Committees        2500 

  2 Board and Committee Nomination Procedures    2520 

 

 

Article 1 

 

SPECIAL COMMITTEES 

Sec. 

2500. General 

2501. Agriculture and Industry Relations Special Committee 

2502. Integrated Resources Plan Special Committee 

 

§ 2502. Integrated Resources Plan Special Committee. 

 

(a) The Integrated Resources Plan Special Committee shall hold meetings as needed to 

accomplish the objectives of the committee. 

 

(b) The Integrated Resources Plan Special Committee shall review, consider and make 

recommendations with regard to the Integrated Resources Planning Process, and options for 

updating the Integrated Resources Plan, including those recommended by the One Water 

(Conservation and Local Resources) Committee and the Water Planning and Stewardship 

Committee. 
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Attachment 2—Redline Version of Administrative Code Committee Changes 

 

Division II 

PROCEDURES PERTAINING TO BOARD, COMMITTEES 

AND DIRECTORS 

Chapter 4 

 

STANDING COMMITTEES 

 

Article           Sec. 

  1 General         2400 

  2 Executive Committee        2410 

  3 Engineering and Operations Committee     2430 

  4 Finance and Insurance Committee      2440 

  5 Legal and Claims Committee       2450 

  6 Water Planning and Stewardship Committee     2460 

  7 Communications and Legislation Committee     2470 

  8 Organization, Personnel and Technology Committee   2480 

  9. Real Property and Asset Management Committee    2490 

  9.5 Audit and Ethics Committee       2495 

  9.7     Bay-Delta Committee        2497 

  9.7  One Water (Conservation and Local Resources) Committee   2497 

  9.8     Imported Water Committee        2499 

  9.9     Underserved Communities Committee     2499.20 

  9.10   Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Committee                                                   2499.40 

     

 

Article 1 

 

       GENERAL 

 

Sec. 

2400. Identification of Standing Committees 

2401. Officers and Members of Standing Committees 

 

§ 2400. Identification of Standing Committees. 

 

 The Standing Committees of the Board of Directors are: 

 

 Executive Committee 

 Engineering and Operations Committee 

 Finance and Insurance Committee 

 Legal and Claims Committee 

519



1/11/2022 Board Meeting 7-10 Attachment 2, Page 2 of 11 

 Water Planning and Stewardship Committee 

 Communications and Legislation Committee 

 Organization, Personnel and Technology Committee 

 Real Property and Asset Management Committee 

 Audit and Ethics Committee 

 Bay-Delta Committee 

 One Water (Conservation and Local Resources) Committee 

Imported Water Committee 

Underserved Communities Committee 

Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Committee 

 

 

Article 3 

ENGINEERING AND OPERATIONS COMMITTEE 

Sec. 

2430. Day of Regular Meeting 

2431. Duties and Functions 

 

§ 2430. Day of Regular Meetings. 

 The regular meetings of the Engineering and Operations Committee shall be held on the 

Monday preceding regular Board meetings or on the Tuesday of regular Board meetings. 

§ 2431. Duties and Functions. 

 (a) The Engineering and Operations Committee shall study, advise and make 

recommendations with regard to: 

  (1) Plans, specifications and bids; 

  (2) The initiation, scheduling, contracting, and performance of construction 

programs and work, and the equipment or materials to be used, replaced, disposed of, or 

salvaged; 

  (3) Such matters as may come to its attention on inspection trips of the aqueduct 

works which the committee shall make at least once a year; 

  (4) The operation, protection, and maintenance of the plants and facilities required 

for the production, exchange, sale, storage, treatment, and delivery of water and power and for 

the storage and treatment of water; and for the distribution of electrical energy to the aqueduct 

pumping plants; 

  (5) The providing of storage and distribution facilities and connections for the 

delivery of water; 

  (6) Construction claims; 
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  (7) Engineering aspects of State Water Project facilities; 

  (8) The selection of engineering and geologic consultants and the determination 

of the scope of their assignments; 

  (9) Energy matters in general; 

  (10) Water treatment technologies for complying with drinking water regulations; 

  (11) Water quality policies and standards; 

  (12) Policies regarding the quality of imported, reclaimed, reused and stored 

water; 

  (13) The effect on the District of existing and proposed federal, state, and local 

water quality statutes and regulations; 

 

  (14) Proposed amendments to the Metropolitan Water District Act and Code 

affecting the engineering and operations functions of the District and water quality; 

  (15) Proposed rules and proposals regarding business development opportunities 

for intellectual property transactions; 

  (16) The District’s Capital Investment Program and appropriations for capital 

projects; and 

(17) Changes in Metropolitan’s aqueduct system to provide for the changing 

needs of the District member agencies. 

 (b) The Engineering and Operations Committee shall also conduct hearings on appeals 

of protest denials involving Public Works Contracts pursuant to Section 8150(a). 

  (1) Hearings shall be held by the committee at its next regular meeting, at least 72 

hours after the filing of the notice of appeal of the General Manager’s determination under 

Section 8150(a).  The decision of the committee shall be final unless the committee chooses to 

refer the notice of protest to the Board. 

  (2) The Chair of the Engineering and Operations Committee may re-delegate 

duties provided for under subparagraph (1) above to a minimum of three members of the 

Engineering and Operations Committee who shall act in place of the committee. 

 

Article 6 

WATER PLANNING AND STEWARDSHIP COMMITTEE 

Sec. 

2460. Day of Regular Meetings 

2461. Duties and Functions 
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§ 2460. Day of Regular Meeting. 

 The regular meetings of the Water Planning and Stewardship Committee shall be held on 

the Monday preceding regular Board meetings or on the Tuesday of regular Board meetings. 

§ 2461. Duties and Functions. 

 The Water Planning and Stewardship Committee shall study, advise, and make 

recommendations with regard to: 

 (a) Policies, sources, and means of importing and distributing water, transferring water, 

and wheeling water as required by the District; 

 (b) Changes in the District's aqueduct system to provide for the changing needs of the 

District's member agencies; 

 (bc) Policies and procedures regarding the delivery and exchange of water for various 

uses; 

 

  (d) Policies regarding water conservation, recycling, reuse and underground storage of 

water and use thereof; 

  (e) The protection of the District’s water supply from, and mitigation of the impacts of 

water development on, the Colorado River; 

  (f) Seawater desalination, reclamation and their development and brackish water issues in 

Metropolitan’s service area;  

 (cg) Metropolitan Water Supply Planning including Tthe Integrated Resources Planning 

Process and completion of the Urban Water Management Plan and related policies; 

 (dh) The effect on the District of existing and proposed federal, state, and local 

environmental statutes and regulations; and 

 (ei) Environmental compliance and requirements. 

 

Article 8 

ORGANIZATION, PERSONNEL AND TECHNOLOGY COMMITTEE 

 

Sec. 

2480. Day of Regular Meeting 

2481. Duties and Functions 

 

§ 2480. Day of Regular Meeting. 

 

522



1/11/2022 Board Meeting 7-10 Attachment 2, Page 5 of 11 

 The regular meetings of the Organization, Personnel and Technology Committee shall be 

held on the Monday preceding regular board meetings or on the Tuesday of regular board 

meetings. 

 

§ 2481. Duties and Functions. 

 

 The Organization, Personnel and Technology Committee shall study, advise and make 

recommendations with regard to: 

 

 (a) The form of the District’s organization and the flow of authority and responsibility; 

 

 (b) Periodic independent reviews and studies of the organization, classification of 

positions, job duties, salaries, and salary ranges; 

 

 (c) Relations between the District and its employees, including all matters affecting wage, 

hours, pension plans and other employee benefits, and other terms and conditions of 

employment, as well as the district’s negotiation of such matters with employee bargaining units 

and selection of negotiators; 

 

 (d) Areas of special concern to the District and its employees, including, but not limited 

to, equal employment opportunity, affirmative action,  work rules pertaining to the health and 

safety of employees; 

 

 (e) Policies and rules regarding employment, discipline and discharge of District officers 

and employees; 

 

 (f) Proposed amendments to the Metropolitan Water District Act and Administrative 

Code affecting contract procedures and policies, the organization and personnel policies of the 

District and to the Public Employees’ Retirement Law; 

 

 (g) Information technology strategies, projects and activities, including information 

technology asset management and the budgeting and tracking of information technology 

resources; and 

 

 (h) The Organization, Personnel and Technology Committee shall be responsible for the 

annual overall coordination of the Department Head Evaluation Program. 

 

 

Article 9.7 

CONSERVATION AND LOCAL RESOURCES SPECIALONE WATER 

(CONSERVATION AND LOCAL RESOURCES) COMMITTEE 

Sec. 

2497. Day of Regular Meeting 

2498. Duties and Functions  
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§ 2497. Day of Regular Meeting 

 

The Conservation and Local Resources Special One Water (Conservation and Local 

Resources) Committee shall hold regular meetings on a bi-monthly an as-needed basis, or as 

required to accomplish a specific committee objective. 

§ 2498. Duties and Functions 

The Conservation and Local Resources Special One Water (Conservation and Local 

Resources) Committee shall review and consider: 

(a) Establishing policies and programs regarding water conservation and reuse, watershed 

management, storm water capture and management, recycling, sustainable groundwater 

management and protection, underground storage, and use thereof;  

 

(b) Seawater desalination, reclamation and their development and brackish water issues 

in Metropolitan’s service area, and use thereof; 

 (c) Changes to Overseeing development and implementation of Metropolitan’s Local 

Resources Program and Conservation Program and other efforts to meet local supply and 

consideration of other efforts Metropolitan may undertake to help meet the local supply and 

water use efficiency goals. contained in Metropolitan’s most recent Integrated Resources Plan; 

(d) The effect of existing and proposed federal, state, and local governmental water 

supply and water management statutes and regulations on supplies produced or that may be 

produced within the District’s region; 

(e) Comprehensive Recommendations for comprehensive solutions to regional supply 

problems with the intent to which may increase water reliability, and cost effectiveness, and 

environmental benefit environmental and other beneficial instream uses of waters within the 

region; 

(f) Expanding Metropolitan’s understanding of regional water supply issues by inviting 

informational presentations and feedback from external representatives of agencies that have 

developed or are implementing/managing local supplies and/or efficiency programs;  

(g) Recommendations to the Board on policies and programs that will strengthen 

relationships with other agencies in furthering Metropolitan’s objectives for increased regional 

self-reliance and greater water use efficiency; and  

(h) Creating opportunities for collaboration to advance the development of mutual 

interests of agencies within Metropolitan’s region in furthering the development local supplies 

and achieving greater levels of water use efficiency. 

 

Article 9.7 

 

BAY-DELTA COMMITTEE 
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Sec. 

2497. Day of Regular Meeting 

2498. Duties and Functions 

 

§ 2497 Day of Regular Meeting 

 

The Bay-Delta Committee shall hold regular meetings on the fourth Tuesday of the 

month. 
 

§ 2498. Duties and Functions 

 

The Bay-Delta Committee shall study, advise and make recommendations with regard to: 

 

(a) Protection of the District’s water supply from, and mitigation of the impacts of water 

development on the Bay-Delta Estuary; 

 

(b) Comprehensive solutions to Bay-Delta Estuary problems which will benefit water 

supply reliability, water quality and environmental and other beneficial instream uses of the 

waters of the Bay-Delta Estuary; and 

 

(c) The effect of existing and proposed federal, state and local environmental, water 

supply and water conveyance statutes and regulations on the District’s interests in the Bay-Delta 

Estuary. 

 

Article 9.8  

IMPORTED WATER COMMITTEE 

Sec.  

2499.  Day of Regular Meeting 

2499.10  Duties and Functions 

 

§ 2499. Day of Regular Meeting 

 

The Imported Water Committee shall hold regular meetings on an as-needed basis. 

 

§ 2499.10 Duties and Functions  

 

The Imported Water Committee shall study, advise, and make recommendations 

regarding: 

 

(a) Issues relating to the protection of Metropolitan’s rights to receive imported water 

supplies from any source; 

 

(b) Issues relating to the operation of the State Water Project and the implementation of 

Metropolitan’s State Water Contract, including Bay-Delta issues;  
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(c) Issues relating to the Colorado River, including negotiation and implementation of 

agreements with and among Colorado River Contractors;  

 

(d) The protection of the Metropolitan’s water supply from, and mitigation of the impacts 

of water development on, the Colorado River; 

 

(e) Issues relating to any future matters relating to imported water from any additional 

source; 

 

(f) The effect of existing and proposed federal, state, and local environmental, water 

supply and water conveyance statutes, regulations and permits on Metropolitan’s water supplies 

from all sources; 

 

(g) Policies and procedures regarding the delivery and exchange of imported water for 

various uses; and 

 

(h) Receipt of the Water Surplus and Drought Management Reports 

 

 

Article 9.9 

UNDERSERVED COMMUNITIES COMMITTEE 

Sec.  

2499.20 Day of Regular Meeting 

2499.30 Duties and Functions 

 

 

§ 2499.20  Day of Regular Meeting 

 

The Underserved Communities Committee shall hold regular meetings on an as-needed 

basis. 

 

§ 2499.30  Duties and Functions 

 

The Underserved Communities Committee shall study, advise, and make 

recommendations regarding the ways Metropolitan can: 

 

(a) Better serve the disadvantaged and underserved communities within Metropolitan’s 

service area; 

 

(b) Improve the access of disadvantaged and underserved communities to reliable, high-

quality drinking water supplies; 

 

(c) Increase the participation of currently underserved communities in Metropolitan’s 

rebate, conservation, and other local resources programs; and 
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(d) Assist and support member agency programs and advocate for underserved 

communities, including providing operational and technical assistance. 

 

 

Article 9.10 

 

DIVERSITY, EQUITY AND INCLUSION COMMITTEE 

 

Sec.  

2499.40 Day of Regular Meeting 

2499.50 Duties and Functions 

 

§ 2499.40 Day of Regular Meeting 

 

The Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Committee shall hold regular meetings on a monthly 

basis. 

 

§ 2499.50 Duties and Functions 

 

The Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Committee will: 

 

(a) Direct and receive reports from, and be the home committee for, Metropolitan’s 

Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Officer; 

 

(b) Receive input, policy and procedure recommendations from the Diversity, Equity and 

Inclusion Council for consideration and recommendation to the Board; 

 

(c) Study diversity, equity, and inclusion issues within Metropolitan to recommend ways 

to enhance and promote equal opportunity, affirmative action, increased diversity of the 

workforce and a culture of inclusion within Metropolitan; 

 

(d) Promote workforce development programs, including training and advancement 

opportunities at Metropolitan to increase diversity, equity and inclusion within Metropolitan and 

benefit the communities within Metropolitan’s service area; and 

(e) Study areas of special concern to the District and its employees, including, but not 

limited to, equal employment opportunity and affirmative action. 

 

 

Chapter 5 

 

OTHER COMMITTEES: MISCELLANEOUS COMMITTEE MATTERS 
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Article           Sec. 

  1 Special Committees        2500 

  2 Board and Committee Nomination Procedures    2520 

 

 

Article 1 

 

SPECIAL COMMITTEES 

Sec. 

2500. General 

2501. Agriculture and Industry Relations Special Committee 

2502 Conservation and Local Resources Special Committee  

2502. Integrated Resources Plan Special Committee 

 

§2502. Conservation and Local Resources Special Committee. 

 

(a) The Conservation and Local Resources Special Committee shall hold regular 

meetings on a bi-monthly basis, or as required to accomplish a specific committee objective. 

 

(b) Duties and Functions  

 

The Conservation and Local Resources Special Committee shall review and consider: 

 

(1) Policies regarding water conservation, watershed management, storm water 

capture and management, recycling, sustainable groundwater management, brackish and 

seawater desalination and use thereof; 

 

(2) Recommendations for future updates to the Integrated Resources Plan goals 

for local supplies and water use efficiency; 

 

(3) Changes to Metropolitan’s Local Resources Program and Conservation 

Program and consideration of other efforts Metropolitan may undertake to help meet the local 

supply and water use efficiency goals contained in Metropolitan’s most recent Integrated 

Resources Plan; 

 

(4) The effect of existing and proposed federal, state, and local governmental, 

water supply and water management statutes and regulations on supplies produced or that may 

be produced within the District’s region; 

 

(5) Comprehensive solutions to regional supply problems which may increase 

water reliability and cost effectiveness, and benefit environmental and other beneficial instream 

uses of waters within the region; 
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(6) Expanding Metropolitan’s understanding of regional water supply issues by 

inviting informational presentations and feedback from representatives of agencies that have 

developed or are implementing/managing local supplies and/or efficiency programs; 

 

(7) Recommendations to the Board on policies and programs that will strengthen 

relationships with other agencies in furthering Metropolitan’s objectives for increased regional 

self-reliance and greater water use efficiency; and 

 

(8) Opportunities for collaboration to advance the mutual interests of agencies 

within Metropolitan’s region in furthering the development of local supplies and achieving 

greater levels of water use efficiency. 

 

§ 2503 2502. Integrated Resources Plan Special Committee. 

 

(a) The Integrated Resources Plan Special Committee shall hold meetings as needed to 

accomplish the objectives of the committee. 

 

(b) The Integrated Resources Plan Special Committee shall review, consider and make 

recommendations with regard to the Integrated Resources Planning Process, and options for 

updating the Integrated Resources Plan, including those recommended by the Conservation and 

Local Resources  One Water (Conservation and Local Resources) Committee and the Water 

Planning and Stewardship Committee. 
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Comments submitted by Dir. Quinn regarding Item 7-10 of Legal and Claims Committee 
Received by Board Executive Secretary via email on January 10, 2022 at 7:54 p.m. 
 
The duties of the One Water (Conservation and Local Resources) Committee will include the duties of 

the prior Conservation and Local Resources Special Committee. The Committee will have authority over 

the planning, prioritization, and funding of any current or future regional demand management or 

supply projects within the Metropolitan service area receiving funding from Metropolitan, such as the 

Regional Recycling Project and local projects funded through Metropolitan’s Local Resources Program. 

The duties of the Committee will emphasize the comprehensive integration of programs to achieve One 

Water solutions and include:  

a. Establishing policies and programs regarding water conservation and reuse, watershed 

management, storm water capture and management, recycling, sustainable groundwater 

management and protection, underground storage, and use thereof.  

b. Seawater desalination, reclamation and their development and brackish water issues in 

Metropolitan’s service area, and use thereof.  

c. Overseeing development and implementation of Metropolitan’s Local Resources and 

Conservation Programs and other efforts to meet local supply and water use efficiency.  

d. Recommending comprehensive solutions to regional supply problems with the intent to 

increase water reliability, cost effectiveness and environmental benefit.  

e. Expanding Metropolitan’s understanding of regional water supply issues by inviting 

informational presentations and feedback from external representatives.  

f. Creating opportunities for collaboration to advance development of local supplies and achieving 

greater water use efficiency. 

g. Reconcile planning processes for IRP, and UWMP  implementation, with the means for meeting 

established goals set by the Underserved Communities CommitteeCoordinate and align new 

water supplies, local resources projects and programs, and investments with other Metropolitan 

strategic priorities and initiatives.. 

f.h. Develop criteria for the prioritization of investments in new water supplies. 

 

The duties of the Water Planning and Stewardship Committee will be modified to:  

a. Transfer its duties relating to the Colorado River and State Water Project to the Imported Water 

Committee.  

b. Transfer its duties relating to water conservation, recycling and reuse, storage and capture of water 

within local surface and groundwater facilities, desalination and related matters to the One Water 

(Conservation and Local Resources) Committee, including the Regional Recycling Project and any future 

local project that receives funding from Metropolitan. 

c. Retain the duties for Metropolitan’s Water Supply Planning, including the Integrated Resources 

Planning Process and completion of the Urban Water Management Plan and related policies. 
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Date of Report: 1/11/2022 

• Board Report on Conservation (Jan 2022)

Summary 

This report provides a summary of conservation activity and expenditures for November 2021 

Purpose 

Informational  

Detailed Report 

Conservation Expenditures – FY2020/21 & FY2021/22 (1)

Paid (2) Committed (3)

$5.8 M $3.6 M

$2.2 M $9.2 M

$11.5 M $15.0 M

$0.1 M $1.0 M

$2.1 M $1.2 M

$21.7 M $30.0 M
(1)

(2) As of 7/1/2020 - 11/30/2021

(3) Committed dollars as of December 10, 2021

The Conservation Program biennial expenditure authorization was $86 mill ion and 

expected expenditures for rate setting purposes were $50 mill ion. 

Regional Devices

Member Agency Administered

Turf Replacement

Advertising

Other

TOTAL

 

Summary of Expenditures in November 2021: $1,420,282 (1)

Turf Replacement Rebates: Clothes Washers:
November:  365,320 ft2 removed November: 1,833 units rebated

FY2020/21-FY2021/22: 5,858,676 ft
2 

removed FY2020/21-FY2021/22: 23,584 units rebated

Smart Controllers: Toilets:
November: 675 units rebated November:  295 units rebated

FY2020/21-FY2021/22: 18,406 units rebated FY2020/21-FY2021/22: 14,492 units rebated

Rain Barrels and Cisterns: Sprinkler Nozzles:
November:  145 units rebated November: 6,522 units rebated

FY2020/21-FY2021/22: 3,690 units rebated FY2020/21-FY2021/22: 41,756 units rebated

Lifetime Water Savings to be achieved by all rebates in November 2021: 3,145 AF
FY2020/21-FY2021/22:   55,335 AF lifetime water savings

(1) Expenditures may include advertising and Water Savings Incentive Program activity in addition to the incentives highlighted above.

 

Report 

Water Resources Management Group 
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• Board of Directors 
Organization, Personnel and Technology Committee 

1/11/2022 Board Meeting 

9-2 
Subject 
Update on Public Agency Partnership to Increase Opportunities for Underserved and Underrepresented 
Businesses 

Executive Summary 
Metropolitan has been invited to join with four of the nation’s leading infrastructure agencies on a new initiative 
to improve access for businesses from underserved communities.  The goal of the project is to increase federal 
and state partnerships for infrastructure funding and financing, align and streamline administrative and 
certification processes, and increase opportunities to direct contracting for historically underutilized businesses. 

Overview 
In 2001, Metropolitan launched its Regional/Small Business Program based on federal Small Business 
Administration guidelines and as a response to Proposition 209 that eliminated California’s race and gender-based 
business programs.  In response to this change, Metropolitan has developed an aggressive and inclusive business 
outreach program that reinvested ratepayer dollars toward local economic development and recovery with 
business-to-business opportunities.  The program has consistently met its board-established targets of 25 percent 
and has resulted in an economic investment of $1.2 billion to small, local, minority, women, and disabled veteran-
owned businesses in Southern California.  

Phil Washington, formerly of the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority and current CEO of Denver 
International Airport, has spearheaded a new program aimed at building generational wealth for disadvantaged 
business enterprises (DBE).  The work would support Justice40 – a whole-of-government effort to ensure that 
federal agencies work with states and local communities to deliver at least 40 percent of the overall benefits from 
federal investments in climate and clean energy to disadvantaged communities – and the Biden ’administration’s 
1.5x DBE procurement goal. 

Metropolitan, Chicago Transit Authority, Port of Long Beach, and Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation 
Authority have been invited to be “first movers” in this initiative.  Combined, these five agencies have an 
estimated $19 billion in capital projects over the next decade, which will, in addition to federal investments, 
provide significant opportunities for underserved and underrepresented businesses. 

On December 7, Metropolitan’s Chairwoman Gloria Gray and General Manager Adel Hagekhalil attended a 
meeting in Washington D.C. hosted by the United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners International with the 
other participating agencies, Congressional and local leaders, and representatives of the Department of 
Transportation and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and private foundations, among others, to discuss an 
initiative to aid historically underutilized businesses (HUB).  The purpose of the meeting was to consider steps 
and specific, actionable recommendations to improve the federal government’s HUB procurement policy and 
consider local actions to help close the nation’s racial wealth gap by improving access and eliminating barriers for 
these businesses.  Metropolitan intends to be part of a working group to look at ways to leverage our current small 
business program success to help support this important initiative. 

Staff will continue to update the Board on the program, including bringing forward a pledge of commitment that 
is being developed and a workplan to support prime contracting opportunities, administrative alignment, and 
capital funding to support HUB.  
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Policy 
By Minute Item 49829, on July 8, 2014, the Board modified the Business Outreach Program’s organizational goal 
for small business participation from 18 percent to 25 percent. 

By Minute Item 46589, on March 14, 2006, the Board added the inclusion of Disabled Veterans Business 
Enterprise classification into the outreach component of the Regional/Small Business Program. 

By Minute Item 44533, on June 10, 2001, the Board adopted Resolution 8762 approving the modified Business 
Outreach program and policy, titled “Resolution of The Board of Directors of The Metropolitan Water District of 
Southern California Approving Modifications to Metropolitan’s Business Outreach Program.”  

Fiscal Impact 
None at this time.  This is an information report.  
 

  

 1/4/2022 
Dee Zinke 
Assistant General Manager/ 
External Affairs Officer 

Date 

  

  

 1/5/2022 
Adel Hagekhalil 
General Manager 

Date 
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Small Business Program - 2001

Board Established Goal of 25%

Disabled Veteran-Owned Business Enterprises - 2006

Board Established Goal of 3%

Economic Development 

80-85% of businesses in the region

Contract Compliance & Accountability Program 

Track monthly payments to subcontractors
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Five “Mover” Agencies, including 
Metropolitan invited to join a new 
nationwide effort to increase 
opportunities for Historically 
Underutilized Businesses (HUB)

First meeting with Biden 
Administration officials, and labor
was in Washington, DC in 
December 2021
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Support Biden Administration’s 
Justice40 Initiative and increase 
federal-state-local partnerships for 
infrastructure funding and financing 
to improve DBE procurement

Increase access and reduce barriers for 
disadvantaged business enterprises

Deliver 40% of investments in climate 
and clean energy to disadvantaged 
communities

Direct contracting by procuring 

agencies

Administrative and certification 

alignment

Funding and financing for 

community wealth building
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Administrative Alignment

Funding, Financing for 

Community Wealth 

Building

Direct Contracting

Unbundling large contracts 
Mentor/Protégé 

Bond assistance
Prompt payment

Streamline certification
MOUs with local agencies
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Update and get input from Board of Directors

Continue to participate in Pledge working group to define 
local and federal scope of work and workplan

Leverage Metropolitan’s current Small Business Program

Host listening sessions with existing business organizations, 
ethnic chambers, and small business partners to get input
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Fair Political Practices Commission

Conflicts of Interests Under the

Political Reform Act of 1974 and 

Government Code Section 1090

Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

Board of Directors Meeting

January 11, 2022
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Fair Political Practices Commission

Purpose

⚫ This training provides a quick overview of conflicts of interests 

under the Political Reform Act of 1974 and Government Code 

Section 1090. 

⚫ The goal of this training is to help you spot issues so you can 

assist in ensuring compliance with these laws. 

⚫ If a prospective issue or question regarding the application of 

these laws arises, please contact the FPPC for informal 

assistance or formal written advice.
BOD Item 10-1, Slide 2 January 11, 2022
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Fair Political Practices Commission

Background on the FPPC

⚫ In 1974, California voters approved Proposition 9, enacting the 

Political Reform Act and establishing the FPPC. The Act 

governs:

⚫ Campaign financing.

⚫ Lobbying.

⚫ Government ethics.

⚫ Conflicts of interests.

⚫ The FPPC was granted limited jurisdiction over Section 1090 in 

2014.
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FPPC Resources

⚫ Advice, information, and training on conflicts of 

interests under the Act and Section 1090. 

⚫ Commission opinions, formal advice letters, and 

informal assistance by email or telephone.

⚫ Additional resources on the FPPC’s website: 

http://www.fppc.ca.gov/learn.html
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Fair Political Practices Commission

Conflicts of Interests Under the Political Reform Act

⚫ Basic Rule: The Act prohibits a public official from making, participating in making, 

or attempting to influence a governmental decision if it is reasonably foreseeable 

that the decision will have a material financial effect on one or more of the official’s 

financial interests, distinguishable form the decision’s effect on the public generally. 

⚫ “Public Official” defined as “every member, officer, employee or consultant of a 

state or local government agency.” (Section 82048(a).)

⚫ Basic Rule Applies to Official’s “Immediate Family”: Under the Act’s conflict of 

interest provisions, an official always has an interest in the official’s personal 

finances and those of immediate family members. (Section 87103.) “Immediate 

Family” is defined as the spouse and dependent children. (Section 82029.)
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Conflicts of Interests Under the Act (Cont.)

⚫ The financial effect to be analyzed is the decision’s effect on the official’s financial 

interest at issue. It is important to keep in mind that a decision may have a disqualifying effect 

on an official’s financial interest without having any financial effect on the official. For example,

a decision may have a disqualifying financial effect on an official’s financial interest in a source 

of income or gifts despite the decision not having any effect on the official.

⚫ Whether the Decision actually ends up benefiting the official’s financial interest is 

irrelevant. An official must recuse from the decision if it is reasonably foreseeable that the 

decision could have a material financial effect on the financial interest. The Act’s conflict of 

interest provisions protect against the potential of a disqualifying conflict.

⚫ When in Doubt, Sit it Out. Whether a decision may have a disqualifying financial effect is not 

always intuitive. Whether a decision’s financial effect is “reasonably foreseeable” and “material” 

is determined pursuant to Commission Regulations. If at all in doubt about disqualification, you 

should confer with the MWDSC Ethics Office or the FPPC as soon as possible, or you should 

recuse pursuant to Regulation 18707 out of an abundance of caution.   
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Financial Interests

An official’s financial interests that may give rise to a disqualifying conflict of interests under 

the Act are identified in Section 87103: 

•Business: An interest in a business valued at $2,000 or in which the official holds a 

management position or is an employee. 

•Real Property: An interest in real property valued at $2,000 or more. 

•Source of Income: An interest in a source of income totaling $500 or more in the 12 

months prior to the decision.

•Source of Gifts: An interest in a source of a gift or gifts totaling $520 or more in the 12 

months prior to the decision. 

•Personal Finances: An interest in the official’s personal finances and those of immediate 

family members. 

BOD Item 10-1, Slide 7 January 11, 2022

548



Fair Political Practices Commission

Example: Identifying Financial Interests

A District Board Member will soon consider whether to approve a project to 

construct a water treatment plant within the District’s jurisdiction. The Board 

Member’s owned residence is located 487 feet from the proposed project site. 

The Board Member manages and owns an architecture and engineering firm 

that provided substantial services to the project applicant on an unrelated 

project within the last year. The Board Member also owns $20,000 in stock in 

the international corporation that will serve as the general contractor for the 

project if approved. 

What are the Board Member’s financial interests with respect to decisions 

relating to the proposed water treatment project?
BOD Item 10-1, Slide 8 January 11, 2022
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Identifying Financial Interests (Cont.)

With respect to decisions relating to the project, the Board Member would have the following interests:

⚫ A Business Interest in the Board Member’s firm under both because of the Board Member’s 

ownership interest in that firm. (See Section 87103(a) and (d).)

⚫ A Business Interest in the proposed general contractor for the project due to the Board Member’s 

ownership of $20,000 of stock in that business. (See Section 87103(d).)

⚫ A Real Property Interest in the Board Member’s owned residence, assuming the Board Member’s 

interest in the residence is worth $2,000 or more. (See Section 87103(b).)

⚫ Source of Income Interests in the Board Member’s firm, clients of that firm, or proposed general 

contractor if the Councilmember has received more than $500 in income from that source within 

the 12 months prior to the decision at issue. (See Section 87103(c).) 

⚫ An Interest in the Board Member’s Personal Finances including those of immediate family 

members. (See Section 87103.)
BOD Item 10-1, Slide 9 January 11, 2022
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Reasonably Foreseeable?

The rules for whether a decision’s financial effect on an official’s financial 

interest is “reasonably foreseeable” are set forth in Regulation 18701. Under 

that regulation, the effect is “reasonably foreseeable” if:

⚫ The official’s financial interest is “explicitly involved” in the decision; or

⚫ The decision’s effect on the official’s financial interest can be recognized as 

a realistic possibility and more than hypothetical or theoretical. The effect 

does not have to be likely to be considered reasonably foreseeable. 

⚫ Consult Regulation 18701(b) for factors to consider in assessing whether a 

decision’s financial effect is reasonably foreseeable.
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Example: Foreseeability Analysis

⚫ Returning to our previously discussed hypothetical regarding decisions relating to the water 

treatment project application and the District Board Member’s various financial interests related 

to those decisions.

⚫ Now that we have identified the Board Member’s interests at issue, we next analyze whether 

those decisions would have a disqualifying effect on each of those interests. We begin that 

analysis by determining if the decisions’ effect on each interest is reasonably foreseeable 

under Regulation 18701.

⚫ The Board Member’s interest in the general contractor is “explicitly involved” in decisions 

relating to the project because it is a “named party” with respect to those decisions. 

⚫ The Board Member’s other interests are not explicitly involved. However, there is a realistic 

possibility—more than hypothetical or theoretical—that those decisions could have a 

disqualifying effect on each of those other interests and, therefore, those potential effects are 

reasonably foreseeable.
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Material Financial Effect?

⚫ Materiality standards for each type of financial interest are 

provided in Regulations 18702.1 to 18702.5. 

⚫ To determine if a decision’s reasonably foreseeable financial 

effect is material, and therefore requires the official’s 

disqualification, apply the appropriate materiality standards.

⚫ If the decision’s reasonably foreseeable financial effect on the 

financial interest is material under an applicable standard, the 

official is disqualified, unless an exception applies.
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Example Materiality Analysis

Having determined it is reasonably foreseeable that decisions related to the proposed water 

treatment project may have a disqualifying financial effect on the Board Member’s various interests 

at issue, we next apply the appropriate materiality standards to each of those interests:

⚫ Apply materiality standards of Regulation 18702.1 to the effect on the Board Member’s 

business interests in the general contractor and his architecture and engineering firm.

⚫ Apply the materiality standard of Regulation 18702.2(a)(7), the “500 Foot Rule,” to the effect 

on the Board Member’s residence located within 500 feet of the project. 

⚫ Apply materiality standard of 18702.3 to the effect on the Board Member’s respective source of 

income interests in his firm and certain clients of that firm.

⚫ Apply materiality standard of 18702.5 to the effect on the Councilmember’s personal finances 

or those of immediate family. However, this standard does not apply when the decision also 

affects a business or real property interest of the official. 
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Other Considerations

⚫ Does the “Public Generally Exception” (see Regulation 18703) or 

another exception apply?

⚫ If the decision at issue is complex, could it be “segmented” into 

component decisions (see Regulation 18706) to allow the official to 

participate in some components?

⚫ If a quorum cannot be formed due to disqualification, are any 

disqualified officials “legally required to participate” under Regulation 

18705?
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Disqualification Requirements

If an official is disqualified from taking part in a decision, the official must 

recuse from the decision as directed in Regulation 18707. The key elements to 

a proper recusal by an official who is a member of an agency’s governing 

body:

⚫ Public identification of the official’s financial interest at issue immediately 

prior to consideration of the decision.

⚫ The official must recuse and leave the room after the public identification 

and must refrain from any participation in the decision. 

⚫ Important to strictly comply with these requirements in order to ensure 

proper recusal from a decision. 
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When in Doubt, Reach Out

⚫ Resources on FPPC’s website. http://www.fppc.ca.gov/learn.html.

⚫ Email informal assistance. advice@fppc.ca.gov.

⚫ Telephone informal assistance is available for simple issues. 866-

ASK-FPPC (1-866-275-3772).

⚫ For more information, visit: http://www.fppc.ca.gov/advice/get-

advice.html.
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Fair Political Practices Commission

Types of Advice: Informal Assistance

⚫ Email advice - quick, in writing, not available for some complicated 

questions: advice@fppc.ca.gov.

⚫ Telephone advice is available for simple issues. 866-ASK-FPPC (1-866-

275-3772).

⚫ See http://www.fppc.ca.gov/advice/get-advice.html for more information.

⚫ Informal assistance not available for Section 1090. (See Section 1097.1(c).)
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Fair Political Practices Commission

Types of Advice: Formal Written Advice

⚫ Formal written advice is provided to officials with duties under the Act and Section 

1090 upon request (Sections 83114(b) and 1097.1(c)(2)), and can provide immunity 

from an administrative enforcement action.

⚫ Regulation 18329(a) and Section 1097.1(c)(2) govern the Commission’s provision of 

formal written advice.

⚫ 21 working day response time for PRA, not applicable to Section 1090.

⚫ Issued by Legal Division without formal Commission action.

⚫ Only type of advice offered with respect to Section 1090. FPPC is required to 

forward requests for advice involving Section 1090 to the Attorney General’s office 

and the local district attorney. (Section 1097.1(c)(3).) 
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Formal Written Advice Request Requirements

⚫ Must be from the official or the official’s authorized representative and must concern 

the official’s duties.

⚫ Must provide all relevant facts and ensure their accuracy.

⚫ Must not concern past conduct or be the subject of an enforcement action. Must 

concern prospective action.

⚫ Must present a specific question, may not be overly broad or hypothetical.

See FPPC website for additional guidance on submitting a formal written advice 

request. There are special instructions for a request involving Section 1090 and a 

private contractor or consultant.
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Limitations on FPPC’s Authority 

to Provide Advice Regarding Section 1090

⚫ No Informal Assistance: The FPPC only provides formal written 

advice regarding Section 1090. Requests regarding Section 1090 

must be sent by the FPPC to the local DA and the AG prior to 

providing advice, and the FPPC must share any comments in 

response with the requestor.  

⚫ No Past Conduct: Requested advice must be prospective and 

cannot relate to past conduct.
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Section 1090

Section 1090 provides in pertinent part:

“Members of the Legislature, state, county, district, judicial 

district, and city officers or employees shall not be financially 

interested in any contract made by them in their official 

capacity, or by any body or board of which they are members.”
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Section 1090 Basics

⚫ Basic Rule: If an officer or employee has a financial interest in a public 

contract, Section 1090 generally prohibits that individual from making or 

participating in the making of the contract. When the officer is a member of 

the agency’s governing body, Section 1090 applies even more broadly 

prohibiting the agency from entering the contract even if the officer does not 

take part in the decisions.

⚫ Public Policy: Contracts in violation of Section 1090 are contrary to the 

public policy of California.

⚫ Long Established: Section 1090 codified the common law prohibition 

against “self-dealing” in public contracting, and the statute and can be 

traced back to an act passed in 1851.
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Section 1090 Basics (Cont.)

⚫ Contract in Violation is Void: A public contract made in violation of 

Section 1090 is void, regardless of whether the contract is fair and 

equitable.

⚫ Subject to Disgorgement: Profits from a contract made in violation of 

Section 1090 are subject to forfeiture.  

⚫ Prohibition Applies to Entire Governing Body: When a member of a 

governing body is financially interested in a public contract, the entire 

governing body is prohibited from entering into the contract. The interested 

member’s disclosure of the prohibited interest and recusal from decisions 

related to the contract are insufficient to cure a violation of Section 1090.
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Section 1090 Basics (Cont.)

⚫ Other considerations in favor of a contract that violates Section 1090 

do not validate the violation. In the seminal case Thomson v. Call, the 

California Supreme Court clearly stated that if there is a prohibited financial 

interest in the public contract at issue under Section 1090, it does not 

matter that the contract:

⚫ Is “fair, just and equitable” to the agency; or  

⚫ Would be more advantageous to the agency than its alternatives.

⚫ Spouse’s Financial Interests: An officer subject to Section 1090 has an 

interest in the community and separate property income of the officer’s 

spouse.
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Section 1090 Analysis

⚫ A six-step analysis is used to determine whether the prohibition of Section 

1090 applies:

(1) Is the official subject to Section 1090?

(2) Does the decision involve a public contract?

(3) Is the official making or participating in the making of the contract?

(4) Does the official have a financial interest in the contract?

(5) Does a statutory exception apply?

(6) Does the Rule of Necessity apply?

⚫ If any issue arises in conducting this analysis, you should seek advice from 

the MWDSC Ethics Office or the FPPC.
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Example Section 1090 Analysis

A District’s Board will soon consider whether to approve a contract with ACME 

HVAC to update the air circulation and ventilation systems in District buildings. 

Staff has selected ACME HVAC from among several bidders for the contract 

because its proposal is clearly the best value for the District. However, a 

District Board Member has an ownership interest in ACME HVAC. 

⚫ The District Board Member is subject to Section 1090. 

⚫ A public contract, the proposed contract between the District and ACME 

HVAC, is involved in the decisions at issue.

⚫ The Board Member is financially interested in the proposed contract 

because the Board Member has an ownership interest in ACME HVAC.
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Example Section 1090 Analysis (Cont.)

⚫ Section 1090 Applies: Because the Board Member is financially interested in the proposed 

contract between the District and ACME HVAC, Section 1090 prohibits the Board Member 

from making or participating in making in the proposed contract. 

⚫ District Prohibited from Entering Contract: Section 1090 would also prohibit the Board from 

entering into the proposed contract with ACME HVAC. When one Board Member is financially 

interested in a contract, the prohibition is imputed to the entire Board, unless an exception 

applies.

⚫ No Indication an Exception Applies: A governing body may enter into a contract despite one 

or more of its members being interested in that contract if either a statutory exception or the 

“rule of necessity” applies. We will review these exceptions in further detail later in the 

presentation. There is no indication that any of these exceptions apply with respect to the 

proposed contract with ACME HVAC. 

Therefore, Section 1090 prohibits the District from entering into the proposed contract.
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Broadly Applied to Guard Against Self-Dealing

⚫ Broadly Interpreted: Section 1090 is broadly 

interpreted “to ensure that the public has the official’s 

absolute loyalty and undivided allegiance.”

⚫ Appearance of Impropriety Sufficient: Section 

1090 is intended “not only to strike at actual 

impropriety, but also to strike at the appearance of 

impropriety.”
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“Officer or Employee”

⚫ Subject to Section 1090: Section 1090 applies to virtually all state and 

local officers, employees, and members of governing bodies, whether 

elected or appointed.

⚫ Broad Interpretation: For purposes of Section 1090, the term “officers and 

employees” has been interpreted broadly to include some contractors.   

⚫ Examples Include: County Supervisor, City Councilmember, County 

Administrator, City Manager, County Counsel, City Attorney, and some 

advisory board members, consultants, and independent contractors.
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“Financial Interest”

⚫ For purposes of Section 1090, the phrase “financially interested” 

broadly encompasses anything that would tie a public official’s 

fortunes to the existence of a public contract.

⚫ An official is deemed to have a financial interest in a contract if the 

official may profit from it in any way.  

⚫ A financial interest may be direct or indirect, or may involve financial 

losses, the possibility of losses, or the prospect of financial gains. 
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Statutory Exceptions

⚫ Noninterests: Section 1091.5 sets forth “noninterest” exceptions to Section 

1090’s prohibition, or financial interests so minimal that the official is 

deemed not to have a financial interest in the contract. If an official merely 

has a noninterest in a contract, Section 1090 does not prohibit that official 

from participating in the making of that contract.

⚫ Remote Interests: Section 1091 provides “remote interest” exceptions to 

Section 1090’s prohibition. If a remote interest applies, the contract may be 

made if (1) the officer discloses the remote interest, (2) the interest is noted 

in the official record, and (3) the officer completely abstains from 

participating in the making of the contract.
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Limited Rule of Necessity

⚫ A limited “rule of necessity” applies where public policy concerns require the 

public contract at issue, ensuring that essential government functions are 

performed despite a conflict of interest. 

⚫ If the Rule applies, the agency may enter into a public contract that Section 

1090 otherwise would prohibit.

⚫ The Rule only applies in two narrow situations: 

⚫ Procurement of essential supplies or services when no other option is 

available. 

⚫ To carry out essential duties of the office when the official or governing 

body is the only one authorized to act. 
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Penalties for a Violation of Section 1090

⚫ Civil Penalties: An official found to have violated Section 1090 

is subject to multiple types of civil penalties. 

⚫ Administrative Penalties: The FPPC also may impose 

administrative penalties for a violation of Section 1090.

⚫ Criminal Penalties if Conduct Willful: If the conduct at issue 

was willful, the official is also subject to criminal penalties, 

including imprisonment and permanent disqualification from 

holding public office.
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Section 1090 Resources

⚫ Educational resources regarding Section 1090 are available on the FPPC’s website: 

https://fppc.ca.gov/learn/section-1090.html

⚫ The FPPC’s website also provides guidance on submitting a request for formal written advice 

regarding Section 1090:

https://www.fppc.ca.gov/advice/formal-advice.html

⚫ If an issue arises under Section 1090, we encourage you to seek formal written advice. More 

information may be found here: 

http://www.fppc.ca.gov/advice/get-advice.html.

⚫ The Attorney General’s Guide to Conflicts of Interest Guide (2010) provides further insights: 

https://oag.ca.gov/sites/all/files/agweb/pdfs/publications/coi.pdf
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Thank you for your time and consideration! 

For more information on Section 1090 please see:

The FPPC’s “Quick Guide to Section 1090”

https://fppc.ca.gov/content/dam/fppc/NS-Documents/LegalDiv/section-

1090/Section%201090%20-%20Quick%20Guide%20-%20Oct%202020.pdf

The FPPC’s “Overview of Section 1090 and FPPC Advice”

https://fppc.ca.gov/content/dam/fppc/NS-Documents/LegalDiv/section-

1090/Section%201090%20-%20Overview%20-%20Oct%202020.pdf
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