l\ Inland Empire Utilities Agency

A MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT

AGENDA

COMMISSION MEETING OF THE
CHINO BASIN REGIONAL FINANCING AUTHORITY
AND
MEETING OF THE
BOARD OF DIRECTORS

WEDNESDAY, JULY 20, 2016
10:00 A.M.

INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY*
AGENCY HEADQUARTERS
6075 KIMBALL AVENUE, BUILDING A
CHINO, CALIFORNIA 91708

CALL TO ORDER OF THE CHINO BASIN REGIONAL FINANCING AUTHORITY

FLAG SALUTE

PUBLIC COMMENT

Members of the public may address the Commission on any item that is within the jurisdiction of the Board,;
however, no action may be taken on any item not appearing on the agenda unless the action is otherwise
authorized by subdivision (b) of Section 54954.2 of the Government Code.

ADDITIONS TO THE AGENDA

In accordance with section 54954.2 of the Government Code (Brown Act), additions to the agenda require two-
thirds vote of the legislative body, or, if less than two-thirds of the members are present, a unanimous vote of
those members present, that there is a need to take immediate action and that the need for action can be the
attention of the local agency subsequent to the agenda being posted.

1. ACTION ITEMS

A.
The Commission will be asked to approve the minutes of the May 18,
2016, Chino Basin Regional Financing Authority Commission meeting.



B. Fl ECTION QOF QFFICERS

T is fecommended that the Commissioners elect a President, Vice
President, and Secretary for the Chino Basin Regional Financing Authority.

AUTHORITY TREASURER

It is recommended that the Commissioners approve the appointment of
Chief Financial Officer Christina Valencia to serve as Treasurer for 2016,
and appoint Manager of Finance and Accounting Javier Chagoyen-
Lazaro, as the alternate Treasurer.

2. ADJOURN

CALL TO ORDER OF THE INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY BOARD OF
DIRECTORS MEETING

FLAG SALUTE

PUBLIC COMMENT

Members of the public may address the Board on any item that is within the jurisdiction of the Board;
however, no action may be taken on any item not appearing on the agenda unless the action is
otherwise authorized by Subdivision (b) of Section 54954.2 of the Government Code. Those persons
wishing to address the Board on any matter, whether or not it appears on the agenda, are requested to
complete and submit to the Board Secretary a “Request to Speak” form which are available on the table
in the Board Room. Comments will be limited to five minutes per speaker. Thank you.

ADDITIONS TO THE AGENDA

In accordance with Section 54954.2 of the Government Code (Brown Act), additions to the agenda
require two-thirds vote of the legislative body, or, if less than two-thirds of the members are present, a
unanimous vote of those members present, that there is a need to take immediate action and that the
need for action came to the attention of the local agency subsequent to the agenda being posted.

1. NEW HIRE INTRODUCTIONS
e Mr. Richard Selio, Mechanic I, hired 4/25/16 (Randy Lee)

2. CONSENT CALENDAR

NOTICE: All matters listed under the Consent Calendar are considered to be routine and non-
controversial and will be acted upon by the Board by one motion in the form listed below. There will be
no separate discussion on these items prior to the time the Board votes unless any Board members,
staff or the public requests specific items be discussed and/or removed from the Consent Calendar for
separate action.

A.
The Board will be asked to approve the minutes from the June 15, 2016,
Board meeting.



C.

[TiS recommended that the Board approve the total disbursements for the
month of May 2016, in the amount of $11,749,719.63.

AGENCY-WIDE INSURANCE POLICIES FOR FY 2016/17

Tt 1s recommended that the Board ratify the purchase of the following
Agency-wide insurance policies with an effective date of July 1, 2016,
providing coverage through July 1, 2017, for the amounts included in the
FY 2016/17 Budget:

General Liability: Provides third party liability coverage for bodily
injury and property damage through the Insurance Company of the
State of Pennsylvania (AIG/ICSP) and Allied World Assurance
Company (AWAC) for up to $20,000,000 per policy year, with a
Self-Insured Retention (SIR) of $1,000,000; and

Automobile Liability: Covers losses to other parties for bodily injury
and property damage caused by Agency vehicles. Limits of
coverage are $20,000,000 per accident, with a SIR of $1,000,000;
and

Public Entity Errors and Omissions: Provides $20,000,000 per
policy year of protection against claims for damages arising from
the negligent acts, errors, and omissions of the Board of Directors
and/or Agency staff acting within their professional capacity, with a
SIR of $1,000,000; and

Property, and Boiler and Machinery: Provides insurance protection
resulting from damage and destruction of property through the
California Sanitation Risk Management Authority (CSRMA)
Property Program; with a deductible level of $25,000; and

Excess Workers” Compensation and Employer’s Liability: Provides
coverage against bodily injury and illness to employees in the
scope of their employment insurance from Midlands Insurance, with
a Self-Insured Retention (SIR) of $1,000,000.

RESOLUTIONS _TO AMEND __THE MOUS AND SAIl ARY
MATRIX/SCHEDULE FOR UNIT MODIFICATION

It is recommended that the Board adopt Resolution Nos. 2016-7-1 and
2016-7-2 to amend the Supervisors’ Unit, General Unit, and the
Professional Unit Memoranda of Understanding (MOUs) and salary
matrix/schedule to reflect a unit modification.

It IS recommended that the Board:

1. Approve a three-year contract with two additional one-year
extensions with Innovative Federal Strategies, LLC to provide



federal legislative consulting services for a monthly retainer fee of
$8,000, plus approve expenses;

Approve a three-year contract with two additional one-year
extensions to Agricultural Resources to provide federal legislative
consulting services for a monthly retainer fee of $6,000 through
December 31, 2016, and $3,500 thereafter, plus approved
expenses; and

Authorize the General Manager to finalize and execute said
contracts and potential one-year extensions.

AWARD OF CONTRACT FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE SERVICES

It is recommended that the Board:

1.

Approve a three-year contract with two additional one-year
extensions with West Coast Advisors to provide state legislative
consulting services, for a monthly retainer fee of $9,800, plus
approved expenses; and

Authorize the General Manager to finalize and execute said
contract and potential one-year extensions.

ADOPTION OF CEQA FOR THE IEUA-POMONA-MVWD INTERTIE

PROJECT
It is recommended that the Board:

1.

Adopt the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration and Mitigation Monitoring,
and Reporting Program for the IEUA-Pomona-MVWD Intertie; and

Authorize the General Manager to file the Notice of Determination
(NOD) with the San Bernardino County and Los Angeles County
Clerk of the Board.

CONTRACT AWARD FOR DISTRIBUTED CONTROL SYSTEM (DCS)

SUPPORT SERVICES

It is recommended that the Board:

1.

Approve Contract No. 4600002120 to award Schneider Electric a
four-year support contract for Foxboro software and hardware;
and

Authorize the General Manager to execute the contract.



CONTRACT AWARD FOR ON-SITE STAFF TRAINING SERVICES
It is recommended that the Board:

1. Approve Contract No. 4600002162 to GP Strategies Corporation
to provide on-site staff training services for the not-to-exceed
amount of $138,418; and

2. Authorize the General Manager to execute the contract.
CONTRACT AWARD FOR VICTORIA BASIN INFILTRATION

RESTORATION
It is recommended that the Board:

1. Approve Contract No. 4600002119 with Jeremy Harris
Construction for the Victoria Basin Infiltration Restoration
operation and maintenance activities for a not-to-exceed amount
of $103,612; and

2. Authorize the General Manager to execute the contract.

3. ACTION ITEMS

A.

FILLING VACANT SEAT ON THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
It is recommended that the Board consider and act upon one of the
following options:

1. Appoint an individual to fill the vacancy on the Board of Directors,
based upon the applications filed with the District;

2. Establish a process to conduct further interviews of current
applicants; or

3. Schedule a special meeting of the Board of Directors to conduct
further discussion of the current slate of applicants.

4, INFORMATION ITEMS

A.

B.

ENGINEERING AND CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT PROJECT
UPDATES (POWERPOINT)

MWD UPDATE AND DROUGHT UPDATE (ORAL)

RECEIVE AND FILE INFORMATION ITEMS

C.

TREASURER’S REPORT OF FINANCIAL AFFAIRS (WRITTEN/
POWERPOINT)

PUBLIC OUTREACH AND COMMUNICATION (WRITTEN)

LEGISLATIVE REPORT FROM INNOVATIVE FEDERAL STRATEGIES
(WRITTEN)




LEGISLATIVE REPORT FROM WEST COAST ADVISORS (WRITTEN)

LEGISLATIVE REPORT FROM AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES
(WRITTEN)

CALIFORNIA STRATEGIES, LLC MONTHLY ACTIVITY REPORT
(WRITTEN)

FEDERAL LEGISLATIVE TRACKING MATRIX (WRITTEN)

STATE LEGISLATIVE TRACKING MATRIX (WRITTEN)

4™ QUARTER PLANNING & ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE
UPDATE (POWERPOINT)

Materials related to an item on this agenda submitted to the Agency, after distribution of the agenda
packet, are available for public inspection at the Agency’s office located at 6075 Kimball Avenue, Chino,
California during normal business hours.

5. AGENCY REPRESENTATIVES’ REPORTS

A.

B.

C.

D.

SAWPA REPORT

MWD REPORT (WRITTEN)

REGIONAL SEWERAGE PROGRAM POLICY COMMITTEE REPORT
(July meeting cancelled. Next meeting scheduled for August 4, 2016.)

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER REPORT

6. GENERAL MANAGER’S REPORT (WRITTEN)

7. BOARD OF DIRECTORS’ REQUESTED FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

8. DIRECTORS’ COMMENTS

A.

CONFERENCE REPORTS

This is the time and place for the Members of the Board to report on prescheduled Committee/District
Representative Assignment meetings, which were held since the last regular Board meeting, and/or any
other items of interest.

9. CLOSED SESSION

A.

PURSUANT TO GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 54956.9(a) -

CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL — EXISTING LITIGATION

1. Chino Basin Municipal Water District vs. City of Chino, Case No.
RCV51010




2. Martin vs. IEUA, Case No. CIVRS 1000767
3. Mwembu vs. [EUA, Case No. CIVDS 1415762

B. PURSUANT TO GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 54956.8 -
CONFERENCE WITH REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATOR
1. Supplemental Water Transfer/Purchase
Negotiating Party: General Manager P. Joseph Grindstaff
Under Negotiation: Price and Terms of Purchase

C. PURSUANT TO GOVERNMENT CODE_SECTION 54956.9
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - ANTICIPATED LITIGATION
1. Three (3) Cases

10. ADJOURN

*A Municipal Water District

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participaté in
this meeting, please contact the Board Secretary (909) 993-1736, 48 hours prior to the scheduled meeting

so that the Agency can make reasonable arrangements.
Proofed by: _#
Declaration of Posting

___ ]
|, April Woodruff, Board Secretary of the Inland Empire Utilities Agency*, A Municipal Water District, hereby certify

that a copy of this agenda has been posted by 5:30 p.m. at the Agency’s main office, 6075 Kimball Avenue, Building
A, Chino, CA on Thursday, July 14, 2016.

mif Woodruff

M)
N
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MINUTES

OF THE
COMMISSION MEETING OF
THE CHINQ BASIN REGIONAL FINANCING AUTHORITY
MAY 18,2016
COMMISSIONERS PRESENT:
Terry Catlin, President
Michael Camacho
Steven J. Elie, Secretary
Jasmin A. Hall
COMMISSIONERS ABSENT:

Gene Koopman, Vice President

STAFF PRESENT:
P. Joseph Grindstaff, General Manager
Chris Berch, Executive Manager of Engineering/Assistant General Manager
Randy Lee, Executive Manager of Operations/Assistant General Manager
Christina Valencia, Chief Financial Officer/Assistant General Manager
Ernest Yeboah, Executive Manager of Operations/Assistant General Manager
Adham Almasri, Senior Engineer
Tom Ash, Senior Environmental Resources Planner
Josh Biesiada, Construction Project Manager
Mia Beltran, Contract Administration II
Jerry Burke, Deputy Manager of Enginecring
Pietro Cambiaso, Environmental Compliance and Energy Supervisor
Andy Campbell, Deputy Manager of Planning and Environmental Resources
Steven Cano, Intern
Tina Cheng, Budget Officer
Warren Green, Manager of Contracts and Facility Services
Nel Groenveld, Manager of Laboratories
Jason Gu, Grants Officer
Paula Hooven, Financial Analyst I
Elizabeth Hurst, Environmental Resources Planner 11
Sylvie Lee, Manager of Planning and Environmental Resources
Edward Makowski, Collection System Operator
Lisa Morgan-Perales, Senior Water Resources Analyst
Liza Munoz, Senior Engineer
Cameron Nardini, Intern
Jason Pivovaroff, Senior Engineer
Courtney Price, Records Management Coordinator
Michelle Reed, Intern
John Scherck, Acting Deputy Manager of Engineering
Lisa Snider, Administrative Assistant
Christopher Stull, Compost Worker
Al VanBreukelen, Deputy Manager of Maintenance
Jamal Zughbi, Senior Engineer
April Woodruff, Board Secretary/Office Manager

OTHERS PRESENT:
Jean Cihigoyenetche, Cihigoyenetche, Grossberg, & Clouse
Vivian Castro, Chino Basin Water Conservation District
Robert Demmond, Austin Co.
Brandon Felipe, GK & Associates
Steve Nix, City of Chino Hills




A commission meeting of the Chino Basin Regional Financing Authority was held at the office of the Inland

Empire Utilities Agency, *A Municipal Water District, 6075 Kimball Avenue Chino, California on the above
date.

President Catlin called the meeting to order at 10:00 a.m., and ke led the pledge of allegiance. A quorum was
present.

President Catlin stated that members of the public may address the Commission. There was no persons
desiring to do so.

President Catlin asked if there were any additions/deletions to the agenda. There were no additions/deletions
to the agenda.

1. ACTION ITEM
A. MINUTES

Upon motion by Commissioner Elie, seconded by Commissioner Camacho, and unanimously carried: ,

M2016-5-1
MOVED, to approve the:

1. February 3, 2016 minutes of the Special Commission meeting of the Chino
Basin Regional Financing Authority; and

2. February 17, 2016, minutes of the Commission meeting of the Chino
Basin Regional Financing Authority.

B. RESOLUTION APPROVING JEUA-JCSD CEQA
Grants Officer Jason Gu reported that IEUA filed a Joint IEUA-JCSD grant and SRF loan

application on behalf of the Chino Basin Regional Financing Authority (CBRFA) that was
submitted to the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) in December 2015. Mr. Gu
stated that this project will deliver 3,000 AFY of recycled water for groundwater recharge and
direct reuse of recycled water throughout the region. The cost of the project is approximately
$52 million. He stated that staff is requesting the Board to adopt Resolution No. 2016-6,
approving the CEQA Addendum No. 2 and Notice of Determination for the JCSD Recycled
Water Expansion project, as a CEQA-Responsible Agency. He reported that in November
2015, CBRFA approved, by resolution, the submission of a financial assistance agreement
with the SWRCB for the design and construction of the Joint IEUA-JCSD Regional Water
Recycling Program. In February 2016, the CBRFA approved, by resolution, Addendum No. 1
to the CEQA document and the filing the Notice of Determination. Mr. Gu stated that during
the design, additional pipelines were added to the project, whereby the State required
Addendum No. 2 to be filed. He reported that on May 2, 2016, JCSD approved, by resolution,
the Addendum No 2, as the CEQA lead agency. He noted that since CBRFA is the applicant
for this grant application, a resolution approving Addendum No. 2, as a CEQA-Responsible
Agency, is also required from the CBRFA.

Director Elie noted that this is one of the many great things that the IEUA and its staff is
involved in,



Upon motion by Commissioner Camacho, seconded by Commissioner Elie, and unanimously carried:

M2016-5-2
MOVED, to:

1. Adopt Resolution No. 2016-6, approving and adopting Addendum No. 2 to the
Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Jurupa Community Services District
(JCSD) Recycled Water Expansion and approving the revised project, as a
CEQA-Responsible Agency; and

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-6

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE
CHINO BASIN REGIONAL FINANCING AUTHORITY, SAN
BERNARDINO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, APPROVING = AND
ABOPTING ADDENDUM NO. 2 TO THE MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION AND ° MITIGATION MONITORING AND
REPORTING PROGRAM FOR THE RECYCLED WATER SERVICE
EXPANSION (JURUPA COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT
PROJECT NO. C133656) AND APPROVING THE REVISED PROJECT
(for full text, see Resolution Book)

2. Authorize TEUA’s General Manager, or his designee, to file the Notice of
Determination (NOD) with the San Bernardino County Clerk of the Board.

C. RESOLUTION FOR RMPU APPLICATIONS

Grants Officer Jason Gu stated that this presentation is for two grant applications and one SRF
loan application that will be submitted to the State Water Resources Control Board for the
Chino Basin Watermaster (CBWM) Recharge Project. He stated that IJEUA and CBWM has
been assessing projects during the 2013 Recharge Master Plan update process. Mr. Gu
reported nine projects were deemed most beneficial to the region, with a total cost of $40
million. He explained that the Stormwater Grant Program offers $80 million statewide for
projects that would provide multiple benefits to the region by addressing water supply, water
quality, flood management, environmental issues through storm water runoff capture and
groundwater recharge. He reported that IEUA and CBWM submitted the Wineville, Jurupa
and RP-3 Basin Improvements Project, which provide both recycled water and stormwater
benefits. He noted that the total project cost is approximately $21.3, and the application is
seeking $10 million under the Stormwater Grant Program. Mr. Gu explained that the second
grant program, Groundwater Quality Grant Program, offers $900 million statewide for
projects that cleanup groundwater contaminations, prevent contaminations from spreading,
accelerate the speed of groundwater contamination cleanup process, protect drinking water
source or provide clean water to disadvantage communities. IHe stated that the IEUA and
CBWM intend to propose all nine projects, including the Ontario Airport TCE Plume clean
up, in the second application. He noted that the total project cost is $66 million, and the
application is seeking $33 million. Mr. Gu presented the third application. He state that it is a
SRF loan application IEUA is asking for $5.3 million to support the planning and design
efforts for the RMPU projects. He noted that this loan will be 1.7%. Mr. Gu stated that in
order to submit the three applications through the CBRFA, a Master Recharge Facilities
Financing Agreement between CBRFA, IEUA, and CBWM will be executed. He also stated
that IEUA and CBWM developed a Financing Plan, for adoption, of ail of the RMPU projects.



Upon motion by Commissioner Elie, seconded by Commissioner Camacho, and unanimously carried:

M2016-5-3
MOVED, to:

I. Adopted Resolution No. 2016-2, authorizing IEUA’s General Manager to
execute the Groundwater Grant Program application with the SWRCB for the
Chino Basin Improvements and Groundwater Cleanup Project through the
Chino Beason Regional Financing Authority (CBRFA);

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-2

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE
CHINOC BASIN REGIONAL FINANCING AUTHORITY, SAN
BERNARDINO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING  ITS
INTENTION TO APPLY FOR A PROPOSITION 1 GROUNDWATER
GRANT FOR THE CHINO BASIN IMPROVEMENTS AND
GROUNDWATER CLEAN-UP PROJECT

(for full text, see Resolution Book)

2. Adopted Resolution No. 2016-3, authorizing IEUA’s General Manager to
execute the Stormwater Grant Program application with the SWRCB for the
RMPU Project referred to as the Wineville, Jurupa, and RP-3 Basin
Improvements and Groundwater Cleanup Project through the CBRFA;

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-3

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE
CHINO BASIN REGIONAL FINANCING AUTHORITY, SAN
BERNARDINO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING ITS
INTENTION TO APPLY FOR A PROPOSITION 1 STORMWATER
GRANT FOR THE WINEVILLE BASIN, JURUA BASIN, RP-3 BASIN
IMPROVEMENTS AND PUMPING AND CONVEYANCE SYSTEM
PROJECT (for full text, see Resolution Book)

3. Adopted Resolution No. 2016-4, authorizing IEUA’s General Manager to
execute the Clean Water State Revolvirg Fund (CWSRF) loan application with
the SWRCB for the planning and design of the RMPU Project through the
CBRFA;

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-4

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE
CHINO BASIN REGIONAL FINANCING AUTHORITY, SAN
BERNARDINO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING ITS
INTENTION TO APPLY FOR CLEAN WATER STATE REVOLVING
FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS FOR THE PRELIMINARY
DESIGN PLANNING FOR THE RECHARGE MASTER PLAN
UPDATE (RMPU) (for full text, see Resolution Book)

4. Adopted Resolution No. 2016-5, dedicating certain revenues for the repayment
of the SRF loan for the Planning and Design of the RMPU Project; and

(Continued...)




M2016-5-3, continued.

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-5 .

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE
CHINO BASIN REGIONAL FINANCING AUTHORITY, ' SAN
BERNARDINO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, DEDICATING CERTAIN
REVENUE IN CONNECTION WITH PRELIMINARY DESIGN
PLANNING FOR THE RECHARGE MASTER PLAN UPDATE (RMPU)
AND ASSOCIATED SATE REVOLVING FUND (SRF) FINANCING
FROM THE STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
(SWRCB) (for full text, see Resolution Book)

5. Authorized the General Manager to approve the Master Recharge Facilities

Financing Agreement between CBRFA, IEUA, and CBWM.,

With no further business, President Catlin adjourned the meeting at 10:10 a.m.

Steven J. Elie, CBRFA Secretary

APPROVED:




Chino Basin Regional Financing Authority
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CHINO BASIN REGIONAL FINANCING AUTHORITY

Date: July 20, 2016
To: The Honorable Commissioners
From; P. Joseph Grindstaff

General Manager
Subject: Election of Officers
RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Commissioners elect a President, Vice President, and Secretary for
the Chino Basin Regional Financing Authority.

BACKGROUND

In accordance with the JPA (Section 4.02), at its first meeting in each calendar year, the
Commission shall elect or re-elect a President, Vice President, and Secretary. However, in
January 2015, the election of officers was overlooked and not conducted. Therefore to remain
compliant for year 2016, the Commissioners will conduct an election. The current officers are as
follows: President-Terry Catlin, Vice President-Gene Koopman, and Secretary-Steven J. Elie.
The next election will be conducted in January 2017.

PRIOR BOARD ACTION

On January 21, 2015, the Commissiconers elected Terry Catlin as President, Gene Koopman as
Vice President, and Steven J. Elie as Secretary.

IMPACT ON BUDGET

None.

JG/aw

20164 CBRFA Election of Officers_July 20, 2016
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CHINO BASIN REGIONAL FINANCING AUTHORITY

Date: July 20, 2016
To: The Honorable Commissioners
From: P. Joseph Grindstaff
General Manager
Subject: Appointment of the Chino Basin Regional Financing Authority Treasurer
RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Commissioners approve the appointment of Chief Financial Officer
Christina Valencia to serve as Treasurer for 2016, and appoint Manager of Finance and
Accounting Javier Chagoyen-Lazaro, as the alternate Treasurer,

BACKGROUND

Since November 2, 2010, Ms. Christina Valencia has been the Chief Financial Officer of the
Inland Empire Utilities Agency. In accordance with the JPA (Section 4.8), it is recommended
that the Commissioners delegate the powers and duties of the Treasurer’s office to the Chief
Financial Officer of the Inland Empire Utilities Agency.

It is also recommended that the Commissioners appoint Manager of Finance and Accounting
Javier Chagoyen-Lazaro, as the alternate Treasurer, which is in accordance with
the JPA (Section 4.10), The Commission shall have the power to appoint and employ such other
officers, employees, consultants, and independent contracts as it may deem necessary for the
purposes of this Agreement, any of whom may be employees of a Member, and who shall have
such powers, duties, and responsibilities as are determined by the Commission.

PRIOR BOARD ACTION

On January 21, 2015, the Commissioners appointed Ms. Christina Valencia, Chief Financial
Officer, as Treasurer, and Mr, Javier Chagoyen-Lazaro as her alternate, for the Chino Basin
Regional Financing Authority.

IMPACT ON BUDGET

None.

IG/aw

2016-2 Appointment of the Chino Basin Regional Financing Authority Treasurer_July 20, 2016
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i Inland Empire Utilities Agency
- A MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT

MINUTES OF THE REGULAR
MEETING OF
THE
INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY
BOARD OF DIRECTORS

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 15, 2016
10:00 A.M.

DIRECTORS PRESENT:
Terry Catlin, President
Michael Camacho, Vice President
Steven J. Elie, Secretary/Treasurer
Jasmin A. Hall

STAFF PRESENT:

Chris Berch, Executive Manager of Engineering/Assistant General Manager
Randy Lee, Executive Manager of Operations/Assistant General Manager
Christina Valencia, Chief Financial Officer/Assistant General Manager
Emest Yeboah, Executive Manager of Operations/Assistant General Manager
Adham Almasri, Senior Engineer

Rosemary Alvarado, Supervisor of Contracts & Programs Administration
Kathryn Besser, Manager of External Affairs

Sharmeen Bhojani, Manager of Human Resources

Jerry Burke, Deputy Manager of Engineering

Andy Campbell, Deputy Manager of Planning and Environmental Resources
Javier Chagoyen-Lazaro, Manager of Finance & Accounting

Tina Cheng, Budget Officer

Warren Green, Manager of Contracts and Facility Services

Neison Htoy, Deputy Manager of Maintenance

Elizabeth Hurst, Environmental Resource Planner Il

Joel Ignacio, Senior Engineer

Sylvie Lee, Manager of Planning and Environmental Resources

Matthew Melendrez, Deputy Manager of Operations

Lisa Morgan-Perales, Senior Water Resources Analyst

Jason Pivovaroff, Senior Engineer

Jesse Pompa, Senior Engineer

Craig Proctor, Pretreatment & Source Control Supervisor

John Scherck, Acting Deputy Manager of Engineering

Teresa Velarde, Manager of Internal Audit

April Woodruff, Board Secretary/Office Manager

OTHERS PRESENT.:
Jean Cihigoyenetche, Cihigoyenetche, Grossberg, & Clouse
Sarina Sriboonlue, Arcadis
Braden Yu, Cucamonga Valley Water District

A regular meeting of the Board of Directors of the Inland Empire Utilities Agency* was held at the
office of the Agency, 6075 Kimball Avenue, Bldg. A, Chino, California on the above date.

*A Municipal Waler District



President Catlin called the meeting to order at 10:04 a.m., and he dispensed with the pledge of
allegiance to the flag. A quorum was present.

President Catlin stated that members of the public may address the Board.

Mr. Braden Yu, Planning and Development Manager at the Cucamonga Valley Water District
(CVWD), highlighted some of the improvements that CYWD has been developing for their tenant
improvement process. He stated that since he has been at CVWD, they have updated the filing
system, added spreadsheets for better tracking, tied the filing to GIS to befter locate files, and
worked with IEUA on the BAR Committee to improve the regional BAR reporting. He noted that
the CVWD has continuously made pro-active improvements to their tenant improvement process.
He said that recently CVWD has received audits, and noted that CVWD takes these audits very
seriously. Mr. Yu said in 2009, they received an audit from IEUA. Comments on rounding errors
were incorporated and corrected. He stated that this particular audit found other things that
CVWD has made a best effort to put in place — checks and balances — so that the issues would
not reoccur. He explained that some of the things that CVWD did to mitigate these issues included
adding separation between their plan check and field inspection staff. He stated that they added
hundreds of signatures to their process, including staff to conduct checks and balances and
requiring inspectors, plan checkers, reviewers, the finance department, managers, and IEUA to
sign off on tenant improvement plans. He stated that other things CVWD has done was to revamp
the whole SOP and guidelines {o address the audit issues, as well as frain CVWD staff. Mr. Yu
commented that as an Agency, CYWD tries to do things in a progressive fashion. He noted that
much of what CYWD did in the tenant improvements process, was not to look backwards, but to
move forward to avoid making the same mistakes that occurred in the past. Mr. Yu reported that
CVWD has over 50,000 water connections, and over 36,000 sewer connections, and in order to
try to make things equitable for everyone, it's very difficult to go backwards with the sheer volume
of customers that CVWD has versus CVWD staff. He further stated that for CVWD as an agency,
they always look forward and we are also restricted by their code which limits them to three years
for any type of recompensement fee. He stated that it is problematic for CVWD staff to constantly
look backwards because it prevents them from always moving forward and staff hopes that IEUA
takes that into consideration.

President Catlin asked if there were any changes/additions/deletions to the agenda. There were
no changes/additions/deletions to the agenda.

1. NEW HIRE INTRODUCTIONS
Executive Manager of Operations/Assistant General Manager Randy Lee introduced Mr. Nelson
Htoy, Deputy Manager of Maintenance, hired 6/6/16.

The Board of Directors welcomed Mr. Neison Htoy to the IEUA team.
2. PUBLIC HEARINGS

A. PUBLIC HEARING AND ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE NO. 104
President Catlin called the Public Hearing to order.

Manager of Planning and Environmental Resources Sylvie Lee stated the purpose of the
Hearing, and introduced the Hearing panel members.

Ms. Lee stated that there was a Cost of Service Study performed for water and services
that was completed in March 2015. As a resuit of this study, on June 17, 2015, the Agency
adopted Ordinance No. 103, to include the establishment of the water connection fee. She
noted that one of the items in the Cost of Service Study, which was the actual water rates,
was deferred to FY 2016/17. Therefore, for the last fiscal year, the water rates remained
unchanged. Ms. Lee stated that the proposed Ordinance No. 104 includes language for
water rates to be assessed by meter equivalent unit and includes language for MWD rates
and charges to be consistent with the MWD administrative code. It also added a “Reserve
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Account” to call upon for collection of funds for a delinquent payment from the member
agencies. Ms. Lee noted that there have been previous discussions with the Board
regarding if the Agency should consider incentives such as waiving fees for existing
customers installing recycled water meters. Therefore, proposed language has been
added in Section 202 which states, “An existing customer requesting a modification to an
existing connection will be reviewed on a case-by-case basis to determine if a customer
is subject to payment of the water connection fee.” Ms. Lee noted that no comments,
either written or oral, have been received.

President Catlin opened the Public Hearing at 10:14 a.m., and receiving no comments, he
closed the Public Hearing at 10:14 a.m.

Upon motion by Director Hall, seconded by Director Elie, the motion carried (4-0):

M2016-6-1

MOVED, to adopt Ordinance No. 104, establishing water connection fees,

classes of water service, and regulating the sale and delivery of water within the
IEUA service area.

ORDINANCE NO. 104

ORDINANCE OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE INLAND EMPIRE
UTILITIES AGENCY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA,
ESTABLISHING WATER CONNECTION FEES, CLASSES OF WATER
SERVICE, AND REGULATING THE SALE AND DELIVERY OF WATER
WITHIN THE INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY SERVICE AREA

(for full text, see Ordinance Book)

with the following roll call vote:

Ayes: Hali, Elie, Camacho, Catlin
Noes: None
Absent: None
Abstain: None

B. PUBLIC HEARING AND ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-6-16
President Catlin called the Public Hearing to order.

Manager of Planning and Environmental Resources Syivie Lee stated the purpose of the
Hearing, and introduced the Hearing panel members.

Ms. Lee stated that over the past several months, discussion has ensued regarding the
Recycled Water Policy Principles that were adopted, and to actually implement policies in
place to implement the pertinent items that resulted from the discussions. She reviewed
the proposed items and the resolutions to implement certain provisions of the Recycled
Water Policy Principles. She reported that Resoclution No. 2016-6-17 establishes the
regulations for the purchase of the recycled water above their base entitiement. This
Resolution provides the establishment of the surcharge rate. She noted a Public Hearing
is not required for this Resolution, but is needed to establish that there is a surcharge rate.
She stated that Resolution No. 2016-6-16, which requires a Public Hearing, establishes
what the rate is for the surcharge, which is the replacement water that wouid be available
for purchase by IEUA, less the groundwater recharge rate of the $470 per acre foot. Ms.
Lee stated that no comments either written or oral were received.

President Catlin opened the Public Hearing at 10:17 a.m., and receiving no commenfs, he
closed the Public Hearing at 10:17 a.m.
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Upon motion by Director Elie, seconded by Director Camacho, and unanimously carried:

M2016-6-2
MOVED, to:

1. Adopt Resolution No. 2016-6-16, establishing surcharge rates for recycled
water use above entitlement for Fiscal Year 2016/17; and

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE INLAND
EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING SURCHARGE RATES FORRECYCLED
WATER USE ABOVE ENTITLEMENT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016/17

(for full text, see Resolution Book)

2. Adopt Resolution No. 2016-6-17, establishing regulations for the purchase
of recycled water above base entitlement for Contracting Agencies;

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE INLAND
EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING REGULATIONS FOR THE PURCHASE
OF RECYCLED WATER ABOVE BASE ENTITLEMENT FOR
CONTRACTING AGENCIES

(for full text, see Resolution Book)

C. PUBLIC HEARING AND ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-6-14
President Catlin called the Public Hearing to order.

Senior Water Resources Analyst Lisa Morgan-Perales stated the purpose of the Hearing,
and introduced the Hearing panel members.

Ms. Morgan-Perales explained that the Urban Water Management Planning Act requires
that any water agency wholesale or retail or investor-owned utility (IOU) must complete a
Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) every 5 years, if it serves a minimum of 3,000
acre foot (AF)/year of water, or serves a customer base of 3,000 connections. She stated
in order to maintain eligibility for grants, loans, and any drought assistance available from
the State, IEUA is required to file a plan by July 1, 2016. Ms. Perales reviewed the key
changes from 2010 to 2015. IEUA built a land use model for the Agency's retail members
to assist them in filing their own UWMP, by providing them with their demands out to 2035
and 2040. The 2015 UWMP also includes the Water Facilities Authority, as a component
of IEUA's Plan, based on recommendation from the Department of Water Resources. She
reported that IEUA completed the Integrated Water Resources Plan Phase | and the
Regional Water Use Efficiency Business Plan; information from both plans were
incorporated into the UWMP. She noted that staff completed some of the voluntary
sections that included IEUA’s Energy Management Plan and IEUA’s Asset Management
and climate. Ms. Morgan-Perales reported that there were no comments, written or oral,
have been received to date. However, the comment period remains open based on the
plan adoption of June 15; therefore the comment period will ciose on July 15, and any
comments received will be filed with the State.

President Catlin opened the Public Hearing at 10:22 a.m., and receiving no comments, he
closed the Public Hearing at 10:23 a.m.

Upon motion by Director Hall seconded by Director Elie, and unanimously carried:
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M2016-6-3
MOVED, fo:

1. Adopt Resolution No. 2016-6-14, adopting the 2015 Regional Urban Water
Management Plan for the IEUA and the Water Facilities Authority; and

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-6-14

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE INLAND
EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING THE 2015 REGIONAL URBAN WATER
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY
AND THE WATER FACILITIES AUTHORITY

(for full text, see Resolution Book)

2. Authorize the General Manager to file the 2015 Reginal Urban Water
Management Plan electronically to the California Department of Water
Resources, submit a CD or hardcopy to the California State Library, and
submit an electronic copy, CD or hard copy to any city or county in which
the suppliers provide water.

3. CONSENT CALENDAR

President Catlin asked if there were any Board members wishing to pull an item from the Consent
Calendar for discussion.

Upon motion by Director Camacho, seconded by Director Hall, and unanimously carried:

M2016-6-4
MOVED, to approve the Consent Calendar.

A. Approved the minutes from the April 20, 2016, Board meeting, May 11,
2016, special Board workshop, and May 18, 2016 Board meeting.

B. Approved the total disbursements for the month of April 2016, in the amount
of $10,275,385.58.

C. The Board adopted Resolution No. 2016-6-8, establishing the appropriation
limits for Fiscal Year 2016/17.

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-6-8

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE INLAND
EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING APPROPRIATION LIMITS FOR FISCAL
YEAR 2016/17

(for full text, see Resolution Book)

D. The Board:

1. Approved a seven-year competitively-let contract (No.
4600002112) to Airgas USA, LLC of Ontario, California, through
June 30, 2022, for Agency-wide compressed gases, propane, and
related supplies; and

Continued...
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M2016-6-4, continued.

2. Authorized the General Manager to execute the contract.

E. The Board:

1. Approved the second amendment to Task Order No. 1 of the Master
Agreement with Chino Basin Watermaster as part of the Recharge
Master Plan Update Yield Enhancement Projects, Project No.
RW15003; and

2. Authorized the General Manager, subject to non-substantive
changes, to execute the amendment.

F. The Board rejected the November 17, 2015, proposal from Regatta
Solution to design and build a microturbine at Regional Plant No. 2.

G. The Board:
1. Approved the FY 2016/17 Annual Audit Plan; and

2. Directed the Manager of Internal Audit to finalize the FY 2016/17
Annual Audit Plan.

H. The Board adopted the 2015 Regional Water Use Efficiency Business Plan.
I. The Board adopted the 2016 Chino Basin Storm Water Resources Plan.

J. The Board rejected the April 12, 2016, proposals for the construction of the
Agency-wide Pump Efficiency Improvements, Project No. EN16070.

K. The Board:

1. Authorized the single source procurement of new polymer biending
units and start up services for Regional Water Recycling Plant No.
1 (RP-1) from Velocity Dynamics, LLC for a not-to-exceed amount
of $172,000 (including tax and delivery); and

2. Authorized the General Manager to execute the purchase.

L. The Board:

1. Approved Contract No. 4600002106 to Polydyne Inc., establishing
a two-year contract for the supply of Flosperse 30S with options for
three additional one-year extensions, for a potential total contract
term of five years; and

2. Authorized the General Manager to execute the contract with the
three potential contract extensions.
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4. ACTION ITEMS

A. FILLING VACANT SEAT CON THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS

General Counsel Jean Cihigoyenetche stated that due to the passing of Director
Koopman on May 31, a vacancy had been created on the IEUA Board of Directors. He
reported that the Board had two alternatives to fill the vacancy; 1. To appoint a successor
to Director Koopman; or 2. To proceed with a special election. Mr. Cihigoyenetche
recommended that the Agency utilize today (June 15) as the official date that the Board
of Directors, as a formal body, received notice of the vacancy. Mr. Cihigoyenetche stated
that he is recommending that the Agency proceed by appointment, as opposed to special
election, because a special election is extremely costly for the Agency’s constituency. He
clarified the term of an appointee by stating that the requirement is that if the appointment
is outside of 130 days, before the next General District Election, then the appointee will
serve until that next district election. Since November 2016, is our next district election
the appointee will serve until November 2016, where the appointee will have to run for
office if they so desire. Whoever is successful at the election, will serve the remaining
two years of District 2 term (short term). Mr. Cihigoyenetche is amending the Board
recommendation by deleting No. 2 “Ratify notice to the County Election Official of the
existence of a vacant seat on the Board of Directors of the Agency”. Discussion ensued
on the process that will be followed for appointment. Mr. Cihigoyenetche stated the only
requirement is that the Notice of Vacancy be posted in three conspicuous areas within
the district, and that posting occur no later than 15 days before an appointment. He also
noted that the appointment must be concluded within 60 days from today's date.
Discussion ensued regarding the appointment process. The process is up to the Board's
discretion, it could be a written application, resumes, statement of qualification, and
interviews. The Board will decide how this appointment will be processed at a later date.
The Board amended the Board letter.

Upon motion by Director Elie, seconded by Director Camacho, and unanimously carried:

M2016-6-5
MOVED, to:

1. Adopt Resolution No. 2016-6-20, determining that the vacancy on the
Board of Directors shall be by appointment as opposed to a special
election;

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-6-20

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE INLAND
EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY, SAN BERNARDING COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA, RESOLVING TO FILL THE VACANCY ON THE BOARD
OF DIRECTORS OF SAID AGENCY BY APPOINTMENT

(for full text, see Resolution Book)

Ratifs notico-to-the-Coun sction-Official-cfthe-oxistense

seaton-the-Board-ofDirectors-of the-Ageney—and (Amended)
3. Authorize staff to post a Notice of Vacancy on the IEUA Board of Directors
in three (3) or more conspicuous places within Division 2, additionaily,
direct staff to post the Notice of Vacancy on the Agency’'s website and
focal newspapers (amended).

B. FY 2016/17 BUDGET AMENDMENT, RATES AND FEES, AND INTER-FUND L OANS
Chief Financial Officer/Assistant General Manager Christina Valencia noted that the
budget for the FY 2016/17 was adopted as part of the biennial budget in June 2015. She
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stated that staff has presented the proposed amendments to both the revenues and
expenses, and the Ten Year Capital Improvement Plan (TYCIP) that was adopted in May
2016 by the Regional Committee, Finance, Legal and Administration Committee, and by
the Board. She stated that one of the key emphasis of her presentation will be on rates
for Non-Reclaimable Wastewater (NRW) Program, which are pass-through rates for the
North and South systems from the Sanitation District of Los Angeles and Santa Ana
Watershed Project Authority respectively. She reviewed the proposed amendments for
the total revenue and total expenses. She stated that there is a $28.9 million reduction in
total revenues and other funding sources, which is primarily driven by the reduction in
imported water deliveries from MWD from 60,000 A/F to 50,000 A/F. She reported that
the number of new connection for wastewater and water were aiso decreased based on
revised forecasts received from the member agencies after the June 2015 adoption of
the biennial budget. She stated that these reductions were partially offset by higher
property taxes. The year to date property tax receipts are approximately 5% higher than
projected, which bumped projections for FY 2016/17. Ms. Valencia reported that on the
expenses there is a proposed increase of approximately $6.3 million. She said that there
is a higher increase in operating expenses of about $8 million, which is primarily driven
by special projects, such as the Ontario TCE Plume, which has been shifted over .into
2016/17-17/18; and an Agency-wide panel replacement project that was introduced in
2016/17. She stated that offsetting some of those higher costs is the reduction in MWD
water purchases. Ms. Valencia stated that for total fund balance, despite reduction in
revenues and increase in expenses, the Agency sees a very slight change in the
amended FY 2016/17 projected ending balance of approximately $2.5 million. She
reported that this is due to a higher projected ending balance of approximately $3C million
for FY 2015/16. She presented the Non-Reclaimable Wastewater (NC) Fund proposed
“Pass Through” rates; the NC Funds Sourced and use of fund and fund balance, Water
Resources (WW) Fund proposed water rates, and implantation strategy which will result
in reduced revenues for the WW Fund over the next two fiscal years. Costs not supported
by the proposed rates will be subsidized with property taxes. Ms. Valencia presented the
recommended investment of property taxes to support Regional Water Resource
Initiative not supported by the proposed water rates. She reported that there is no change
in the 65% allocated to the RC Fund based on past practice, and that future growth for
the remaining 35% wili be assigned to the WW Fund beginning FY 2016/17.

Upon motion by Director Elie, seconded by Director Camacho, and unanimously carried:

M2016-6-6
MOVED, to approve:

1. The amendments to the FY 2016/17 adopted budget for all Agency's
funds:

2. The Non-Reclaimable Wastewater (NC) fund Rates Resolution Nos.
2016-6-1 through 2016-6-3;

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-6-1
RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE INLAND
EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING INITIAL AND MONTHLY CAPACITY
CHARGES, VOLUMETRIC CHARGES, EXCESS STRENGTH
CHARGES, CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT (CIP} CHARGES,
IEUA  ADMINISTRATIVE CHARGES, APPLICATION AND
WASTEWATER DISCHARGE PERMIT APPLICATION FEES FOR THE
INLAND EMPIRE BRINE LINE (BRINE LINE} FOR FISCAL YEAR
2016/17 (for full text, see Resolution Book)

Continued...
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M2016-8-6, continued.

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-6-2

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE INLAND
EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING CAPACITY CHARGES, VOLUMETRIC
CHARGES, STRENGTH CHARGES, AGENCY PROGRAM CHARGES,
AND APPLICATION FEES FOR THE NON-RECLAIMABLE
WASTEWATER SYSTEM (NRWS) FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016/17

(for full text, see Resolufion Book)

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-6-3

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE INLAND
EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING CAPACITY CHARGES, VOLUMETRIC
CHARGES, STRENGTH CHARGES, CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT
PROJECT (CIP) CHARGES, IEUA ADMINISTRATIVE CHARGES,
APPLICATION FEES FOR THE ETIWANDA WASTEWATER LINE (EWL)
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016/17

(for full text, see Resolution Book)

3. The Regional Wastewater Operations & Maintenance (RO) fund Rate
Resolutions 2016-6-4;

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-6-4

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE INLAND
EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY*, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING SERVICE RATES FOR WASTEWATER
DISCHARGERS TO THE REGIONAL WASTEWATER SYSTEM FOR
SEPTAGE, COMMERCIAL OR INDUSTRIAL WASTEWATERS, AND
EXCESSIVE STRENGTH CHARGES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016/17.

(for full text, see Resolution Book)

4. The Water Resources (WW) fund Rate Resolution Nos. 2016-6-7 and
2016-6-15;

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-6-7

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE INLAND
EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING METER EQUIVALENT UNIT (MEU) AND
THE READINESS-TO-SERVE (RTS) TEN YEAR ROLLING AVERAGE
(TYRA) RATES

(for full text, see Resolution Book)

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-8-15

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE INLAND
EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING IMPORTED WATER RATES

(for full text, see Resolution Book)

.; 5. Rate Resolutions No. 2016-6-5 for Laboratory Fees, 2016-6-6 for
{ Equipment Rental, and 2016-6-9 for the Fontana Extra-Territorial Charge;

Continued...
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M2016-6-6, continued.

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-6-5

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE INLAND
EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY, SAN BERNARDINCG COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING CHARGES FOR LABORATQORY

(for fulf text, see Resolution Book)

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-6-6

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE INLAND
EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING EQUIPMENT RENTAL RATES FOR
FISCAL YEAR 2016/17

(for full text, see Resolution Book)

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-6-9

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE INLAND
EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING EXTRA-TERRITORIAL SEWER
SERVICE CHARGE FOR SYSTEM USERS OUTSIDE THE AGENCY'’S
BOUNDARIES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016/17

(for full text, see Resolution Book)

6. An inter-fund loan from the RO fund to the WW fund for a not-to-exceed
amount of $3.2 million in FY 2016/17 to support purchase of supplemental
water supplies;

7. The forgiveness of the inter-fund loan from the Administrative Service
(GG) fund to the WW fund in the amount of $4.3 million in FY 2015/16;
and

8. The allocation of property tax receipts in excess of $13.7 million from the
Regicnal RO, Recycled Water (WC), and GG funds to the WW fund
beginning in FY 2016/17, and maintain allocation of 65% of property tax
receipts to the Reginal Wastewater Capital Improvement (RC) fund.

C. ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION NOS. 2016-6-11 AND 2016-6-12 APPROVING THE
AMENDMENTS TO THE SALARY SCHEDULE/MATRIXES
Manager of Human Resources Sharmeen Bhojani presented both Action Item 4C and,4D
together. Ms. Bhojani stated that the Agency entered into five year contracts with the five
represented groups in FY 2013/14. She reported that the five Memorandums of
Understanding (MOUs) included a 3.5% Cost Of Living Adjustment (COLA) effective July
1, 2016. She noted that the Executive Management and the Unrepresented Personnel
Manuals also included a 3.5% COLA. Ms. Bhojani mentioned that as a resuit of the agreed
upon COLA increase, the salary schedules/matrixes for seven groups needed to be
amended. She stated that job classifications identified as future positions by the Agency'’s
recent classification and compensation study were also being added to the salary matrix.
Ms. Bhojani noted that by adoption of the resolutions it will formalize the changes.

Ms. Bhojani requested that the Board also adopt Resolution No. 2018-6-13 which amends
the Employer Paid Member Centribution (EPMC) to CalPERS for all classic employees.
She explained that effective July 1, 2016, the 3.5% COLA will be partially offset by the
additional of 1.5% for classic members (hired prior to January 1, 2013) and 0.5% for classic
and new members (hired on or after January 1, 2013) picking up their portion of the PERS
retirement.
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Upon motion by Director Camacho, seconded by Director Elie, and unanimously carried:

M2016-6-7

MOVED, to adopt Resolution Nos. 2016-6-11 and 2016-8-12, amending the
salary schedules/matrixes for Unrepresented Employees, Executive
Management Employees and Laboratory Unit, the General Unit, the Professional
Unit, Operatars’ Association, and the Supervisors Unit.

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-6-9

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF BIRECTORS OF THE INLAND EMPIRE
UTILITIES AGENCY, SAN BERNARDING COUNTY, CALIFORNIA,
APPROVING THE AMENDMENT OF THE UNREPRESENTED, EXECUTIVE
MANAGEMENT, LABORATORY UNIT, OPERATORS’ ASSOCIATION,
PROFESSIONAL UNIT AND GENERAL UNIT SALARY SCHEDULE/MATRIX
(for full text, see Resolution Book

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-6-9
RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE INLAND EMPIRE
UTILITIES AGENCY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA,

APPROVING THE AMENDMENT OF THE SUPERVISORS’ UNIT SALARY
SCHEDULE/MATRIX

(for fulf text, see Resolution Book

D. ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-6-13, AMENDING THE EMPLOYER PAID
MEMBER CONTRIBUTIONS

The Board of Directors took action on both Action items 4C and 4D together.

Upon motion by Director Camacho, seconded by Director Elie, and unanimously carried:

M2016-6-8

MOVED, to adopt Resolution No. 2016-6-13, amending the EMPC to CalPERS
for all classic employees

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-6-13

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE INLAND EMPIRE
UTILITIES AGENCY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA,
PROVIDING FOR EMPLOYER PAID MEMBER CONTRIBUTIONS TO
CALPERS FOR ALL CLASSIC EMPLOYEES

(for full text, see Resolution Book

E. SANTA ANA RIVER CONSERVATION AND CONJUNCTIVE USE PROGRAM
{SARCCUP)
Manager of Planning and Environmental Resources Sylvie Lee stated that the SARCCUP
is a collaboration between the Santa Ana Watershed Project Authority (SAWPA) member
agencies (Parties) to identify large-scale water supply refiability and water use efficiency
projects that could benefit the Santa Ana Watershed. She reviewed that in 2014, the
parties created the Santa Ana River Watermaster Action Team through a Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU), to identify projects with watershed-wide benefits. In 2015, the 2014
MOU was amended to establish the SARCCUP project. Ms. Lee reported that in June 2015,
the parties submitted a grant application to the State Department of Water Resources
(DWR) through SAWPA for the SARCCUP project elements. The estimated costs of the
SARCCUP Phase 1 project totaled $100 million and will be funded by the $55 million grant
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funding, and $45 million shared equally by the five SAWPA member agencies, at $9 million
each. She stated that this level of cooperation required developing several agreements
including those for program financing, governance, operations, storage, exchange,
management, and for working water suppliers, such as local retailers and regional water
wholesale agencies. Ms. Lee reviewed the four agreements presented for approval by the
Board, which are needed to progress further along with the grant award - the SARCCUP
MOU for the program implementation, which is the first component to identify the facilities;
the governance agreement (PA23), which will have components of the water banking
elements and establish an operations committee; Ms. Lee stated that IEUA was requested
to be the lead agency for the CEQA portion of the project, and all parties agreed to use
Tom Dodson & Associates with ESA as a sub-consuitant, equally cost shared by all parties
by a CEQA Cost Share Agreement. She stated that as the parties move forward on the
project, staff will be coming back with agreements and MOUs that are going to be updated
as the project progresses.

Executive Manager of Engineering/AGM Chris Berch reported that at a recent SAWPA
General Managers’ meeting there was discussion to make clear that the General Managers
are the appointees for the PA23. He asked that the Board consider when taking a motion,
that staff's recommendation be amended to include the appointment of the IEUA's General
Manager as IEUA’s representative. President Catlin agreed with Mr. Berch's request and
asked that the amendment be made to staff's recommendation.

Upon motion by Director Hall, seconded by Director Elie, and unanimously carried:

M2016-6-9
MOVED, to:

1. Approve the June 2016 SARCCUP Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU);

2. Approve Project Agreement 23 (PA23) between SAWPA and the five
SAWPA member agencies for SARCCUP governance; and appoint
IEUA’s General Manager as IEUA’s representative on PA23 (amended);

3. Approve the professional services contract award to Tom Dodson &
Associates (TDA) to conduct a SARCCUP CEQA evaluation for the not-
to-exceed amount of $340,397;

4. Approve the CEQA Cost Sharing Agreement; and

5. Authorize the General Manager to execute the following documents:
June 2016 SARCCUP MCU

PA23

Professional Services Contract Award to TDA
CEQA Cost Sharing Agreement

oo

F. PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONTRACT AWARD FOR SEWER FEE EVALUATION
Pretreatment & Source Control Supervisor Craig Proctor noted that during 2015 internal
Audit review of the contracting agencies processes and how they are collecting sewer fees,
inconsistencies were discovered on how the fees are being calculated. He said that as
part of the Regionai Contract renegotiation process the Agency needs to reevaluate this
process. Mr. Proctor stated that there needs to be a2 new method of calculating Equivalent
Dwelling Units (EDU), some examples used in other agencies are — using county iand use
codes and calculating by square footage. He stated that Agency needs to update the EDU
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formula; take over the fee collection process, simplify the process and put the monthly fees
on the county property tax roll; look at the revenue impact and a transition plan. Mr. Proctor
stated that if the Agency changes the EDU formula, there could be a potential shift in costs
amongst the various customer classes. He further stated that the Agency needs a
consistent way to collect fees from public service facilities, and consider a sewer capacity
lease option. He reported that many agencies have expressed a desire to lease capacity
to their commercial and industrial customers. He said that a Request for Proposal (RFP)
was posted in March, and the Agency received two responses — Caroilo Engineering and
Ratelis Financial Consultants. He stated that the selection panel unanimously selected
Carollo’s proposal. He reported that the projected cost for the proposal for the evaluation
is approximately $376,586, and staff's goal is to complete this study by January 2017.

Upon motion by Director Elie, seconded by Director Hall, and unanimously carried:

M2016-6-10
MOVED, to:

1. Approve the professional services contract award for the Sewer Fee
Evaluation to Carollo Engineers, Inc. for the not-to-exceed amount of
$376,586; and

2. Authorize the General Manager to execute the contract.

G. 2015 INTEGRATED WATER RESOURCES PLAN

Environmental Resources Planner Il Elizabeth Hurst stated that the Integrated Water
Resources Plan (IRP) Phase | represents a two—year collaboration with the member
agencies and regional stakeholders, with 20 workshops held. She stated that the goal for
Phase | was to develop a planning forecast on both the demands and supplies projection
through 2040; evaluate the climate change impact on those supplies and demands; and
develop a path forward in terms of what types of strategic regional projects that should be
done. Ms. Hurst stated that Phase 2 will commence in the next fiscal year. She stated that
Phase 2 will get into the details of identifying individual projects and developing some high-
jevel scoping and funding. She presented the structure of the IRP report, which is in five
sections; Overview and Purpose, Water Demands, Water Resources Inventory, Supply
Portfolic Themes, and Conclusions & Next Step. Ms. Hurst also reviewed the core
recommendation from Phase 1: which is continue to invest in recycled water projects;
acquire supplemental water to enhance groundwater quality; reduce demand by 10% to
enhance water supply resiliency; strategically purchase supplemental water for recharge;
pursue external supplies to augment recharge, recycled water, build storage, and maximize
storm water projects.

Upon motion by Director Hall, seconded by Director Camacho, and unanimously carried:

M2016-6-11

MOVED, to authorize development of a Programmatic Environmental impact
Report (PEIR) based on the core recommendations in the 2015 Integrated Water
Resources Plan (IRP)
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5. INFORMATION ITEMS

A. ENGINEERING AND CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT PROJECT UPDATES

{POWERPOINT)

This report was received and filed by the Board.

MWD UPDATE AND DROUGHT UPDATE

Senior Engineer Jason Pivovaroff gave a brief presentation updating the Board on MWD
and the drought status. He reported that there was extensive discussion on the Colorado
River Basin. He noted that MWD is interested in knowing exactly how Lake Mead will be
operated over the next couple of years in terms of whether or not it will be in shortage
allocation. He further noted that MWD relies on the additional amount of water on top of
their basin entitlement, which accounts to 10-15% of their total supply. He stated
regarding State Board Emergency Conservation regulations, there is a wholesale
requirement, due today, to post the next three years of water wholesale supplies for 2017-
2019 calendar years. He noted that staff has been working with MWD, WFA and member
agencies for the best coordinated collaborative effort in terms of data coliection.

THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION ITEMS WERE RECEIVED AND FILED BY THE BOARD:

C.

D.

mn m

r @

.

K
L
M.
N

TREASURER'’'S REPORT OF FINANCIAL AFFAIRS (WRITTEN/ POWERPOINT)

FY 2015/16 THIRD QUARTER BUDGET VARIANCE., PERFORMANCE GOALS
UPDATES, AND BUDGET TRANSFERS (WRITTEN/POWERPOINT)

PUBLIC OUTREACH AND COMMUNICATION (WRITTEN)

LEGISLATIVE REPORT FROM INNOVATIVE FEDERAL STRATEGIES (WRITTEN)

LEGISLATIVE REPORT FROM WEST COAST ADVISORS (WRITTEN)
LEGISLATIVE REPORT FROM AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES (WRITTEN)

CALIFORNIA STRATEGIES, LLC MONTHLY ACTIVITY REPORT (WRITTEN)

FEDERAL LEGISLATIVE TRACKING MATRIX (WRITTEN}

. STATE LEGISLATIVE TRACKING MATRIX (WRITTEN)
. REPORT OF OPEN AUDIT RECOMMENDATIONS (WRITTEN)

AUDIT PLANNING COMMUNICATION AS REQUIRED BY SAS 114 (WRITTEN)

. INTERNAL AUDIT DEPARTMENT STATUS REPORT FOR JUNE 2016 (WRITTEN)
0.

PREQUALIFICATION PROCESS REVIEW (WRITTEN)

6. AGENCY REPRESENTATIVES' REPORTS

A.

SAWPA REPORT

President Catiin noted that the SAWPA Commission meeting is scheduied for June 21,
2016.

MWD REPORT
Director Camacho had nothing further to report.
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C. REGIONAL SEWERAGE PROGRAM POLICY COMMITTEE REPORT
President Catlin reported that he was unable to attend the Policy Committee meeting, and
deferred the update report to Executive Manager of Engineering/Assistant General
Manager Chris Berch. Mr. Berch reported that the meeting was fairly routine with all items
having already been presented to the IEUA Board.

D. CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER REPORT
Director Elie reported that safe yield has been moved to July 29, by the presiding Judge.

7. GENERAL MANAGER'S REPORT
The General Manager's Report was received and filed by the Board.

Acting General Manager Randy Lee reported that the Agency had to issue an emergency
procurement for the RP-1 centrifuge manufacture this week due to two unexpected centrifuge
failures that occurred last week. No one was hurt, but centrifuges 1 and 3 are currently
inoperable. The Agency's Maintenance Engineer is currently conducting a root cause
analysis of the failure. The centrifuge manufacture will be onsite next week to perform
previously scheduled training and all necessary repairs. Staff will bring back the emergency
procurement for ratification in a future Board meeting. Mr. Lee also mentioned that the
Agency received over $7.2 million iast Friday from the Bureau of Rectamation’s WaterSMART
Title XVI Water Reclamation and Reuse program. This money will be used to improve
groundwater and surface water in the Chino Basin.

Executive Manager of Engineering/AGM Chris Berch reported that the $7.2 miltion from the
Bureau of Reclamation Title XVi Water Reclamation and Reuse Program was the highest
appropriated amount within the whole USBR distribution of $30 million. He stated that it is
great news for the Agency.

BOARD OF DIRECTORS’ REQUESTED FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS
Director Elie stated that he saw an article regarding water agencies using less energy, due to
the decrease in water use. He asked staff to prepare a comparison for the last period of time

compared to years before, to determine if the Agency’s energy and costs have decreased
overall.

8. BOARD OF DIRECTORS’ COMMENTS
Director Elie commented that he participated in the following events:

May 19, Orange County Water Summit, Turbulent Times, interesting speakers.
May 24, Cal Aero Elementary GIS dedication

May 24, Cortez Elementary GIS dedication

June 2, Chino Desalter Expansion Celebration, spoke on behalf of IEUA & CBWM
Chino Hills State of the Address, IEUA was recognized for grants in their video.

ok WN S

Director Hall commented that on June 9, she attended the Three Valleys Leadership Breakfast,
Guest Speaker Mr. Tim Quinn from ACWA, spoke on California Water Policy challenges, and
opportunities for 2016.

9. CLOSED SESSION

General Counsel Jean Cihigoyenetche reported that there are no Closed Session matters to
discuss.
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With no further business, President Catlin adjourned the meeting in memory of Director Gene
Koopman at 11:20 p.m.

Steven J. Elie, Secretary/Treasurer

APPROVED: JULY 20, 2016
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Q[P ntend Empire Ut Agency
A MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT

Date: July 20, 2016
To: The Honorable Board of Directors
Through: Finance, Legal, and Administration Committee (7/13/16)
From: P. Joseph Grindstaff
General Manager

Submitted by: (\}%'bhnstma Valencia

¥ Chief Financial Officer/Assistant General Manager

j‘%ﬁb Javier Chagoyen-Lazaro

Manager of Finance and Accounting

Subject: Report on General Disbursements

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Board of Directors approve the total disbursements for the month of

May 20186, in the amount of $11,749,719.63.

BACKGROUND

May disbursement activity includes vendor payments (check numbers 213912-214319) of
$2,706,298.56 and workers compensation payments (check numbers 04501-04542) of $51,813.36.
The total amount of ACH and wire transfer payments is $8,988,332.75, which includes payroll
taxes in the amount of $1,125,912.87. The total employee pay was $1,486,871.19. The total pay

for the Board of Directors was $4,219.87.

,F Payment Type | Transactions ‘ Total Ameunt |

Check Vendors 408 2,706,298.56
Workers-Comp 42 51,813.36
Payroll-Directors’ 3 3,274.96
Payroll-Others 0 0.00

Subtotal Check 453 $2,761,386.88
ACH 155 $1,606,626.04
Wire Transfer Payroil-Net Pay 2 1,486,871.19
Payroll-Directors’ 1 94491

Others 20 5,893,890.61

Subtotal Wires 23 $7,381,706.71
TOTAL 631 $11,749,719.63




Report on General Disbursements
July 20, 2016
Page 2

Payments to vendors this month above $500,000 include:

| Vendor | Amount Description
CALPERS _ | 2,000,000.00 | Retirement Benefit Trust-CERBT
MWD 1,898,188.07 | March 2016 Water Purchase
IRS 940,253.71 | P/R 9, 10 Taxes
PERS 859,623.32 | P/R 9, 10 Contrbtn, P/R 9,10,11 Deferred Comp

The report on general disbursements is consistent with the Agency’s Business Goal of Fiscal
Responsibility in providing financial reporting that accounts for general disbursements associated
with operating requirements.

PRIOR BOARD ACTION

Nomne.

IMPACT ON BUDGET

The cash held by the Agency's various funds, including the Administrative Services (GG) Fund,
is reduced as a result of paying the Agency's authorized expenditures.

G-\Board-Rec\2016\16179 Report on General Disbursements 7-20-16
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Chino, CA User: KMCCHRIE
Company code 1009 Faga: -
(Eank CEB CITIZENS BUSINESS BANK ONTARIO CA  $17610000
Bank Rey 122234149
acct number CHECK 231167641
T T
Check nuwber Trom Lo Payment Pmnt dace |Croy Amcunt paid {FCH|Recipi arfveid reweon codc Luca.fvoid
213912 2200074580 (06/05/2026|USD 3,B15.8¢|AIRGAS WEST INC PASACENA ChA jos/09/2016
213213 2200074615 05/05/2016|0USD 365,48 |AMERTCAN PRINTING & PROMOTIONSEASTVALE. CA 05/316/2016
213914 2200074621|05/05/2016 |USD 3,500.00|AME MECHANTCAL INC COSTA MESA CA 05/11/2016
213915 2200074586 | 05/05/2016|Ush 282.48| APPLEONE EMPLOYMENT SERVICES GLENDALE CA 05/11/2016
213916 2200074628 |05/05/2016|USC 707.33|ASAP INDUSTRIAL SUPPLY FONTANA CA 05/11/2016
213917 2200074661 | 08/05/2016{08D 31.00|ASBCSD HESPERIA CA " - ‘[95/19/3016
213918 2200074604 |05/05/2016/0SD 7,000,00|BIA OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA INCRANCHO CUGCAMONGA CA
213818 2200074641] 05/05/2016{08D 2,085.00|BAILL'S TRUCK REFALR INC. AZUSA CA |es/13/2018
213920 2200074657 05/05/2016]|UED 440.10|BOUGHAN, ARIFK CHINO HILLS CA 05/12/2015]
213831 2200074571} 05/65/3015|GSD 3,74%.76|BRITHINEE ELECTRIC OOLTON CA 05 /10/2018
213922 2200074626 05/05/2016{TED 14,647.80]C E FICKUP COMPAKNY INC SANTA ANA Ca 05/10/2016
213923 2200074582 05/05/2016 |USD 81.00|CALIF WATHR ENVIROKNMENT ASSOC. CAKLAND CA 05/24/2016
213924 2200074636| 05/05/2016|U8D 10,558.37| CALIFORKIA WATER TECANOLOGIES,?ASADENA CA 05/10/2016
2139325 2200074651| 05/06/2016 | USD 81.00|CAMBTASG, PIETRD CHINO RILLS CA ’ 05/16/2016
223924 2200074637|05/05/2016{UED 1,125.00|CAMET RESEARCH, INC. GULETA CA 06/01/2016
213927 22000746092 | 05/05/2016|USD 5,160.00|CaASC ENGINEERING AND CONSULTINCOLTON CA 05/13/2016
213928 2200074654|05/05/2016|DED 2,271.00|CATALAN, MARIA CHINO HILLIS CA 05/16/2016
213929 2200074530 05/05/2016|USD 220.00] CHINO BASIN WATER CONSERVATIONMONTCLAIR Ch los/13/2016
213930 2200074618|05/05/2016|USD 6,012.73|CINTAS CORPORATION IDOCH1S0 PHOENIX AZ 05/11/2016
213931 2200074647|05/05/2016|USD 3,078.12|CITY OF CHINO CHIND CA 05/03/2016
213832 2200074631 05/05/2016|USD 13,4%3.00|CIVIC PUBLICATIONS INC LA VERNE CA 65/11/2016
213333 2200074658 | 05/05/20L6|UED 15.50 | CONTRERAS, VANESSA CHINO HILLE CA 06/02/2016
213934 220007¢627105/05/2016|USD 50,00 |DAVID WHEELER'S PEST CONTROL, NORCO CA 05/13/2016
213935 2200079588 05/05/2016|USD 42,96 |DELL MARKETING L P PASADENA -CA |o5/08/2018
213936 ‘22000745596 |05/05/2016|UED 231.00| ENVIRONMENTAL CORSULTING & TESSUPERIOR WI 05/12/201€
213837 2200074633 |85/05/2016| 08D 1,500.00|EPI~USE AMERICA INC ATLANIA GA' T ‘los/i3/fz016
213938 220007462%|65/05/2016|USD 1,000.00|EPIC LAND SOLUTIONS INC PHOENIX AZ 05/10/2016
2139389 2200074574 | 05/05/2016{USD 2,678 . 66| FISHER SCIENTIFIC TilS ANGELES CA 05/408/2016
213540 2200074549|05/05/2C16{USD 63250 | FONTANA WATER COMZANY FONTANA CA ¢5/12/2018
213941 2200074551 ] 05/05/2016 | Usp 25.00| FRED PRYOR S2ZMINARS KANSAS QITY MC 0572872016
213942 2200074650} 05/85/2016|USD 1,140.90 | FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS CORP CINCINMNATI OH 05/11/2018
213943 2200074584 ) 05/05/2016|USD 5,752,408 |GRAINGER PATATINE IL 05/10/2016
213944 2200074611} 05/C5/2016|USD 2,055, 76 |HACH COMPANY CHICAGO IL 05/09/2018
212945 2200074575| 05/05/2016|USD: . 1,377.47 |HARRINGTON IRDUSTRIAL PLASTICSCHING Ch 05/10/2018
213946 2200074595 05/05/2016|USD 411.83 |HOFFMAN SOUTHWEST CORP RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 05/10/2016
213947 . 2200074576} 05/05/2016 | 08D - 1,1%8.62|HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES DES. MOINES IA -195/12/2016
213948 2200074652 05/05/2016 (USD 164,00 |HEUBER, JENNIFER CHINO HILLE CA D5/31/2016
213949 22000746451 05/05/2916 | UED 6,207.36IMPORTS UNLIMITED BEVERLY MA 05/10/2018
213550 2200074600 05/05/2016|USD 16.88 | ZNDUSTRIAL SUPPLY CCMPANY ONTARIO CA 05/10/2016
213551 2200074632 05/05/2016|USD 2,621.3&| INSTROMART SOUTH BURLINGTON VT 05/10/2016
213952 2200074616/ 05/05/2016|08D 44,252.50| INTEGRATED DESIGN SERVICES INCIRVINE CA 05/11/2016
213953 22004074625|06/05/2016|USD 3,750.00 | RITCHELL CEM SACRAMENTO CA 05/11/2016
213954 2200074595|05/05/2016|USD 291.61|KONICA MINOLTA PASADENA CA 05/10/201i6
213955 220007¢594 | 05/05/2016|USD 2,793.86| KONICA MINOLTA BUSIHESS SOLUTIPASADERA Ch 65/11/2016
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Chino, CA user: KXMCCHRIS
Company code 1000 Page: 2
Bank CEB C-TIZENS BUSINESS EANK ONTARIO CA 9517610000
Bank Key 122234149
Acet number CHECK 231167641
I ¢heck - . -
The 'k rumber foom Do Payment Pant da.e |[Crey amount paid (FC{Recipient/vuid weason ool Bucu.fvoid
213956 2200074613 05/05/2016|USD 3,100.00|LA OPINION LOS ANGELES CA 05/10/2816
2231957 2200074602 | 05/05/2016{USD 3%,393.76|LEE & RO INC CITY OF INDUSTRY CA |os/10/2818
213958 2200074638 | 05/05/2016|DSD 76.00|LITTIE SISTER'S TRUCK WASH, INBONSALL CA 05/10/2016
213959 2200074598|05/05/2016|0sD 304.49|MCMASTER-CARR SUPPLY €GO CHICAGO IL los/e8/2016
213960 2200074623 |05/05/2016|UsD 1,427.98|MEYERS NAVE OAKLAND CA 05/10/2C186
213961 2200074634 | 05/05/2016|USD 3,780.00|MICROMGE FHOENIX AZ los/10/3018
213962 220007455%|05/05/2016|USD 94.20|MIDPCINT BEARING ONTARIO CA 05/09/2015
213563 2200074581 |05/05/2016|USD 863.43|MISSION REPROGRAPHICS RIVERSIDE CA |os/12/2018
213964 2200074644 |05/85/2015|USD 17,212, 06{MOSE ADAMS LLP SEATTLE WA 05/09/2016
Z133G5 2I68874607|05/05/2015|08 1,125, 00 | MATTCNAL DUSTNESS INVESTICATIOMURRIETA CA 05/13/201€
2139686 2200074622|05/05/2016|USD 4,644.00|NATIONAL CINEMEDIA LLC DENVER CO 05/11/2016
213967 2200074614} 05/05/2016}USD 1,59%0,00|NEW RESOURCES GROUP  INC FAIRFIELD CT 1es/11/2016
213568 2200074655 05/05/20316{USD 340.00|KOH, BRIAN CHINC HILLS CA 05/10/2016
213969 2200074573 05/05/2016]0SD 1,813%,32|OFFICE DEPCT 108 ANGELES ChA |os/09/2016
213970 2200074587 06/05/2016{U8D 505,44 {ONTARIO FIRE EXTINGUISHER CO ONTARIO CA 05/24/2016
13971 2200074603( 05/05/2016]UsSD "1,580.00]PALM AUTO DETAIL INC ‘COLTON CA . 05/10/2016
213972 2200074605{05/05/2016]USD 993 .60 PANTHER PROTECTION ORANGE CA 05/12/2016
213973 2200074643 05/05/2016|USD 2,241,00| PCTRONICS INC RIVERSIDE CA 05/106/ 2016
213974 2264074582]|05/05/2016|USD 287.19|PETTY CASH EXPENDITURES CHINO Ch 05/17/2016
213975 2200074656]05/05/2026|USD 208.10| PTVOVAROSF, JASON CHINO HILLS CA 05/12/2016
213976 2200074612]65/05/2016|USD 1,402.98 | PLUMBERS DEPOT INC HAWTHORNE CA 05/10/2026
213877 2200074610{05/05/2016|USD 3,573.58 | POKTON INDUSTRIES INC YORBA LINDA CA 05/16/201%
213978 2200074620(05/05/2016]USD 58.51| PRIORITY NEOPOST TORRANCE CA 05/11/2016
213979 22000745717|65/05/2016|USD 5,380.61|RAMONA TIRE & SERVICE CERTERS HEMET Ch 05£13/2016
213380 2200074579 |05/05/2016|USD 200.50| RAYNE WATER CONDITICNING COVINA CR 05/09/2016
213981 2200074572|05/05/2016|USD 364,16|REM LOCK & KEY ONTARIO CA 05/13/2016
213982 2200074653|05/05/2015|USD 526.50| ROBISON, JOHN CHINC HILLS CA 05/09/2016
213983 220007457%|05/05/2016 |USD 4,633.45| ROYAL WHOLESALE ELECTRIC ORANGE CA g5/10/2016
213984 220007¢592|05/05/2016|USD £76.92} SHAPE PRODUCTS CO OQAKLAND CA 05/12/2016
213985 2200074630 05/05/2016(WsD 22,865, 10| STNNOTT, PUBBLA, CAMBAGNE & CULOS ANGELES CA 05/16/2016
213286 2200074648 |05/05/2016|{USD 35, 644,68|80 CALIF EDISCN ROSEMEAD CA 05/10/2016
213987 2200074615(05/05/2016| UED _ 190.00|SOCIEFY BOR HUMAN RESOURCE MGMEALTIMORE MDY 05/11/2016
213988 2200074617 |05/05/2016|USD 695,00 | STARLIGHT EDUCATION INC MEWPORT BEACH CA 05/19/3016
2131989 2200074593 | 05£05/2016]6SD 1,890.00| STATE WATER RESOURCES CNTRL BREACRAMENTO CR' 05/11/201&
213990 2200074583 05/05/2016|0U5D 141.14[SUNSHINE FILTERS OF PINELLAS ILARGO FL 05/11/2018
213991 2200074539 65/05/2016|UsD 12,961.50|SUSAN MARGARET WODLLEY PASADENA Ch p5/24/2616
213992 2200074635|05/05/2016|USD i6,801.85|THE BRICKMAN GROUP LTD LILC CHICAGO IL 05/09/2016
2138993 2200074652|05/05/2016|USD 49,00 | THE SHREDDERS 105 ANGELES CR 05/13/2016
213994 2200074646(05/05/2C16|USD 42,525.00|TOSY PAINTING GARDEN GROVE CA 05/12/2016
213995 2200074640] 65/05/2018|USD 3,675,00| TRIPEPI SMLTH AND ASSOCIATES, IRVINE CA 05/12/2016
213996 2200074606|05/05/2016{U8D 3,898.67|U § BANK M3 MINNEAPOLIS MN 05/10/2016
213997 2200074597[05/05/2016|USD 124.05|ULTRA SCIENTIFIC NORTH KINGSTOWN RI 05/11/2016
213598 2206074624 | 05/05/2016|U5D 8,402 16| UNIVERSAL PROTECTION SERVICE PASADENA CA 05/10/2016
213959 2200074608 | 05/05/2016|USD 7.096.19| VIRAMONTES EXPRESS (ORONA CR 05/11/2816
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Company code 1000 Page: 3
Baak ful: 2] CTTIZENS RUSINESS BANK ONTARIC CA 917610600
Bank Key 122234149
Acct number CHECE 231267641
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214000 2200074683{05/05/2026|USD 1,3562.15|BURRTEC WASTE INDUSTRIES INC FONTANA CA £05/12/2016
214001 2200074677 05/05/2016|USD 9%9. 00| QUESTIONSR) INC SAN FRAKCISCO CA ‘ 05/10/2016
214002 2200074659|05/05/2016{USD 3, 745.4% | ROYAL, WHOLESALE ELECTRIC ORARGE CA o5/18/2016
214003 2200074672 05/05/2816|USD £,312.94|RSE LAKE FOREST CA ' 057410/2016
214004 22004874664 |05/05/2016|USD 23,430.00fSAN BERKARDINO VALLEY MWD SAK ZERNARDING CA 05/20/2016
214005 2200074663 |05/0%/2C¢16|USD 3,200.00|SANTA AKA RIVER WATERMASTER SAN BERNARDINO CA 05/23/2018
214006 2200074666|05/05/2016|USD 209.97|SEAPE PRODUCTS CO ORKLAND CA 05/12/2016
214607 2200074685/ 05/06/2016{USD 718.74{SIGMA-ALDRICH IKC ATLANTA GA 05/11/2016
214008 2200074660 B5/05/2016|USD 84.28|$MART & FINAL LOS ANGELES CA 05/13/2016
214305 2260074601]85/05/2616\055 1,302.72|50 CALIF CAS MONTENEY TARE-CR 05/12/3016
2140610 2200074678| 05/05/2016|USD 13, 960.54 | SUPERTOR ELECTRIC MOTCR SERVICVERNCN CA. 05/16/2016
214011 2200074674 |65705/20.16 | 1USD 839.53|THOMAS EARDER & CO INC ANAHEIM CA 05/23/2016
214012 2200074673|05/05/2016|USD 16,770.13|U & BANK ST LOUIS MC 05/17/2016
214013 2300074668 05/05/2016 | USD 510.00|U 8 HEALTHWORKS. MEDICAL GRODP LOS ANGELES CA - os/oe/201€
214018 2200074675|05/05/2016|USD B,16£.86|US BANK VOYAGER FLEET SYSTEMH KANSAS CITY MO 05/10/2016
~214015 2200074667 |05/05/2016|0SD 405,56 | VERIZON WIRZLESS DALLAS TX 0571172016
214016 2200074670{05/05/2016|USD 14,122.45|W A RASIC CONSTRUCTION CO INC LONG BEACH Ch 05/10/2016
214017 2200074662]05/05/2016|USD 3, 058.14|WAXIE SANITARY SUPPLY LOS ANGELES CA 05/12/201%
214018 22000746639|65/05/2016|USD 315,36 |WESTERN WATER WORKS SUPPLY CO CHINO HILLS CA 05/16/2016
214019 2200074671| 05/05/2016| USD 913,22 |WORLIWIDE EXPRESS ALBANY NY ~|os/10/2016
214020 2200074693 |05/09/2016}USD 192.00|MARIA FRESQUEZ LAS VEGAS NV 05/17/2016
214021 2200074722|05/12/2016 |UsSD 9658.1C|R & G INSTRUMENI' SERVICE FULLERTON Ch - 03/17/2016
214022 2200074726 05/12/2016|USD 19,534 .61 | ACCELERATED TECHNOLOGY LABORATWEST END NC 05/17/2016
2is023 - 2200074720]05/13/2016|U8D 2,759.16{ ACCURATE. AIR ENGINEERING IRC CERRITOS Ch 05/18/2016
214024 2200074712 05/12/2016|USD 2,817.20|AIRGAS WEST INC PAZSADENA CA 05/16/2016
214025 - 2200074756 | 05/12/2015|05D 4,B72.46]ALLABEN CONSULTING LLC REDMOND HA " los/iB/2018
214026 2200074743|05/12/2916| 08D 80.00| AMERICAN SOCEETY OF CIVIL ENGIRIVERSIDE CA 0s/23/2018
214027 2200074745|05/12/2016|USD 1,673.13| AUTQZORE INC ATLANTA GA gs/20/2016
214028 2200074703|05/12/2016|USD 430.40|BEAR STATE PUMP & EQUIPMENT COOWTARIC CA 0s/18/201¢
214029 2200074733|05/12/2016]USD 100.00|BOWMAN, JIM W ONTARIO CA 05/18/201¢€
214030 2200074735|05/12/2016|USD 358.59|BRAY SALES SOUTHERN CA ONTARID CA 05/23/201¢
214931 Z200074704]05/12/2016{USD 516.36|BRITHINREE ELECTRIC OOLTON CR 05/17/2018
214032 2200074766 05/13/2016|USD 5,325, 06| BURRTEC WASTE INDUSTRIES INC FONTARA CA 05/19/2016
214033 2200074749 05/12/2016{USD 1,075.00| BUSINESS & LEGAL RESOURCES BRENTWOOD TN. 05/17/2016
214034 2200074717|05/12/2016|USD 409.00|CALIF WATER ENVIRONMENT ASS50C QAKLAND CA 05/31/2016
214035 2200074748| 05/1242018|USD 14,221.21|CALIFORNIA WATFR TECHNOLOGIZS,SASADENA CA 05/16/2016
214036 2200074774|05/12/2016|USE 285.39|CAMACHO, MICHAEL CHINO RILLS CA 05/20/2016
214037 2z00074772| 05/12/2016|USD 58.32|CAMPOS, JESSE CHING HILLS CA 05/26/201%
214038 2200074771|05/12/2016|USD 71.44|CHOU, RONALD CHINO HiILLS CA 05/24/2016
214033 2200074734|05/12/2016) 08D 3,505.10|CINTAS CORPORATICN LOCHLSC PHOENIX AZ 05/19/2016
214040 2200074758|05/12/2016]USD 3,001.12|CITY OF CHINO CHING CA 0s/17/2016
214041 2200074705|05/12/2016|USD 25.51|CITY RENTALS INC ONTARIO CA 05/18/2016
214042 2200074730|05/12/2016| 08D 16,134.75|C5-AMSCD HUNTINGTON BEACH CA 65/17/2016
© 214043 2200074760/ 05/12/2916|USD 55.20 | CUCAMONGA VALLEY WATER DISTRICLOS ANGELES CA 05/17/2016
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212044 22080074706{05/12/2026]USD 9,068.07|CATATORK COMPANY, THE LOS ANGELES CA 05/19/2016
214045 22600747381 05/12/2016{BSD 375.06|DAVE'S PLOMBING CHING- HILLS CR 05/17/2016
214046 2200074741|05/12/2016 |(USD 815.36 | DMG MANUFACTURER 'S REPRESENTATORANGE CA 05/17/20186
214047 2200074742 | 05/12/2016{USD 813.50|DOWNS ENERGY CORONA CA ) 05/17/2016
214048 2200074725|05/22/2016 |USD 44,344.96|DUDEX & ASSOCIATES INC ENCINITAS CA 05/18/2016
2.4049 2200074723{05/12/2015{0UBD ~399.96|E Z PARTY RENTALS FOMCHA CA ‘los/17/2016
214050 2200074732|05/32/20.6|USD 180.00 |EATON, PAUL MONICLAIR CA 06/09/2016
2714051 2200074731]985/12/2016|0USD 100.0¢{ZLROD, EARL CHING CA 05/19/2016
214052 2200074769]05/12/2016]USD 8,924, 0¢ | EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT DEFARTMSACRAMENTO CA 65/17/2016
214053 2200074744{09/12/2016 050 13,825,080 | EURDFINS EATON ANALYTICAL, INCCRACEVINE TX los/17/20i6
214054 2200074751 05/12/2016{05D 37,969.06| FERRETRA COASTAL CONSTRUCTION DRANCHEURG NJ 05/317/2016
214055 2200074707 05/22/2018{USD 400,54 FISHER SCIERTIFIC TOS ANGELES Ch ¢5/16/2016
214056 2200074715 05/12/2016{USD 170.56 | FONTANA AERALD NEWS FONTANA CA 05/18/2016
214087 2200074768 05/12/2016 (USD 976.72 | FRONTIER OOMMUNICATIONS .CORP CINCIMNATI OR 05/18/2015
214058 2200074713]05/12/2016|USD 1,146,24|GRAINGER PALATINE IL 05/17/2016
224059 2200074775|05/12/2016 | USD 124.79|HALL, JASMIN CHINO HILLS UR 05/16/2016
214060 2200074708|05/12/2016|USD 552.38 | HARRINGTON INDUSTRIAL PLASTICSCHING CA 05/17/2016
2149561 2200074753 | 05/12/2016|USD 1,171.80|HEIDER ¥NSPECTION. GROUP SAN RAMON CA 05/18/2018
214062 2260074709 05/12/2016[USD 246.17|HOME DEFOT CREDIT SERVICES DES MOINES IA 05/20/2016
214063 2205074776 | 05/12/2016|USD 27.8% | JEEFREYS, SUMMER CHINO HILLS CA 06/13/2016
214064 2200074719 05/12/2016{USD 204.99| KONICA MINOLTA BUSINESS SOLUTIPASADENA Ch 05/18/2016
214065 2200074767 065/12/2015|USD 903.61|LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS I1( DENVER OO 05/1B/2016
214066 2200074754 06/12/2016|USD 7.387.2¢|L1ON PRESS MARKETING RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 05/18/2016
214067 2200074755) 65/12/200¢ | USD 2,540.04 | MANAGED MCBILE INC PLACENTIA CA ) 05/17/2016
214068 2200074747|05/12/2016|0SD 750.00 | MICHARL, J KOLODISNER LAGUNA HILLS CA 05/25/2016
214069 2200074716| 05/12/2016 | 08D 1,114.27|MI5CO WATER FOOTHILL RANCH CA - 05/18/2016
214070 33200074727|05/123/2016|USD 145.00|NATIONAL BUSINESS INVESTIGATIOMURRIETA CA 05/18/2016
214071 2200074755 | 05/12/2016]USD 1,980.64 | ONTARIO MUNICIPAL UTILITIES COOKTARIC CA 05/16/2016
214072 2200074757| 05/12/2016 | USD 386.85|PATRICIA KELTNER RANCHC CUCAMONGA CA 05/24/2016
2140673 2200074736{05/12/2016|USD 100,00 |ROGERS, PETER J CHINO HILLS ChA 95/24/2018
214074 22008074740 05/12/2016|USD 2,327.B0|RUTAN & TUCKER LLP COSTA MESA CA ¢5/17/2018
214075 2200074722 65/12/2016|USD 3,000.00|5AN BERNARDING COUNTY SAN BERNARDING CA. 65/2072016
214076 2200074752(05/12/2016[USD 100.00 | SANDOVAL, JESUS 1 FONTANA Ch 05/23/201¢
214077 22000747731 05/12/2016|USD 74.12 | SCHERCK, JOHN CHINO HILLS CA 06/0372016
214078 2200074761|05/12/2016|USD 2,155.81|S0 CALIF EDISON ROSEMEAD CA 05/20/2016
214079 2200074762 05/12/2016|USD 41,469.16|5C CALTP EDISON ROSEMEAD CA 05/17/201%
214080 2200074763 05/12/2016|USD 200.85|4¢ CALIF GAS MONTEREY PARK CA 05/20/2016
214682 2200074718{05/12/2016[USD 55.00| STATE WATER RESQURCES CNTRL BRSACRAMENTO CA 05/19/201¢
214082 2200074746{05/12/2016|USD 100.60|{5TONE, DEBRA KAYE UPLAND CA
214083 2200074770{05/12/2016]U8D 55.08 | TRAUGOTT , JEFF CHINO HILLS CA 05/18/2016
214084 2200074724 [05/12/2016{USD 92.00{U 5 HEALTHWORKS MEDICAL GROUP LOS ANGELES Ca 05/16/2016
214085 2200074721 05/12/2016{USD §74.48 | WASTE WMANAGEMENT OF LOS ANGELES CA 05/18/2016
24086 3200674714[05/12/2016}USD 275,00 | WATER ENVIRONMENT FEDERATION EOSTON MA 05/16/2018
214087 2700074728]05/12/2016USD 1,090, 60| WORLDWIDE EXPRESS ALBANY NY 05/17/2016
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214088 2200074735%|065/12/2016|USD 1,131.95|ZAPPTA LAW FIRM LOS ARGELES CA 05/18/2016
214089 2260074801|05/12/2016|USD 50. 00| CONSECO LIFE INSURANCE ‘COMBANYATLANTA GA' 05/19/2016
214090 2200074798|05/12/2016|USD 43 .20 {SRAINGER FALATINE IL 05/17/2016
214091 2200074798|05/12/2016|USD 222.45|HOMR DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES DES MOINES IA 05 /20/2016
214092 2200074800|05/12/2016|USD 70.98| PERS LONG TERM CARE PROGRAM PRSADENA CA 05/17/2016
214093 2200074821 05/17/2016|USD 147.63|CARL H TAYLOR I CRYSTAL RIVER FL 65/24/2016
214094 22000749820} 05/17/2016|USD 394.00|CITY EMPLOYEES ASSOCIATES LONG BEACH CA 05/24/2015
214095 4260074815} 05/17/2016|USD 41, 054,71 | CONSERY CCNSTRUCTION. INEC MURRIETA CA- 05/24/3016
214096 220007481%}05/17/2016|USD 300,00 | FRANCHISE TAX BOARD SACRAMENTO CA 05/065/2018
215057 2205474818 |05/17/2016{USD 6G.0C | ITHIAND EMCIRE INTTED WAY RAMCHD CUCAMENGA. (R 65/23/2016
214098 2200074822|05/17/2016|UsD 258.00 |MARIA FRESQUEZ LAS VIGAS KV 06/01/2016
214089 - 2200074816|05/17/2016|USD’ 283.62 | 2KERIFF'S COURT SERVICES SAN BERNARDING CA 05/24/2016
214100 2200074860|05/19/2016|USD 147.27 | ACCURATE AIR ENGINEERING INC CERRITOS CA 05/25/2016
214101 2000074845]05/19/2016|USD - 3,119,75|AIRGAS WEST. INC PASADENA CA 05/23/2016
214102 22000748B0]05/19/2016[USD 5,000.00|ALPERT A WEBB ASSOCIATHS RIVERSIDE CA 05/36/2016
214103 2200074902|05/19/2016 [ USD 84,901,686 | ALLTSON MECHANICAL, INC. REDLANDS Ch 05/28/201E
214104 2200074919|45/19/2016{USD 45.76|ARELLANO, TONY CHINO HILLS CA 05/25/2016
214108 2200674890|05719/2016|USD 11,210.40 | ASAP INDUSTRIAL SUPFLY FONTANA CR 05/25/2016
214106 2200074895|05/19/2016 |USD £8.47[AUTCZONE INC ATLANTA GA 05/25/2016
214107 2200074903 |05/19/2016|USD 1,900.57|BILL'S TRUCK REPATR INC. RZUSA.CA
214108 2200074832(05/15/201€|USD 2,866.27|BRITHINEE ELECTRIC CGLTON CA 05/24/2016
214159 2200074886 05/19/2016|USD | &, 000.00}CALTFORNIR STRATEGIES LLC SACRAMERTC CA 05/27/2016
214110 2300074899|05/19/2016|USD 7,316.1B |CALIFORNIA WATER TECHNOLOGIES,PASADENA CA 05/26/2016
214111 2200074862|05/19/3016|USD 204 .55 | CALOLYMPIC SAFETY COROMA' CA 65/24/2016
214112 2200074954 |05/19/2016}USD 439.902 | CAMACHO, MICHALL CHING HILLS CA 05/26/2016
2143113 2200074 865) 85/19/2016|08SD 16,333 .50 | CAROLLG EMGINEERS SACRAMENTO CA ‘los/faT/2016
214114 2200074912(05/19/2016|U8D 49.57| CARRUTHERS, ANDREA CHINO HILLS CA
‘214115 2200074875 05/18/2016 |USD. 423.00]CAhSC ERGINEERING AND CONSULTIKCOLTON CA 05/27/2016
214116 2200074862]05/19/2016|USD 286.10|CDW GOVERWMENT INC CRICAGO IL 05/26/2016
214117 2200074833{05/19/2016|USD 1,486.00|cH2M HILL DALLAS TX 0542542036
214118 2200074863 05/19/2016{USD 15.0C|CHINO VALLEY CHAMBER OF COMMERCHING CA 05/27/2016
214179 2700074634 05/19/2018|USD " 58,77|CITY RENTALS INC ONTARIO Ch 05/26/2016
214120 22000745593{05/19/2016|USD 27,119.00|CIVIC FUBLICATIONS INC LA VERNE CA 05/24/2018
214321 2206074872105/19/2016 |USD 355 21(CK & B URITED CORP BARBOR CITY CA 05/25/2016
214122 2200074900{05/19/2016|USD 950.76}D & H WATER SYSTEMS INC OCEANSIDE CA 05/25/2016
214123 - 2200074 204| 05/19/2016|USD 643.70 | DAVIS BARBER PRODUCTIONS IRC FULLERTCN CA 05/24/201%
214124 2200074905{05/19/2016 | USD 1,088.6%|DXP ENTERPRISES INC HOUSTON TX 05/24/2016
214125 2300074872 | 05/19/2016|USD 5,039.07|E Z PARTY RENTALS POMONA CA 0S/24/2016
214126 2200074916(05/19/2016|USD 1,653.55|ELIE, STEVE CHING HILLS CA 0s/31/4016
214127 2200074896 | 08/19/2016|USD 1,194.80 | ENVIRORMENTAL, SCIENCE ASSOUIATSAN FRANCISCO CA 05/25/2616
214128 2200074894 05/19/2016)USD 135.00| EUROFINS EATON ANALYTICAL, INCGRAPEVINE TX 05/24/2016
212129 2200074826|05/15/2016|USD 249.67|FISHER SCIENTIFIC LOS ANGELES Ch 05/23/2016
214130 2200074856[05/19/2016|USD 272.02| FONTARA HERALD NEWS FONTANA CA 05/26/2016
214131 2200074898|05/19/2016]USD 500.00| FONTANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICFONTANA CA -
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214132 2200074911 05/18/2016{USD 5,375.08| FRONTIER (OMMUNICATIONS CORP CINCINKATI OH 05/25/2016
232133 2200074876 |05/19/2015|0SD 9, 005.00|GULDEN STATE LAROR {OMPLIANCE PRLMDALZ (A 06/02/2016
214134 22000745853 |05/19/2016{05D 280, 00| GOVERNMENT FIKANCE OFFICERS ASCHICAG0O IL
214135 2200074851 |05/19/2016 | UBD 2,370.10|GRAINGER PALATINE IL ' |os/z6/2016
214136 2200074928 (05/19/2016|USD 1,307.64(HALL, JASMIN CHINO HILELS CA 6 /08/20186
214137 2200074837 |05/219/2016|USD 742,45 | HARRINGTON INDUSTRIAL PLASTICSCHINO CA. 05/34/2018&
214138 2200074838 05/19/2016|USD 396.38 |HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES DES MOINES IA 05/26/2016
214133 2200074871|0S/19/2016|USD 548,24 |HORIZON TECHNOLCGY SALEM MH ' 05/24/201€
214140 2200074850|05/15/2016{USD 317.95}INTERSTATE BATTERY SYSTEM ALTA LOMA CA 06/02/2016
2ielel 4260074861 05/1%/2016|USD 224,5%2.90|F I SUEA CONSTRUCTION INC MALNUT CA o.s/z*:/aé:‘e
214142 220007483%|05/19/2016|USD 2,542.37|T G TCCKER & SON INC COVINA CA 05/27/2016
214143 2200074840 05/39/2016 |USD 50,392.54|J R FILANC CONSRUCTION CO. INCESCONDIDO ChA 05/2472016
214144 2200074888(05/19/2016(USD 1,150.00{JB'S POCLS & PONDS INC UPLAND CA 05/24/2016
218145 2200074841] 05/19/2016|0SD 1,635.41 | JENSEN INSTRUMENT CO AZUSA ChR 05/24720186
21£146 2200074842[05/19/2016{USD 126.71|JOHNSON POWER SYSTEMS LOS ANGELES CA 05/23/201¢6
214147 2200074852|05/19/3016|USD 1,9989,237|IWC ENVIRONMENTAL 1LOS BNGELES CA 05/24/2016
214148 2200074859|05/158/2016|USD Z,705.40{KONICA MINOLTA PASADENA CA 05/25/2016
214348 2200074513 |05/19/2016|USD 109.77{LETUILE, CHANDER .CHINQ HILLS CA 05/31/201¢
214150 2200074889|05/1.9/2016|0SD B16.50|MAILFINANCE INC CHICAHO IL 05/26/2016
214151 2200074887|05/15/2016|USD 11,031, 00 |MEYERS NAVE OARLAND CA 05/24/2018
214352 2200074897{05/19/2016|USD §30.50 |MICROMGE FHOENIX AZ 05/25/2016
214153 2200074879|0%/19/2016|USD 27,085,44 |MIKE BUBALD CONSTRUCTION GO TNBALDWIN PARK CA 05/2473016
214154 2200074846 |05/19/2016|UED 308.15|MISSION REPROGRAPHICS RIVERSIDE CA 05/24/2016
214156 3200074506 05/15/2016{ 05D ‘688.06 | MOORE INDUSTRIES INTERNATIANAINORTH HILLS CA. 05/25/2016
214156 2200074881{05/19/2016|USD 1,833,432 | NATIONAL CONSTRUCTION RENTALS PACCIMA CA 05/24/2016
214157 2200074892] 05/19/2016 |UBD 15000 | NATICNAL CONTRACT MANAGEMENT RAASHBURN VA 05/25/2016
214158 2200074857|05/19/2016 |USD 787,00 |NATIONAL SAFETY COUNCIL ITASCA IL 05/26/2016
214159 2200074835|057/19/2016|USD '80.35|OFPICE. DEPOT LOS ANGELES GA 05/23/2016
214160 2200074907105/19/2016|USD 3,142,64|ONTARIO MINICIPAL UTEILITIES COONTARCO CA 05/23/2016
212161 2200074849|05/19/2016|USD 1,802.8%{ PETE'S ROAD SERVICE FULLERTON CA 05/25/2016
214162 2200074855 05/19/2016|USD 350.43| PHELPS INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS INCELXRIDGE MD 05/24/2016
214163 2200074917} 05/19/2016|USD 44.28| PIVOVARDFP, JASON. CHING HILLS CA c5/24/2018
214164 2200074877(05/19/2016{USD 2,285,19| PLUMBERS DEPOT INC HAWTHORNE CA 05/26/20186
214165 2200074915| 0571372016 |USD - T 297.00] POMPA, JESSE CHINO HILLS TA 05/24/201¢
214166 2200074685 05/19/2016|USD 207.60 | PRIORITY NEOPOST TORRANCE CA 05/25/2016
214187 4260074868 |05/19/2016|U8D 136.08|RED WING SHOE STORE. CORONA CR 05/25/3b16
214168 2200074867|05/19/2016|USD 1,060.87|RED WING SHOE STORE DPLAND CA 05/31/2016
214169 2200074843|05/19/2016|0SD 4,046, 92| ROYAL WHOLESALE ELECTRIC ORANGE CA 05/24/2016
2141790 2200074882|05/19/2016,USD 123.71|RSD LAKE FOREST Ch 05/24/2016
214171 2200074848|057/19/2016 |USD 426.00{SCUBA SCROOLS OF AMERICA MONTCLAIR CA 06/13/201¢6
214172 2200074883]05/19/2016| 09D 9,001.25]8CW CONTRACTING CORPORATION FALLBROGK CA 05/27/201¢6
214173 2200074858 05/19/2016|USD: 306 .16 | SIGMA-ALORICH INC ATLANTA GA 05/25/2016
214174 2200074892{a5/19/2016|USD 11,693.25|SINNCTT, PUEBLA, CAMPAGNE & CULOS ANGELES CA 05/24/2016
214175 2200074844 |05/19/2016(USD 100.41(SMART & FINAL IOS ANGELES CA 0e/01/2016
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214176 2200074908]|05/19/2016{USD 160,675.03 |50 CALIF EDISON ROSEMEAD CA o05/24/2016
214177 2200074909 05/19/2016|USD 8,955,911 |50 CALIF GAS MONTEREY PARK CA 95/26f2016
214178 2200074874 05/19/2016|USD 1C,005.00| 8¢ CALIF SALINITY COALITION FOUNTAIN VAILEY CA 85/24/2816
214179 220¢0074R54|05/19/20160SD 122.53|S0UTH COAST AQMD LCS ANGELES CA 05/23/2016
214180 2200074884 05/19/2016|USD 9,%21.84|5UN WIRELESS SAN DIBGO CA 05/25/2016
214181 2200074878 05/19/2016|USD 55,337,37|SWRCE ACCOUNTING OFFICE SACRAMENTO CA '106/01/2016
215182 220007484%(05/19/2016[USD 181.20|TELL STEBEL INC LONG BEACH CA 05/26/2016
214183 2200074865 | 057/19/2016|USD 40.00|THREE VALIEYS MWD CLAREMONT CA -|o6/1zt2016
214184 2200074870 05/19/2016}USD 7,602.00{TOM DODSON & ASSOCIATES SAN BERNARDING CR 05/28/2016
214163 2200074054 ( 35/19/2016,08D. 125.00!TRI STATE ENVIRDHMENTIAL £AN BERNARDIND -CA 05/31/2018
214186 2200074901 05/19/2016| 05D 798.5¢|V3IT CORBULTING INC NAPERVILLE IL 05/24/2016
214187 2200074910(05/19/2016]05D° 444,41 |VERIZON BUSINESS ALBANY MY 05/24/2016
214188 2200075142{05/26/2016{USD 22,540.00|A & N TECHNICAL SERVICES, INC.ENCINITAS CA 06/01/2C14&
‘214189 . 2200075125 05/26/23016]|USD 490, 00| ADVANCED CHEMICAL TECHNOLOGY IRANCHD CUCAMONGA CA DE/02/2016
214190 2200075145]05/26/2016 08D 5,888,00)ATR MANAGEMENT INDUSTRIES INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 06/03/2016
224191 2200075070 | 05/26/2016{USD 2,576.15|AIRGAS WEST INC PASADENA-CA 05/21/2018
214192 2200075182|05/26/2026]USD 555,00 |ALMASRI, ADHAM CHINO HILIS CA 06/03/2016
214193 2200075146 |05/26/2016]|USD 1,050.00|ALS ENVIRONMENTAL DALLAS.TX 06/D6/2016
214194 2200075128 55/26/2016(TISD 96%9.94 | ALTA FOODCRAFT COFFEE ORMNGE CA 06/02/2016
224185 2200075085 05/26/2016|USD 187.00| AMERICAN CHEMICAL SOCIETY WASEINGTCN DC 06/06/20186
214296 2200075160|05/26/2016 |USB 239,14 | AMERTICAN HERITAGE LIFE INSURANDALLAS TX £6/07/2016
214187 2200075104 |05/26/2016|USD 272, 519,50 | AMERICAN MICROIMAGING LOS ANGELES CA™ |o6/o1r/2018E
214198 2200075170|05/26/2016|USD 350,00 ANGIER, RICHARD CHINO HILLE CA
214193 2200075183 | 05/26/4016c|UsD &4.35|ARAMBULA, BLANCA CHINO HILLS CA
214200 2200075174 | 05/26/2016|USD 350.00 |BARELA, GEORGE CHINO HILLS CA 06/03/3016
214201 2200875175|05/26/2016{USD 313.17|BARZON, GREG CHINO HILLS CA 06/02/2018
214202 2200075110|05/26/2016|USD 169.85|BAVCO LONG BEACH Ca 06/01/20186
214203 2200075102]05726/2016{USD 530.08 |ROGT BARN. INC IRVINE CA 06/07/2016
214204 2260075156]05/26/2016|USD 172,23 |BREIG, ANMA VICTORVILLE Ch 08/03/2016
214205 3200075186] 05/26/2016 | USD: 450,00 | BUCHANAN, JAMES CHING HILLS CA 06/13/20L6
224206 2200075141[35/26/2016|USD 9,975.00| BUSINESS CARD WILMINGTON DE 05/01/2016
214207 2200075031 |05/26/2016|USD 3,781.00|CALIF URBAN WATER CONSERVATIONSACRRMENIO CA. 06/03/2016
214208 2200075081|05/26/2016|USD 81.00|CALIF WATER ENVIRONMENT ASSOC OAKLAND CA 06/10/2018
214209 2200075139 05/26/2016 |USD 14,491.92| CALIFORNIA WATER TECINOLGGIES.PASADENA CA B&/01/2016
234210 2200075086 05/26/2016|USD 12,560.56|CEM CORP CHICAGD IL 05/31/2016
214211 2200075169 | 05/26/2016|USD " "§6.00|CHENG, TINA CHINO HILLS CA 06/01/2016
214212 2200075082|05/26/2016(USD 184 .60 |CHINO CREEK TOASTMASTER CLUB CHINO HILLS CA
214213 2200075178|05/26/2016|USD 203.56|CHOU, RONALD CHING HILLS CA 06/03/201%
2142314 2200075058{ 05/26/2016|USD 80.41|CITY RENTALS INC ONTARIC CA 06/03/2018
214215 2200075163 05/26/2016|USD 572 .55 COLQNIAL IIFE & ACCIDENT INSURCOLUMBIA SC 06/01/2018
214216 2200075120{05/26/2016{0USD 408.30]CPS HUMAN RESOURCE SERVICES SAN FRAWCISCO CA 05/31/2016
214217 2260075114]05/26/2016|USD 1,047.560[CS-AMELO HUNTINGTCN BEACH ChA 06/01/2016
214218 2200075119105/26/2016{USDB 5,155.65({CUMMINS PACIFIC LLC LOS ANGELES CA 05/31/32016
2142319 2200075130 05/26/2016USD 539.72|CAVID WHEELER'S SEST CONTROL, NORCO CA £6/03/2016
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214220 2200075184 |05/26/2026{USD 150,00} DELGRDO, WELSON CHIND HILLS CA 06/08/2016
214223 4200075101 05/26/2016|0SD g2.00| DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND SACRAMENTC CA 06/06/2006]
214222 2200075150|05/26/2016(USD 267.61|DXP ENTERBRISES INC HOUSTON TX 05/31/2016
214223 220600751688)| 05/26/2016|VED 422.45|DYER, BANIEL CHING HILLS ChA 06/02/2016
214224 2200075145%|05/26/2016|USD 47,025.00 | ECOTECE SERVICES INC MONROVIA CA 06/02/2016
214225 2200075135 | 05/26/2016| USD 223.55 | ELECTRO-CHEMTCAL DEVICES, INC ANANETM CR -|nsyozs2016
214226 2200075079 05/26/2016|USD 550.85 | EMEDCD INC BUFFALO NY 06/06/2016
214227 2200075107 05/26/2016|USD 1,668.75| ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING SBANTA ANA CA L .
214228 2200075134|05/26/2016|USD 130.00 | EUROFINS EATON ANALYTICAL, INCGRAPEVINE TX 06/01/2016
218229 2200075167|05/26/2015T5D 2,230.52 | FIDELITY SECURITY LIFE IRGURANCINCINMATI O ds,"e_:/zels
214230 2200075108|06/26/2016|0SD 1,275.0C]GOLDEN STATE LASBOR COMPLIANCE PALMDALE CA
Z14231 2200075075} 05/26/2016|USD "1,358.73 | GRAINGER. EALATINE IL 06/01/2016
214232 2200075195)05/26/2016|USD 140.74 |GRIJALVA, SHARON ACOSTA CHIND HILLS CA 06/10/2016
214233 2200075169|05/26/2016|USD 1a.83|GRINDGSTAFF, PHILIP JOSEPH CHINO HILLS CA 06/13/2016
214234 2200075191]05/26/201E|USD £5.08 |HALL, JASMIN CHINC HILLS CA 0&/0B/2016
214235 2200075060 05/26/2016 |USD 21,395.93 | HARRINGTON INDUSTRIAL PLASTICSCHING CA Jess01/2018
214236 2200075159|06/26/2016|USD 469.46] HOBBS, DIANA APPLE VALLEY CA 06/03/2016
214237 2200075181 85/26/2016 |USD 350 .00 |HOLGUIN, GABRIEL CHINO HILLS CA 06/01/2018
214238 2200075061 05/26/2016|USD 2,901.71|HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES DES MOINES IAa 06/03/2016
214239 23200075157[05/26/2016|USD 469.46 |HORNE, WILLIAM YUCCA VALLEY CA 05/07/2016
214240 2200075095 65/26/2016|USD 214.04 | INDUSTRIAL SUPELY COMPANY ONTARIO CA 06/01/2016
214241 2200075155| 05/96/2016[USD 76,768.72 | INLEND BIOENERGY LLC FONTANA CA 06/03/2016
214242 2200075115[05/26/2016 USD 6,500.00| INNOVATIVE FEDERAL STRATEGIES WASHINGTON DC 06/02/2016
214243 2200075073 | 05/26/2016]|USD - 441.26|INTERSTATE BATTERY SYSTEM ALTA LOMA CA 0640372016
214243 z200075062|05/26/2016|USD 200.13|J G TGCKER & SON INC COVINA ChA 06/03/2016
214245 2200075195 05/26/2016|USD 76.57| JAHN, JSRRY CHINO -HILLS €A 05/D6/2016
224246 2200075124{05/26/2016 |USD 1,150.00|JB'S POCLS & PONDE INC UPLAND CA 06/01/2016
214247 2200075077| 8572672016 [UsSD 19,450.24|JWC ENVIRONMENTAL. LO ANGELES CA 06/01/2016
214248 2200075088 |05/26/2016|USD 291.61| KONICA MINOLTA PASADENA CA ¢5/31/2016
SZ14249 2200075087|05/26/2016|USP 2,510.55] KONICA MINOLTA BUSINESS SOLUTIPASADENA CA £6/02/2016
214250 2200075121} 05/26/2016|USD €,000,00|LAMAR COMPANIES BATON ROUGE LA 06/01/201%
214251 2200075166| 06/26/2016|USD 328.80|LEGALSHIEID ADA OK DE/0ESf201E
214252 2200075192} 05/26/2016|USD 350.00| MARTINEZ, MILENA CHINO HILLS CA D&/02/20L6
214353 2200075090 | 05/26/2016(USH 680.36 | MCMASTER-CARR SUPPLY OO CHICASO IL 06/01/2016
214254 2200075123 06/26/2016| 08D 345 .89 |MEDRANOQ, ABEL CHINO HILLS CA 06/01/2916
214255 2200075177|05/26/2016|USD 350.00|MELLIN, JOHN CHINO MILLS CA. 06/02/2016
214256 2200075136 05/26/201€|USD 10,B00.00|MICRCARGE PHOENIX AZ 06/02/2018
214287 2200075156 05/26/2016|0SD 716.06|MILLER, ELMER L BLUE JAY ChA 06/07/2018
214258 2200075197|06/26/2016|USD 300.00 [MCFFATT, RAIMUNDO UPLAND CA ) v6/07/2016
214259 2200075109 05/26/2016|USD 12, 000.00 | NATTIONAL THEATRE FOR CHILDREN MINNEAZOLLS MW 06/02/2016
214260 2200075190|06/26/2016|USD 134.95|NELSON, ADIJE CHINO EILLES CA 06/08/2016
214261 2200078165 |06/26/2016 | USD 115,00 NOH, BRIAN CHINO HIILS CA 06/01/2016
214262 £2200075059{05/26/2016|USD 2,657.15|OFFICE DEPOT LOS ANGELEE Ch £5/31/2016
14263 2200075103 |05/26/2016|USD 17a.50|OLSCN HAGHEL & FISHBURN LLP SACRAMENIC CA c6/01f2016
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214264 2200075165[05/26/2016|USD 70.98| FERS LONG TERM CARE PROGRAN FASADENR CA 06/02/2016
214265 220D075072[05/26/2016|USD €,566.17|PETE'S ROAD SERVICE FULLERTON CA 06/02/2016
214266 2200075074 05/26/2016|UsD 201.15|PETTY CASH EXPENDITURES CHINZ CA 06/03/2016
214267 2208075113|05/26/2026 08N 2,797.28 | PLUMBERS DEPOT INC HAWTEOURNE (A 06/01/2016
214268 2200075080|05/26/2016[USD 11,548, 04| POLYDYKE INC ATLANTA GA 06/02/2016
214269 2200075106|08/26/2016|USD 3,681.16| PONTON INDUSTRIES INC YORBA LINDA CA | os/q672016
214270 2200075147|05/26/2016|UsD 15,515.00| PRIORITY BUILDING SERVICES LLUBRER CA 06/02/2016
214271 2200075147| 05 /2642016 USD 299.99|RACEZ, JASCN CHINO HILLS Ch 06 /0672016
212272 2200075064|05/26/2016|USD 3,214.6%|RAMONA TIRE & SERVICS CENTERS HEMET CA 06/06/2016
2bu273 2200075143 [05/26/2016|USD 75,000.00|RAKD CORPORATION SANTA MONICL CA 66 /G2/2005
214274 2200075093 |05/26/2016 |USD £9.49|RED WING SHOE STORE CORONA CA 06/01/2016
214275 2200075092|02/26/2016|USD 947.65|RED WING. SHOE STORE UPLAND CA 06/02/2016
214276 2200075168|05/26/2016|USD 350,00 RIVERA, VINCENT CHINO HILLS CA 06/06/2016
214217 2200075065|05/268/2016 |USD 6,245.00 |RMA GROUP RANCHD CUCAMONGA Ch 06/0B/2016
214278 2200075113|05/26/2016|USD 46,153.20|RMC WATER AND ENVIRONMENT WALNUT CREEX ¢A 06/02/2016
214279 2200075066 )|05/26/2016 |USD 14, §66.12 |ROYAL WHOLBSALE ELECTRIC ORANGE CA 06/03/2016
214280 2290075117|65/26/2026|USD 37,2%|R5D LAKE FOREST CA 06/01/2016
714281 2260075122 05/26/2026 |USD 707.28 | SAFE-ENTRY TECHNICAL INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA CX DE/01/2016
274282 2200075115 05/26/2026|USD §25.00 | SAFETY MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS IRVINE CA 05/06/2016
214283 2200075100[05/26/2016|UED 2,670.00|SAN BERNARDING COUNTY SAN BERMARDING Ch - 06 /0672016
214284 2200075059]05/26/2016|USD 750.00|SAN BERMARDINO COUNTY SAN BERMARDINOG CA 06/08/2015
214285 2200075078|05/26/2016|USD 35,548, 0C | SAN BERMARDING VALLEY MWD SAN BERNARDING CA 06/13/3016
214286 2200075175|05/26/2016 |USD 111.00 | BARMIENTS, JESSICA CHINO HILLS CA 06/01/2016
214287 2200075176 05/26/2016|USD 115,00 | SAYAVONG, KEVIN CHIND HILLS Ch 06/13/2016
215288 22300075133} 05/26/2016|0SD 1,406.25|SCHEEVEL ENGINEERING LLC ANAHEIM CA 05/31/2016
234289 2200075146}05/26/2016|0SD ... 299.40|sCP SCIERCE CEAMPLAIN NY 06/03/2016
214290 2200075082} 05/26/2016|USD 53.78|SIGMA-ALDRICH INC ATLANTA GR 06/02/2016
214291 2200075068 05/26/2016 | USD - 263,59 SMART & - FINAL 10S ANGELES CA 08/02/2016
214292 2260675151|05/26/2016|0SD 458.74|50 CALIF EDISON ROSEMEAD CA 06/62/2018
214293 2200675152 | 05/26/2016 [USD 145, 446.27|80 CALIF EDISON ROSEMEAD CA 0a/01/2016
214294 2260075171]05/26/2016 |USD 53.58|S0LIS, RACHAEL CHINO HILLS CA
224285 2200075194] 05/26/2016 | USD 170.00|SPEARS, JIM CHINO HILLS CA 06/03/2016
2142%6 2200075116 |05/26/2016 |USD £,058.50|STANTEC CONSULTING INC CHICAGO IL 05/3a1/20186
214237 2200075084 05/26/2016|USD 5,562.12 | TELEDYNE INSTRUMENTS INC DALLAS TX D6 /06/2016
214298 22060075076|05/26/2016|USD 10,612.18|TETRA TECH INC DENVER €O 06/01/2016
214299 2260075138] 05/26/2016|USD 8,742.85|THE BRICKMAN GROUP LTD LIC CHICAGS IL | ‘|08 /02/2016
214300 2200075123] 05/26/2016{USD 799.65| THOMAS HARDER & CO INC ANAHEIM CA 06/09/2016
2314301 2200075058 05/26/2016 | USD 49,035.57|TOM DODSON & ASSGCIATES SAN BERNARDINO- CA 06/01/2016
214302 2200075140|05/26/2016|USD 350.00| TRIPEPZ SMITH AND ASSOCIATES, IRVINE CA 06/06/2016
214303 Z200075096)05/26/2016[USD 360.72|0 S HOSE INC ONTARIO CA 06/01/2018
214304 223000750594 |05/26/2016 | USD 28.00|U S I WORURN MA 06/01/2016
214305 2200075126{05/26/2016| USD 4,467,989 | UNIVERSAL PROTECTION SERVICE PASADENA CA 05/31/2016
214306 2200075131|05/26/2016|USD B,527.40|UPS PROTRCTION INC ANAHEIM CA 06/01/2016
214307 2200075137{65/26/2016|USD 11,583 .33 | UTILTDUEST LLC ATLANTA GA 0676372016
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214308 2200075180|05/26/2016{USD 350.00|VELARDE, MARIS CHINO HILLS CA 06/02/2016
214309 22000753153] 05/26/2016|9sD 54.88 | VERIZON BUSINESS ALBANY NY 06/02/2016
254310 2200075173)05/26/2016|UsSD 350.00|WELBORN, ROCKY CHING HILLS CA
214311 2200075083 | 05/26/2016 |UsD 73.00|WESTERN ANALYTICAL LABORATORIECKINO CA 06/02/2016
214313 2200075161 05/26/2016|USD 2,839.60 | WESTERN DENTAL PLAN ORANGE CA
214313 2200075127 05/26/2016|USD. 700. 00 WORKFORCE SAFETY MURRIKTA CA 0&/02/3016
214314 2200075144 | 05/26/2016|U8D 525.00|XER LIMITE) HULL
214315 3204075172 05 /26/20L6 | USD 83.20 | ZIEGENBEIN,  JEFF CHINC FILLS CA .
214316 2200075203{05/26/201€ (USD 147.63{CARL H TAYLOR II] CRYSTAL RIVER FL 06/02/201€
314217 2200075202 BS/26/20L0 | UED 224 27 | FRANCHISE TAY EDARD SACRAMENTO CM 06/05/3016
214318 2200075204 | 65/26/2026|usD 288.00|MARIA PRESQUEZ LAS VEGAS NV 06/01/2616
214319 2200075201|05/26/2018]UED 9,541.48|ROYAL WHOLESALE ELECTRIC ORANGE CA 06/03/2016

* Payment method Check usD 2,706,29B.56




Tetal of all entries creck Register 06/14/2026 [/ ©08:26:54

Usex : KMCCHRIS
Page: 11
Cte sk o ber LX07 FaymenL Pm=t Jate |Croy A cunn psid (FC) |Reoipd ntdvels veasmt code Enca v E4

P UsD %,706,29B8.56




Iniand Empire Utlil.Agency
Chino., CA
Company tode 13Q0

Check Register

06/24/2018
User:
Page:

J/ 08:27:31
KMCCHRIS
1

Bank CcER CITIZENS BUSINESS BANK ONTARIC CR S17618L00

dank Key 122234149

hoct number WCOMP 23115%25C

Plape S, e e 8
Cmezk nuiber SUOM te E.ym.ot pmnr. dace |[Crey Anaunc pard (FOI|R.gipic.ofvoeid rencn coda Erca./veid
04501 2200074777|05/04/2016|USD 83.2%|YORK RISK SBRVICES GROUP INC RANUHO CUCAHOKGA CA 05/04/2016
54502 2200074778 |05/04/2016|USD 112.17| YORK RISK SERVICES GROUE INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA: CA 05/04/2016
04503 3200074779 05/04/2016|USD 128.40|¥YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 05/04/2026
04504 230007478005 /04/2016|USD 139.57 | YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA. CA 05/04/2016
04505 2200074781 05/04/2016|USD 125.40|YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHD CUCRMONGA CA 05/04/2016
04506 2200074782|05/04/201&(USD 139,57| YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP IKC RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA D5/04/2016
04507 2200072785105/04/2016|USD 139.57|YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 05/04/2016

- 4508- 2200074784 65/04/2026]08D 408.65 | YORK: RISX SERVICES GROUP INC. EANCHO CUCAMONGE CA 0s/04/2016
04509 2200674785(05/04/2026|USD 139,57 YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHC CUCAMONGA CA 05/04/2016
44510 22500747861 05/64/2016(TUSD £08.00|YORE RIST SEQVICES CROUD IND RANCHC CUCRMDNSA £X o5/:10/2018
04511 2200074787|05/04/2016|USD 139.57| YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 05/06/2616
4512 2200074788[05/11/2016|GSD 1,417.14|YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 05/11/2016
04513 220007478905/11/2016 05D 34,705.36| YORK RISE SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHD CUCAMONGA CA 05/11/3016
g4514 2200074790|05/11/2016} 08D 3,812.25| YORK RISE SERVICEZE GROUP INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA p5/11/2016
04518 2200074791|05/11/2016}1USD 260.00|YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCEQ CUCEMONGA CA 05/16/2016
04516 2200074792|05/11/2016|USD 36, 00| YORK RISK SERVICES GROUZ INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA Ca 05/36/2016
04517 2200074793 |05/%1/2016 | USD 147.20| YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 05/16/2016
04518 2200074794 | 05/11/2016|UsD 152.0C|YORE RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHO CUCAMDNGA CA 05/16/2016
04519 2200074795{05/11/2016|USD 374.42|YORK RISK SERVICES GROGP INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 05/16/2016
04520 2200074796|05/11/2016|USD 293.65| YORK RISK SERVICHES GROUP INC RANCHEO .CUCEMONGA CA 05/16/2016
04521 22000745%32|05/18/2026|USD 128.33] YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCEO CUCAMONGA CA 05/18/2016
02522 2200074933|05/18/2016|USD §9.%9] YORE RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHO CUCEMONGA CA 05/18/2C16
04523 2290074934|05/18/2016|USD 98.47|YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RAKCHO CUCAMONGA CA 05/18/2016
04524 2200074935|05/18/2016 | usD . §9.59|YORE RISX SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 05/18/201¢
04525 2200074936}05/18/2016|USD 98,10 | YORK RZSK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA Ds/24/2016
04526 2200074237 |95/18/2016| 08D 1,243.10|YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHC -CUCAMONGA CA |osr24/2018
04527 2200074938[05/18/2016|USD S80.00| YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 05/31/2016
04524 2200074939 05/18/2016|0SD 188,560 | YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHO GUCAMONGA CA 05/24/2016
04529 220007494¢)05/18/2016 | USD 80.00|YORX RISX SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 05/27/2016
04530 2200074941|05/18/2016) 05D 216.00|YORK RISK BERVICES GROUP- INC RANCHC CUCAMONGA Ch 05/26/2516
04531 2200074542 05/18/2016USD 120.30|YORK RISK SERVICES GROJIP INC RANCHC CUCAMONGA CA 05/20/2018
D4532 2200074943|05/18/2016(USD 112.10 | YORK RISK SERVZCES GROUP -INC RANCHC CUCAMONGA-GA 05/20/2016
p4as533 2200074944|05/18/2016USD 1,089.53|¥ORR RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA CR
04534 2200075210| 05/25/2016[USD - 234.25|YOuR RISX SERVICES GROUP TNC RANCHC CUCPMONGA CA 05/25/2016
04535 2200075211} 05/25/2016|USD 87.30| YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA ¢5/25/2016
04536 2200075212 | 05/25/2016| UsD 112.10}YORK RISK SERVICES.GROUP INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 05/25/2016
02537 2200075213]65/25/2916|UsSD 124.81|YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 05/26/2018
04538 2200075214|05/25/2016| 08D 126.8% | YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP TRC RANCHC CUCAMONGA GA $5/27/2016
04539 22000675215 |05/25/2016]USD -,265.53|YORK RISX SERVICES GROUP INC RANCHC COCAMONGA CA
04540 2200075452 |05/31/2018]USD 98,47 | YORK RISK SERVICES GROUF RANCHC CUCAMONGA CA
045£1 2200075453 [05/31/2016|USD 139,50| YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP RANCHC CUCAMONGA CA
Das42 2200075454{05/31/2016|05D 112,10} YORX RISK SERVICES GROUP RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA

+ payment method Checks created manually vsh 51,B13,.38
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‘Report: ZFIR_TREASURER =~ - Inlahd Erpire Utilities: Agency “page 1
For 05/701/2016 ~ 05/31/2016 Treasurer Report : Date 06/14/201¢
‘Check Payee / Description . 77T :Amount
Wire  EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT DEPARTM
P/R 9 4/29 Taxes HR 0043500 9,068.62
P/R 9 4/29 Taxes HR 0043500 42,941.81
EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMS 52,010.43
Wire INTERNAL REVENUE' SERVICE® . s N B ER o
P/R.9 4/29 Taxes i:;: _ ) “;‘.gHR'; 0043500“ '272,398.94
: TNTERNAL, REVENUE SERVICE - l”{$*" 272,398.94
Wire  EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT DEPARTM
BP/R 10 5/13/16 Taxes HR 0043700 64,931.80
P/R 10 5/13/16 Taxes HR 0043700 11,665, 85
EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMS 76,597.65
Wire INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE' B R R S
P/R 10 5/13/16 Taxes i g 'HRi ‘ 0043700 . 376 910 55
. INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE :‘f’ﬂs”" 376;910.55
Wire  EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT DEPARTM
P/R DIR 005 5/13/16 Taxes HR 0043800 354.97
EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMS 354.97
Wire  INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE e
P/R DIR 005 5/13/16 Taxes P © . HR . 0043800 . 2,089.81
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE = & 2,089.81
Wire  BANK OF AMERICA NT&SA
P/R 10 5/13/16 EFT Direct Deposit 051316 819,572.22
BANK OF AMERICA NT&SA ] 819,572.22
Wire  BANK OF AMERICA NT&SA . AN ‘ :
P/R 5 DIR 5/13/16 EFT D:Lrect Depos:.t S -'_' 051316 DIR 944 .91
BANK OF AMERICA NT&SA e 7$7' 944.91
Wire  EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT DEPARTM
P/R 11 5/27/16 Taxes PR 11 5/27/16 963.57
P/R 11 5/27/16 Taxes HR 0043500 9,178.11
P/R 11 5/27/16 Taxes HR 0043900 46,554 .43
EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMS 56,696.11
Wire  INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE - o o . .
P/R 11 5/27/16 Taxes PR 11 5/27/16 5,357.27
P/R 11 5/27/16 Taxes y ol HR ijgoggssop ©..7283,497.14
St INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE = & . 288,854.41
Wire  BANK OF AMERICA NT&SA
P/R 11 5/27/16 EFT Direct Deposit 052716 667,298,97




Report: ZFIR ‘PTREASURER " ' -.Inland Bmpire Utilitieés: Agency “Page R
Por 05/01/2016 ~ 05/31/2016 Treasurer Report :  Date Ou/14/z016
Check. Payee / Description - - Amount
BANK OF AMERICA NT&SA 667,298.97
ACH AQUA BEN CORPORATION ‘ T B I Fra  m .
RP1-11,500 Lbg Polymer 750A - 34415 . 15,286.54
RP1-20,700 Lbs Polymer. 750A T.34408 . 27,515.76
DAFT-11, 500 Lbs Polymer 748E 34404 . 12,482.10
AQUA BEN CORPORATION ‘55 284 40
ACH CIEIGOYENETCHE GROSSBERG & CLO
3/16 United Water Works vs Mike Bubalc C 50769 3,110.00
3/16 IEUA vs Martin 50765 525.00
3/16 IEUA vs RP1 Ontario Airport Plume 50767 725.00
3/16 Watermaster 50770 1,311.00
3/16 General Legal 50764 22,579.56
Personnel Matter, IEUA Emplovee 50768 650.00
3/16 IEUA vs EM 50766 150.00
CIHIGOYENETCHE GROSSBERG & CLOS 29,050.56
ACH LASER LINE R i S
HQA- Brother TN4EO Toner Cartrldge 287086 "70.75
' LASER LINE 70.75
ACH SANTA ANA WATERSHED
March 2016 Truck Discharge 8811 517.94
SANTA ANA WATERSHED 517.94
ACH PEST OPTIONS INC - & CLTTE e 2 =
March 2016 GWR Weed Abatement Serv10es - 2BE904° 5,916.00
March 2016 Weed. Abatement Serv1ces . ol 256731 ©2,820.48
tPEST OPTIONS INC ' 8,836.48
ACH OLIN CORP
RP5-4,884 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2146351 2,676.43
TP1-4,746 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2150967 2,600.81
TP1-4,912 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2150168 2,691.78
CCWRP-2,994 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2150168 1,640.71
TP1-4,954 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2150413 2,714.79
TP1-5,004 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2147625 2,742,158
RP5-4,926 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2149213 2,699.45
TP1-4,942 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2149666 2,708.,22
RP4-2,992 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2149667 1,639.62
TP1-4,888 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2150968 2,678.62
CCWRP-4,5%22 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2127380 2,697.26
TP1-4,990 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2147378 2,734.52
TP1-4,962 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2148164 2,719.18
TP1-4,890 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2146864 2,679.72
RP4-2,998 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2146352 1,642.90
TP1l-4,998 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2145661 2,738.90
CCWRP-4, 904 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2145662 2,687.39
OLIN CORP 42,692.49
ACH  KAMBRIAN CORPORATION 7 REAS S
I188-Gov Config Mar Gt Mgmt L l0525 0 '4,307.00




Report: ZFIR TREASURER ~ Inland Enpire:Utilities: Agency- C o Spade
For 05/01/2016 ~ 05/31/2016 -“Treasurer Report = =  Date ‘06/14/201¢
Check Payee [ Description- . T pmount
I8S-Gov Config Mgr ClE Mgnt ' 10524 S0 4,307.00
Ies- Vlvtual Desktqp Access 3/16 3/17 3‘“19265 g T2, 137.50
 KAMBRIAN CORPORBTION. .. =  § " 10,751.50
ACH TRICO CORPORATION
0il Analysis P3€8B1 800.00
0il Analysis P3€877 148.00
01l Analysis P3€BT72 74.00
TRICO CORPORATION s 1,022, 00
ACH UNIVAR USA INC . = I o N = :
RP1-12, 635 Lbs Sedlum;Blsulflte oo, LAZ250313« 2 734 53
: IVAR USA INC N . Lo 8 g Sen 2 734 53
ACH SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC
Transducer 5600801463 1,611.989
SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC 8 1,611.99
ACH WEST COAST ADVISORS = - - o e ; 3
4/16 Prof -8Bves .. . 7. 10268 = 9,800.00
" WEST COAST ADVISORS s $,800.00
ACH SEAL ANALYTICAL INC
Hepa Filter, Pump Tubing 30417 279.70
SEAL ANALYTICAL INC $ 279.70
ACH SHELL ENERGY NORTH. AMERICA LP i I e ' T
3/16 Gas Cmmdty-Cote,1/16: Adg . 1100002880303 "2,873.40
3/16 Gas CQmmodlty Non- Core o s 2766811 , 12, 306 62
| 'BHELL ENERGY NORTH AMERICA LB §- 7 15,180.02
ACH AQUA BEN CORPORATION
RP2-18,400 Lbs Polymer 748E 34443 12,971.36
DAFT-9,200 Lbs Polymer 748E 34424 9,985.68
RP1-20,700 Lbs Polymer 750A 34425 27, 515 76
AQUA BEN CORPORATION L] 57,472.80
ACH  LASER LINE LA
HO-Sve HP PS DJ 5600 EN Plotter 28716 309'15
LASER LINE -y N 1 309. 15
ACH SANTA ANA WATERSHED
March 2016 Sexrvice BB 141,8792.00
SANTA ANA WATERSHED s 141,879.00
ACH GK & ASSOCIATES - INC . R
46-1141-3/16 Prof Svcs L .-16-021 21, ooo 00
46-1141- 3/16 Prof ‘sves o Y6-B25 18, 840 00
46-1141-3/16 Prof Sves 537 16023 6,160.00




‘Report: ZFIR TREASURER -+ Inland Empire Utilities: Agency < Page

For 05/01/2006 ~ 05/31/20?6 Treasurer Report = LN }Date'osfiéfzéls
check DPayes / Description - Amount
@K & ASSOCIATES INC & - g " 43,000.Q0
ACH ARCADIS U.S., INC.
WR16026-2/22/16-3/27/16 Professional Ser 0778591 71,722.41
ARCADIS U.S., INC. $ 71 722. 41
ACH SHELL ENERGY NORTH AMERICA LP - N - :
CCWRP/TP/RWPS-3/1-3/31 14950 Tlphn 12/1— 2046 3/16 21,083.92
RP2/RP5-3/1-3/31 16400 El Prado Rd 127/1- 2044 3/16 - 2,758.50
RP1-3/1- 3/31 2450 Phlla st 12/1 12}31 Ad 2042 3/16 ->44 370.31
“dWELL ENERGY NORTH AMERICA LP $ ' 68,212.73
ACH RP1 FUEL CELL LLC
RP1FuelCell-2/26-4/1 2450 Phila IEUA-16-03 82,131.13
RP1 FUEL CELL LLC 5 82,131.13
ACH ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST 457 - . . .0 - L :
P/R 10 5/12/16 Deferred Comp Ded ”53.;:_53 0043700 ‘u,114 387 99‘
{TCMA RETIREMENT TRUST 4E7 _' 's 14,387.99
ACH LINCOLN NATIONAL LIFE INS CO
P/R 10 5/12/16 Deferred Comp Ded HR 0043700 25,250.25
LINCOLN NATIONAL LIFE INS CO § 25,290.25
ACH IEUA SUPERVISORS UNION ASSOCIA - L R S
P/R 10 5/12/16 Emplyee Ded T:; S e_*zHR{ 0043700;;‘ 420,00
. TEUA SUPERVISORS UNION ASSOCIAS R 420. oo
ACH IEUA GENERAL EMPLOYEES ASSOCIA
P/R 10 5/12/16 Emplyee Ded HR 0043700 1,144.10
TEUA GENERAL EMPLOYEES ASSOCIAS 1,144.10
ACH 1EUA PROFESSIONAL EMPLOYEES AS * e PN R
P/R 10 5/12/16 Emplyee Ded 0043700,ji;; 460.00
' TEUA" pROFEéSIONAL EMPLOYEES A8S 460.700
ACH DISCOVERY BENEFITS INC
P/R 10 5/12/16 Ccafeteria Plan HR 0043700 2,957.64
DISCOVERY BENEFITS INC 5] 2, 957 64
ACH ICMA RETTREMENT TRUST 401 - .- - . -~ 5 RN L
P/R 10 5/12/16 Exec Deferred CGmp Ded -t 0043700 ;"r17 986 22
' " ItMA RETIREMENT TRUST 401 . 0§ . . 17, 986 .22
ACH IEUA EMPLOYEES' ASSOCIATION
P/R 10 5/12/16 Emplyee Ded HR 0043700 186.00

HR 0043800

12.00




‘Report:. ZFIR TREASURER - - Inland Empire: Utilities: Agency
For 05/01/2016 05/31/2016 Treasurer Report

pnge ..5-.:'._”.
" Date DE&E/147201%

Check . Payee /[ Descriptien .~

" “Amount
IEUA EMPLOYEES' ASSOCIATION & 198.00
ACH AQUA BEN CORPORATION , o S s
RP1~23,000 Lbs Polymer 750A 34466 . . 30,573.07
DAFT-2,300 Lbs Polymer 748E 34448 T 2,496.42
RP1-16, 100 Lbs Polymer 750A ) 34449ﬂw;;\_; -21t501.15
- " AQUA -BEN': CORPORATION:" g - . B4, 470.64°
ACH LASER LINE
Inv-Toner Cartridges 28721 1,431.41
LASER LINE S 1,431.41
ACH HDR ENGINEERING INC = - o~ : —_——
RP4~ 3/29/15 3/26/16 Prof’ Svcs = cOrros10 00271551 B'“""--u_lo 994 oo
”jﬁq5 o -HDR' ENGINEERING INC f'} :};§a | 2‘10,994.00
ACH WESTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRI
WR15001-3/1/16-3/31/16 3,350 Sprinkler N IEUA-1029 13,005.00
WESTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRIS 13, 005.00
ACH STRADLING YOCCA CARLSON & RAUT . ‘ B _
Series 2008B Bond Counsel Legal Fee, Exp 024244 0030/5 _ 25,000.00
. STRADLING YOCCA CARLSON & RAUTS . 25,0060.00
ACH INLAND EMPIRE REGIONAL
4/16 Biosolids 90C18076 282,848.22
INLAND EMPIRE REGIONAL $ 282,848,22
ACH PARSONS ‘WATER & INFRASTRUCTURE - = T TR o B IR
EN15028/EN16025 1/21 3/25 Prof sves . '15C43097“-- g 215 495 35
PARSONS WATER & INFRASTFUCTURE$ . 215,496.35
ACH OLIN CORP
RP4-2,998 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2153609 1,642.90
OLIN CORP 8 1,642.90
ACH  GK & ASSOCIATES INC e S
46-1141-3/16 Prof Sves ' i6- 922 "16,560.00
46-1141-3/16 Prof Svcs 16~ 026 22,375.00
46-1141-3/16 Prof 'Svcs, 16-024 11,616, 00
GK & ASSOCIATES INC™ ~ - .. % " 50;551. 00
ACH ADVANCED ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIA
Two Boiler and Two Fuel Permits 6987 7,200.00
ADVANCED ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIAS$ 7,200.00
ACH KAMBRIAN CORPORATION: E ' e
ISS-Win Rmt Dk Tp Lie,OLP Gov Exchng Li 10680 ©3,037.00

ISS-OLP Gov M$ Office 365 PEo+ Lic. - T10E8S6

1,022.40
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T Page V€
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g

Check. Payee / Description. - -

T amoiint

" KAMBRIAN- GORPORATION - e '4,059.20
ACH ESTRADA, JIMMIE J
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 469.46
ESTRADA, JIMMIE J $ 459 46
ACH LICHTIL, ALICE : B . e 5
Reim Monthly”Health Prem L 1223
 LICHTI ALICE 392,23
ACH MORASSE, EDNA
Reim Monthly Health  Prem HEALTH PREM 172.23
MORASSE, EDNA $ 172.23
ACH NOWAK, THEO T . . ‘ e DL
Reim Monthly Health Prem ° ‘ . " HEALTH PREM 469.46
. NOWAK, THEO T g  469.46
ACH SONNENBURG, ILSE
Reim Monthly Health Prem HERLTH PREM 172.23
SONNENBURG, ILSE $ 172.23
ACH  DYKSTRA, ~BETTY 5 | TUNPEY A Lo
Redim Monthly Health: Prem ' .HEALTH PREM L 192.23
DYKSTRA, BETTY 372723
ACH TORRES, ROBERT G
Reim Monthly Health Prem HERLTH PREM 469.46
TORRES, ROBERT G $ 469 .46
ACH MUELLER, CAROLYN ~ B _ .
Reim Monthly Health. Prem ' HEALTH PREM . 17223
= MUELLER, CAROLYN g T 172,23
ACH GRIFFIN, GEORGE
Reim Monthly Eealth Prem HEALTH PREM 172.23
GRIFFIN, GEORGE 8 172.23
ACH CANADA; ANGELA - .- SR o
Reim Monthly Health Premf': HEALTH ;PREM "7~ . 172,23
" cnﬂéba} ANGELA 5. Y 172.33
ACH CUPERSMITH, LEIZAR
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 172.23
CUPERSMITH, LEIZAR $ 172.23
ACH DELGADO-ORAMAS JR, JOSE




‘Report;: ZFIR TREASURER . - Inland Empire Utilities. Agency -~ Page T
For 05/01/2016 ~ oc/31/2015 Treasurer Report. Date 06/14/20626
‘Check ©Payee / Description . . Amount
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH”PREM __;f"““', 297. 23
' 'TDELGADO ORAMAS JR, JOSE g L 297 .23
ACH GRANGER, BRANDON
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 148.62
GRANGER, BRANDON $ 148.62
ACH GADDY, CHARLES L e T R . :
Reim Monthly Health Prem- - ~ HERLTH PREM: e 148.62
' GADDY, CHARLES L T g 148.62
ACH BAKER, CHRIS
Reim Monthly Health Prem HE2RLTH PREM 23.62
BAKER, CHRIS $ 23.62
ACH WEBB, DANNY C - e f
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 125,00
" WEBB, DANNY Y 125.00
ACE HUMPHREYS, DEBORAH E
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM l48.62
HUMPHREYS, DERORAH E $ 148.62
ACH MOUAT, FREDERICK W = ' S
Reim Monthly Health Prem ‘HEARLTH PREM ~ = 148.62
MOUAT, FREDERICK W $ 148,62
ACH MORGAN, GARTH W
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALLTH PREM 125.00
MORGAN, GARTH W $ 125.00
ACH ALLINGHAM, JACK | .~ . - SOTEVULT e .
Reim Monthly Health Prem- . :HEALTH PREM. - Sgee
" ALLINGHAM, JACK g 23.62
ACH MAZUR, JOHN
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 451,14
MAZUR, JOHN g 451.14
ACH RUDDER, IARRY . R o
Reim Monthly Health Prem“ ' HEALTH PREM 23.62
' RUDDER, LARRY' S 23.62
ACH INTERLICCHIA, RANDY
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 125.00
INTERLICCHIA, RANDY 8 125.00
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‘Check . Payee '/ Description’ ' ~“Amount
ACH HAMILTON, MARIA: - ST S
Reim mpnthlyzﬂealth Prem HEALTH PREM : 125.00
' ' HAMTLTON, MARTA. S gt 3 i25 00
ACH PICENO, TONY
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 172.23
PICENO, TONY s 172.23
ACH RAMOS, CAROL o _
Reim Monthly Health Prem ; HEALTH PREM . - 23.62
i RAMOS, CAROL. g 2362
ACH FISHER, JAY
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 125,00
FISHER, JAY $ 125.00
ACH KING, PATRICK e T
Reim Monthly Health Prem " HEALTH PREM 23.62
KING, PATRICK' = 23.62
ACH HOWARD, ROBERT JAMES
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEZLTH PREM 23.62
HOWARD, ROBERT JAMES 5 23.62
ACH DIETZ, JUDY . = o T s T L
Reim Monthly health Premr N . HEALTH PREM. ‘- . 125.00
- DIETZ, JUDY § S 125,00
ACH DAVIS, GEORGE
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 148.62
DAVIS, GEORGE $ 148.62
ACH MONZAVI, “TAGHI . i o sen pmow S
Reim Monthly Health Prem - HEALTH. PREM "~ ~23.862
' - .<MONZAVI TAGHT gl 23,62
ACH PETERSEN, KENNETH
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 172.23
PETERSEN, KENNETH 5 172.23
ACH  TRAUTERMAN, HELEN . "~ . -7 B N el T ,
Reim Monthly Health Prem A HEALTH PREM. - . 172 23
. TRAUTERMAN, HELEN O TR 172.23
ACH TIEGS, KATHLEEN
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 594,456
TIEGS, KATHLEEN & 594 .46
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Check
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" Hmovint

ACH

DIGGES, GEORGE

Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH DPREM 777.28
I bI&GS, GEORGE S T T
ACH HAYES, KENNETH
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 469.46
HAYES, KENNETH $ 469.46
ACH HUNTON, 'STEVE I N
Reim Monthly Health -Prem T 148,62
- HUNTON, STEVE .114B.62
ACH RCDRIGUEZ, LOUIS
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH FREM 148.62
RODRIGUEZ, LOUIS $ 148.62
ACH VARBEL, VAN e S
Reim Monthly Health Prem - - HEMALTH PREM - 543 .83
| YARBEL, VAN IR B 543,83
ACH CLIFTON, NEIL
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM
CLIFTON, NEIL $
ACH DELGADO, FRANCOIS = =~ - e o Bt WO
Relm Monthly Health Prém” - HEALTHPREM -
' ” ' DELGADO, FRANGOIS * ~ v | %
ACH WELLMAN, JOHN THOMAS
Reim Monthly Health Prem HELLTH PREM 543 .83
WELLMAN, JOHN THOMAS 8 543.83
ACH SPEARS, SUSAN N R S
Relm Monthly Health Prem , 23 62
]¢SPEARS SUSAN 23, 52”
ACH TROXEL, WYATT
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTE PREM 172.23
TROXEL, WYATT $ 172. 23
ACH CORLEY, WILLIAM . -~ - . - i T .
Reim Morithly ‘Health Prem . | . - HEALTH PREM- 451.14
. CORLEY, WILLIAM G, o oog Tl asiiaa
ACH CALLAHAN, CHARLES
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 340.15




Report: ZFIR TREASURER ~ *-

TInland Empire Utllltlﬁs Agency, Page - 10
For 0E/01/201€ © 05/31/2016 'Treasurer Report fDatefOofld/zclE
‘Check Payee ./ Description "Amount
CALLAHAN, CHARLES 3 340.15
ACH LESNTAKOWSKTI, NORBERT SR
RElm Monthly Health Prem HEALTH FREM 172,23
'“:LESNIAKOWSKI NORBERT = . . & . 172.23
ACH VER STEEG, ALLEN J
Reim Meonthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 465.15
VER STEEG, ALLEN J =S 465.15
ACH  HACKNEY, GARY . cip e .
Reim Monthly. Health Prem "HEALTH PREM - = @& ! 420,53
T*HACKNEY GARY $ ' 420.53
ACH CAREL, LARRY
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 23.62
CAREL, LARRY S 23.62
ACH TOL, HAROLD B
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM - 396.14
TOL, HAROLD - Mmoo 326.14
ACH BANKSTON, GARY
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 480, 05
BANKSTON, GARY ] 480, 05
ACH ATWATER, RICHARD o R
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 125.00
' ATWATER, RICHARD ' g ‘126,00
ACH FIESTA, PATRICIA
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 451,14
FIESTA, PATRICIA 8 451.14
ACH  DIGGS, JANET . . - - . Gl Cew
Reim Monthly Healthuﬁfém' " HEALTH "PREM .~ ' 502.28
" DIGGS, JANET SE -9p2.28
ACH CARAZA, TERESA
Reim Monthly Health Prem HERLTE PREM 146 .92
CARAZA, TERESA $ 146. 92
ACH ANDERSON, JOHN | - = . . T L
Reim Monthly Health Prem REM-- o 459-46
" ANDERSON, - JOHN & . 469.46
ACH SANTA CRUZ, JACQUELYN
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 706.98




‘Report: ZFIR_TREASURER" - TInland Empi¥e Utilities Agency® '~ Page’ ~-11'-" -
For 05/01/201¢ ~ 05/31/2016 ‘Treasurer Report Date 06/14/201¢
Check Payee / Description Amount
SANTA CRUZ, JACQUELYN $ 706.98
ACH  HECK, ROSELYN R Tl "R S
Reim Monthly Eealth Prem 'HEALTH PREM 23.62
" HBCK, ROSELYN - BN 23.62
ACH SCPICKI, LEO
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 297.23
SOPICKI, LEO 3 297.23
ACH HERNANDEZ, BENJAMIN .
Reim Monthly Health Prem 'HEALTH“PREM‘ .480.05
HERNANDEZ, BENJAMIN B 48005
ACH GOSE, ROSEMARY
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 125.00
GOSE, ROSEMARY 3 125.00
ACH KEHL, BARRETT ) Ll
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH . PREM 125 00
KEHL, BARRETT . 125 00
ACH RITCHIE, JANN
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 125.00
RITCHIE, JANN 5 125,00
ACH LONG, ROCKWELL DEE .. ° PR el
Reim Monthly Health. Prem HERLTH  PREM a 418 83
! 'LONG, ROCKWELL DEE g L 418,83
ACH FATTAHI, MIR
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEZLTH PREM 125,00
FATTAHI, MIR & 125,00
ACH. VERGARA, FLORENTINO . :- T
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEZLTH DPREM - 297 23
. "VERGARA FLORENTLND:f » s 297.23.
ACH WARMAN, RALPH
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEZLLTH PREM 172.23
WARMANWN, RALPH $ 172.23
ACH ROGERS, SHIRLEY - o LR g SR
Reim Monthly Health Prem = - HEALTH .PREM 172,23
. . ROGERS, “BHIRLEY gt 172,23
ACH WALL, DAVID
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Chedk ' Payee / Descripticm’ & i _Amount
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 271.92
WALL, DAVID ] 271.82
AcCH CHUNG, . MICHAEL AL . as .
‘Re;mAM@nth;y‘gealth-Prem .HEALTH PREM © 148, 52
CHUNG, MICHAEL g 1462
ACH ADAMS, PAMELA
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 172.23
ADAMS, PAMELA $ 172.23
ACH BLASINGAME, MARY — "
Relm Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM _ 962 66
ZJBLASINGAME MARY s 562.66
ACH ANDERSON, KENNETH
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 23.62
ANDERSON, KENNETH $ 23.62
ACH MOE, JAMES ' . .
Reim Monthly Health Prem . HERLTH PREM 23 62
MOE, JAMES $ 23.62
ACH POLACEK, KEVIN
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 706.88
POLACEK, KEVIN 5 706.98
ACH ELROD, SONDRA L e : ‘
Reim Monthly Health Prem “HEALTH  PREM . 271.92
- BLROD, SONDRA- - s 271.92
ACH FRAZIER, JACK
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 177.53
FRAZIER, JACK 8 177.53
ACH  HOAK, JAMES T R o
Reim Monthly Health Prem . BEALTH PREM- - 125.00
" HOAK, - JAMES s 125.00
ACH DEZHAM, PARTIVASH
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 146.92
DEZHAM, PARIVASH S 146.92
ACH FOLEY -III, DANIEL J. R T b _
Prem ‘HEALTH PREM . .. . 146.92

-VVFOLEY TIT; DANIEL T,

' 146.92
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ACH CLEVELAND, JAMES
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEATTH PREM 125.00
CLEVELAND, JAMES 8 125.00
ACH LANGNER, CAMERON. .- . S L
Reimn Monthly.Héaith Prem " HEALTH BREM- 845.41
. LANGNER, CAMERON s 845,41
ACH HAMILTON, LEANNE
Reim Monthly Health Prem HERLTH PREM 146.92
HAMILTON, LEANNE 5 146.92
ACH HOOSHMAND, RAY =~ - . CLoER
Reim Monthly‘Health Prem HEALTH. PREM- "~ ~125.00
HOOSHMAND, RAY ] 125.00
ACH SCHLAPKCHL, JACK
Reim Monthly Eealth Prem HERLTH PREM 125.00
SCHLAPKXOHL, JACK s 125.00
ACH POOLE, PHILLIP : T =
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM ‘ 177.53
POOLE, PHILLIP 5 177.53
ACH ADAMS, BARBARA
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 148.62
ADAMS, BARBARA 8 i148.62
ACH  RUESCH, GENECE . R u
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 458,68
. RUESCH, GENECE s 45868
ACH VANDERPOOL, LARRY
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 416 .27
VANDERPOOL, LARRY 5 416.27
ACH DECOITE, JOANN . _ g S
Reim Monthly Health Prem "HEALTH PREM 125..00
‘DECOITE, JOANN - e 0 125.00
ACH AMBROSE, JEFFREY
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 543.83
AMBROSE, JEFFREY S 543,83
ACH MERRILL, DIANE ... - . =" 7
* Reim Monthly Health Prem _ HEALTH PREM .~ . .. 271.92
L0 MBRRILL, (DIANE. - A LU 271,92
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ACH HOUSER, ROD
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 613.76
HOUSER, ROD 613. 76
ACH  RUSSO; VICKI f _ S -
Reim Monthly Health_Prem HEALTH PREM -° 146.92
" RUSSO, VICKI - 146.92
ACH HUSS, KERRY
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 418.83
HUSS, KERRY 418.83
ACH BINGHAM, GREGG N
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM , 581.98
BINGHAM, GREGG °n . 'Bg1.98
ACH CHARLES, DAVID
Reim Monthly Health Prem HEALTH PREM 125.00
CHARLES, DAVID 125.00
ACH YEBOAH, ERNEST . . g T
Reim Monthly Health Prem BEALTH PREM 125.00
YEBOAH, ERNEST - 125.00
ACH AQUA BEN CORPORATION
DAFT-2,300 Lbs Polymer 748E 34483 2,496.42
AQUA BEN CORPORATICN 2,496.42
ACH  LASER LINE =
RCA-HP Color Laserjet 4025DN Prlnter 28743 . 1,481.12
'LASER LINE' 1, 481 12
ACH SANTA ANA WATERSHED
2016-2017 Brine Line Permit Fees 8833 5,950.00
April 2016 Truck Discharge 8828 876 52
SANTA ANA WATERSHED 6, 826 52
ACH  UNIVAR USA INC e =
RP5-12,729 Lbs Sodium Bisulfite " TA22790% 2,755.
CCWRE- 12 993 Lbs Sodium Bisulfite . LA227221 32 812, 05
RP1-13,214 Lbs Sodium Bisulfite 7 -LAZ17850 - S 2, 859.87
PradoLS 12, 874 Lbs Sodlum Blsulflte QQLA228416 o . 2,786.36
. UNIVAR USA TNC 7 11,213.35
ACH PACIFIC PARTS & CONTROLS
OnSite Training f/Transfer Switch J402893 2,092.50
Credit 1 OnSite Training £/Transfer Swit C4031B2 1,046.25-
OnSite Training f£/Transfer Switch 1403183 1,000.00
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PREFERRED BENEFIT INSURANCE

‘Check Payee / Description - N ' Bmount
OnSite Training f£f/Transfer Switch I404860 1,046.25
PACIFIC PARTE & CONTROLS 3,092.50
ACH AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES
6/16 Wtr Quallty Gbnsult ‘
B SH K ' AGRTCULTURAL RESOURCES® "..6,000.00
ACH INVENSYS SYSTEMS INC
Inv-Intelligent Transmitters 93385510 3,356.52
Inv-PH/ORP Sensors 93386498 1,684.82
INVENSYS SYSTEMS INC 5,041. 34
ACH OLIN CORP o S ‘
TP1-4,944 Gals Sodlum Hypochlorite C 2181700 2,709,311
TP1-4,946 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite. CeBI%670F - 2,710.41
RP4-2,012 Gals -Sodium Hypochlorite - ~ 2156451 . "~ o 1,102.58
CCWRE-3, 002 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite: 2156449 1,645.10
RP2-1, BUS.Gals Sodlum‘Hypochlorlte ’ 12156708 990.78
TP1-4,698 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite - 2155864 2.574.50
RP4-2,948 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 21156756 ©1,615.50
TP1-5,002 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2155863+ "2,741.10
RP4-2,498 Gals Sodium Hypochlcrite 2155310 1,368.90
TP1-4,896 Gals Sodinm Hypochlorite 2156450 2,683.01
TP1-4,990 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 12155309 . 2,734.52
RP5-4,992 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite 2155308 - 2,735.62
TP1-4,892 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite +2154111 2,680.82
TP1-4,940:Gals Sodium Hypochlorite . . 2154110 2,707.12
TP1-4,956 Gals Sodium Hypeochlorite 72153610 2,718.89
TPl-4,934 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite .2153339 0 2,703.83
CCWRP-3, 006 Gals Sodium Hypochlorlte $ 2153338 - - 17647 ,29
TP1-4,942 Gals Sodium Hypochlorite' 2152812 - - o=e . 2,708.22
RP5-4,948 Gals Sodlum Hypochlorlte S 2152297 00 12,711.50
. OLTN CORE | : 43, 486" 00
ACH SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC
Ultrasonic Hand Programmers 5600821858 435,29
SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC 435.29
ACH TRICO CORPORATION - S g o B g
0il Analysis - . P36996 - - - 605.00
0il Analysis - C - P37184. 74,00
0il Analysig’ " PIM069 g o 681,00
" TRICO CORPORATION - 1,360.00
ACH RP1 FUEL CELL LLC
RP1FuelCell-4/1-4/29 2450 Phila TEUA-16-04 64,640.78
RP1l FUEL CELL LLC 64 640.78
ACH PREFERRED' BENEFIT - INSURANCE - T
5/16. Agency Dantal Plan TT""' ‘14,917 .40

14,517.40




Report:'ZFIR;IREASURER‘ “Tnland Empire Utilities: Agency--“*ﬁ?aée"'"16*-“~‘
For 0&8/01/2016 © 03/31/2015 Treasurer Report Date 06/14/2016
‘Check 'Payee / Deéscription’ = i Amount
ACH DISCOVERY BENEFITS INC
P/R 7, 8 & 9 Admin Fees 0000645298 -IN 137.75
DISCOVERY BENEFITS INC $ 137.75
ACH ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST 457 -~ - e T
P/R 11 5/27/16 Deferred Comp Ded HR k 1 0043900 ~ooTla, 022.49
- TCMA RETIREMENT TRUST:457. -Tfﬁsi 7 1a,022.49
ACH ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST 401
P/R 11 5/27/16 Exec Deferred Comp Ded HR 0043900 10, 045 14
TCMA RETIREMENT TRUST 401 $ 10, 046. 14
ACH LINCOLN NATIONAL .LIFE INS €0 - g el
P/R 11 5/27/16 Deferred Comp PR 11 5/27/16ig e, 400,00
P/R 1l 5/27/16 Deferred Comp Ded ,,,,, ,HRﬁ . 0043900 .. 22,709.92
LINCOLN NATTONAL LIFE: INS CO g 23,409, 92
Wire  PUBLIC EMPLOYEE'S RETIREMENT S
P/R 9 4/29 Deferred Comp Ded HR 0043500 14,674.16
PUBLIC EMPLOYEE'S RETIREMENT S§$ 14,674.16
Wire  STATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT hw;v‘,;“,;r . o
P/R 8.°4/29 - CHR 004350000 ~ 188,00
P/R 9 4/29 ?HR;; 004350,d_ 1,371.55
" $TATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT - ”"'$;i““' 1 1,589.55
Wire DUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SY
P/R 9 4/29 PERS HR 0043500 252,684.09
PURLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SY$ 262,684 .09
Wire PUBLIC EMPLOYEES® RETIREMENT § : ' ® o
5/16 Health ‘Ins- Reta.rees Board Employees 2006 5/16 238 500 98
PUBLIC EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT S$ 238 500 98
Wire PUBLIC EMPLOYEE'S RETIREMENT S
P/R 10 5/12/16 Deferred Comp Ded HR 0043700 17,137.91
PUBLIC EMPLOYER'S RETIREMENT S$ 17,137.91
Wire  STATE BGARD OF “EQUALIZATION SRR R
4/16 Sales Tax Dépés1t ' 23784551 4/16 0 5,654.00
STATE BOARD OF EQUALTZATION G $ " 5,694.00
Wire CALPERS
california Employer's Retiree Benefit Txr 5643527383-00 2,000,000.00
CALPERS $ 2,000,000.00
Wire  PUBLIC: EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SY.




‘Report:. ZFIR ‘TREASURER ' “+Thland Empire Utilities Agency ”’”*Eage7;-‘¢7-"“
“For 05/01/2016 ~ 05/3 1/2016 Treasurer Report © Date D6/14/201¢€

'Chééktnﬁéﬁeefi'béééfiﬁgiﬁn“mi”ﬁﬂ"uun'ﬁ LR B . . Amount

P/R 10 5/12/16 PERS o  }~5 . J.HHk /0043700 " ©1320,081.85

 PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYS$ = .. 320, 081.85

Wire STATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT

P/R 10 5/12/16 HR 0043700 1,253.40
P/R 10 5/12/16 HR 0043700 198.00

STATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT 3 1,451.40

Wire  STATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT: . (S LT e
P/R 11 5/27/16 .. . - HR - H043300

EM e O HR o 043900 198:00
P/R 11 5/27/16 .. SUHR 000439000

- = ==

- GTATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT -~ . & - -+ 1,451.40

Wire PUBLIC EMPLOYEE'S RETIREMENT S
P/R 11 5/27/16 Deferred Comp Ded HR 0043900 16,544.33

PUBLIC EMPLOYEE'S RETIREMENT S35 16,544.33

Wire  METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT o ym  r o IR T
March 2016 Water Purchase .W?' _ o B642 .o . 1y898,18B.07

METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT % - 1,898,188.07

Grand Total Payment Amount: $ 8,988,332.75




INLAND EMPIRE UTITLIES AGENCY

PAYROLL FOR MAY 27, 2016
PRESENTED AT BOARD MEETING ON JULY 20, 2016

lross PAYROLL cOSTS $1,186,871.97
DEDUCTIONS (§519,573.00)
dNET PAYROLL SSeU 18]
NET PAYROLL BHREAFKDOWN CHECES BFT TOTAL
CHECKS USED .

TRANSACTION PROCESSED 0 347 347
AMOUNT $0.00 $667,298.97 $667,208.97




INLAND EMPIRE UTITLIES AGENCY

PAYROLL FOR MAY 13, 2016

PRESENTED AT BOARD MEETING ON JULY 20, 20616

ﬁGROSS PAYROLL COSTS $1,453,051.02
IDEDUCTIONS ($633,478.80)
NET PAYROLL $819,572.22
NET PAYROLL BREAKDOWN CHECKS EFT TCTAL
CHECKS USED -

TRANSACTION PROCESSED 0 346 346
AMOUNT $0.00 $819,572.22

$819.57222




ENLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY

RATIFICATION OF EQARD OF DIRECTORS

PAYROLL FOR MAY 13, 2016
PRESENTED AT BOARD MEETING ON JULY 20, 2016
DIRECTOR NAME GROSS PAYROLL NET PAYROLL |

tMICHAEL CAMACHO $3,853.39 $1,371.88
ITERRY L. CATLIN $3,315.25 $1,126.57

STEVEN I. ELIE $3,415.25 $776.51
JASMIN HALL $1,747.04 $944.91
IGENE T. KOOPMAN $1,302.99 $0.00

TOTALS $13,633.92 $4,219.87

TOTAL EFTS PROCESSED 1

BEGINNNING CHECK NO. 105738

ENDING CHECK NO. 105741

TOTAL CHECKS PROCESSED &




IEUA DPIRECTOR PAYSHEET

MICHAEL CAMACHO
EMPLOYEE NO. 1140
ACCOUNT NO. 10200 110100 100000 501010

APRIL 2016
TYPE OF TOTAL
DATE MEETING ATTENDANCE | COMPENSATION
04-06-16 IEUA Board Workshop Yes $225.00
04-07-16 Southern Coalition/Inland No 5-0-
Caucus meeting
04-13-16 Public, Lepislative Affairs, & Yes $225.00
Water Resources Cotmmittee
Meeting
04-13-16 Engineering & Operations Yes (samc day) $-0-
Committer
04-19-16 Met w/O Gonzalez to discuss Yes $225.00
CVWM issuss
04-20-16 IRUA Bosard Meeting Yes $225.00
TOTAL REIMBURSEMENRT $900.00
(Up to 10 days of service per month per Ondinance No. 83, including ’
MWD meetings)
Total No, of Mectings Attended ’
Total No. of Meetings Paid 4
DIRECTOR | AN S
SIGNATURE \\" \Q‘E’* \' AR \ <3 v z’\o '«"‘-‘.‘\;x*:- AR

Approved by:

;

ok
A,

Lot

Terry Catl ’President, Board of Directors




DIRECTOR PAYSHEET FOR IEU A REPRESENTATIVE

ON MWE BOARD

MICHAEL CAMACHO
EMPLOYEE NO. 1140
ACCOUNT NO. 10200 110100 100000 501010

APRIL 2816
TYPE OF . TOTAL
BATE MEETING ATTENBANCE | COMPENSATION

04-05-16 OF & T Committee Telecon Yes $225.00
update

04-11-16 MWD Standing Conmitiee Yes $225.00

04-12-16 MWD other Committee Yes $225.00
Meetings and Board Meeting

04-26-16 MWD other Committee meeting | Yes (same day) 3-D-

04-26-16 MWD Strategic Discussion Yes $225.00
Retreat

04-27-16 MWD Strategic Discussion Yes $225.00
Refreat

04-28-16 MWD Spring Green Expo Yes $225.00

TOTAL REIMBURSEMINT $1,350.00 *

(Up to 10 days of service per month per Ordinance No. R3)

Total No. of Meetings Attended 7

Total No. ofMeeti.ugs Paid 6 -

DIRECTOR

SIGNATURE s%‘; nho ﬁ:\hs_k’u l’u 2 ‘)JL AL WOL\F\(L& A

Approved hy: < ‘”’ v J{i_"x, r
Terry (‘:aﬂ’
President, Boerd of Directors




DIRECTOR PAYSHEET FOR IEUA REPRESENTATIVE
ON REGIONAL POLICY COMMITTEE {ALTERKATE)

MICHAEL CAMACHO
EMPLOYEE NO. 1140

ACCOUNT NO. 10200 110100 100000 501010
APRIL 2016

TYPE OF TOTAL
DATE MEETING ATTENDANCE | COMPENSATION

04-07-16 Regional Policy Committee Mtg, | No $-0-

TOTAL REIMBURSEMENRT
Up to 10 days of service per month per Ordinance No. 73, $-0-
Section ] (d) (i.c., $128.08 - difference between Regionsl Policy

Comnittee ($100 00 and Apency meetings $225.00) including Agency
meetings

Total No. of Mectings Attended 0
Totel No, of Mectings Paid 0

DIRECTOH, DN e e \
SIGNATURK, \\)\ Ve kB \ RS NS

""w"

S AT i N

Approved by. b (; %
Tanybiﬂm'vv'

President, Board of Directors




TEUA DIRECTOR PAYSHEET

TERRY CATLIN
EMPLOYEE NO. 615
ACCOUNT NO. 10200 110100 100000 501010

APRIL 2016
TYPE OF TOTAL
DATE MEETING ATTENBANCE | COMPENSATION

04-06-16 IEUA Board Workshop Yes $225.00

04-13-16 Engingering & Operations Yes $225.00
Committec

04-13-16 Finance, Legal & Administration | Yes (same day) £-0-
Committec (Alternate)

04-15-16 Santa Ana Watermaster No $-0-
Workshop

04-20-16 Board Meeting Yes $225.00

04-29-16 Meeting with CBWM Peter Yes {Decline 3-0-
Kavounas ta discuss Agency Pymt)
business

TOTAL REIMBURSEMENT $675.00

(Up to 10 days of service per month per Ordinance No, 83)

Totat No. of Meetings Attended 5

Total No. of Meetings Pxid .

PIRECTOR
SIGNATURE

Approved by:

Steven I, Elie

JJ} Secretary/Treasurer, Board of Directors




DIRECTOR PAYSHEET FOR IEUA REPRESENTATIVE

ON SAWPA COMMISSION

TERRY CATLIN
EMPLOYEE NO. 615
ACCOUNT NO. 10260 110100 100000 S01010

APRIL 2016
TYPE OF TOTAL
DATE MEETING ATTENDANCE | COMPENSATION
04-05-16 | SAWPA Commission Workshop | Yes $225.00
04-19-16 SAWPA Commission Meeting | Yes $225.00
04-28-16 SAWPA Special Commission Yes $225.00
Meeting
TOTAL REIMBURSEMENT $675.00
Up to 10 days of service per month per Ordinance No. 83,
Section 1 (d) including Agency meetings* (S4WPA $197.82 tcfi- 2/16/16)
Total No. of SAWPA Meetings Attended 3
Total No. of SAWPA Meetings Paid 3

DIRECTOR  _.
SIGNATURE

,-'—"}\-'\

AL v

Approved b

wn ). Elig
,/;1 Secretary/Treasurer, Board of Directors

*SAWFA will pay $197.82 (off. 216/16)) per meeting directly to the Agency.




DIRECTOR PAYSHEET FOR IEUA REPRESENTATIVE

ON REGIQNAL POLICY COMMITTEE

TERRY CATLIN
EMPLOYEE NO. 615
ACCOUNT NO. 10200 110100 100000 501016

APRIL 2016
TYPE OF TOTAL
DATE MEETING ATTENDANCE | COMPENSATION
04-07-16 Regional Policy Commitiee Mig, { Yes $125.00
TOTAL REIMBURSEMENT
Up to 10 days of service per month per Ordinance No. 73, $125.00
Section 1 () (i.e., $125.00 — difference between Reg:onal Policy
Committee ($100.00 and Agency meetings $225.00) including Agency
meetings
Total No. of Meetings Attended :
Total No. of Mectings Paid ‘

s ‘} g
DIRECTOR
SIGNATURE o, ( {\,ﬁ“

Approved by:
46:\ Steven 1. Elie

Secretary/Treasurer, Board of Directors




TERRY CATLIN

DIRECTOR PAYSHEET FOR IEUA REPRESENTATIVE

ON WATERMASTER BOARD (ALTERNATE)

EMPLOYEE NO. 615

ACCOUNT NO. 10200 110106 100000 501010

APRIL 2016
TYPE OF TOTAL
DATE MEETING ATTENDANCE | COMPENSATION
04-21-16 CBWM Advisory Cmite. No (cancelled) $-0-
Meeting
04-28-16 CBWM Board Meeting No {cancelled) $-0-
TOTAL REIMBURSEMENT §-0-
Up to 10 days of service per month per Ordinance No. 83,
Section 1 (d) (i.e., $100.00 - difference between Watermaster
$125.00 and District meetings $225.00), including District meetings
Total No. of Watermaster Meetings Attended 0
0

Total No. of Watermaster Meetings Paid

DIRECTOR .~

SIGNATURE

Approeved by: J;

>

LA ‘

Steven ). Elie

Secretary/Treasurer, Board of Directors

*Decline IEUA payment portion,




DIRECTOR PAYSHEET FOR IEUA REPRESENTATIVE

ON CHING DESALTER AUTHORITY

TERRY CATLIN
EMPLOYEE NO, 615
ACCOUNT NO. 10200 110100 100000 501010

APRIL 2016
TYPE OF TOTAL
DATE MEETING ATTENDANCE | COMPENSATION
04-07-16 CDA Board Meeting No - Cancelled $-0-
TOTAL REIMBURSEMENT $-0-
Up to 10 days of service per month per Ordinance No. 83,
Section 1 (d) (i.e., $75.00 — difference between CDA ($150.00
And Agency meetings $225.00) including Agency meetings
Total No. of CDA Meetings Attended 0
Total No. of CDA Meetings Paid 0

DIRECTOR <= a7,
SIGNATURE __ /2 YA

/' Steven J. Elie
,3/1?'7 Secretary/Treasurer, Board of Directors

*Chino Desalter Authority will pay $150.00 per meeting directly to the Agency.




STEVEN J. ELIE

IEUA DIRECTOR PAYSHEET

EMPLOYEE NO. 1175
ACCOUNT NO. 10200 110100 100000 501010

APRIL 2016
TYPE OF TOTAL
DATE MEETING ATTENDANCE | COMPENSATION
44-06-16 IEUA Board Workshop Yes $225.00
04-11-16 Telecon Meeting w/G Newmark, | Yes $225.00
Special Counsel, re; ABGL
settlement
04-13-16 Public, Legislative Affairs and Yes $225.00
Water Resources Comrmittee
064.13-16 Finance, Legal & Administration | Yes (same day) $-0-
Committee
04-15-16 Santa Ang Watermaster Yes $225.00
Workshop
04-20-16 IFUA Board Mecting Yes $228.00
04-26-16 Telecon Meeting w/G Newmark, | Yes $225.00
Special Counsel, re: ABGL
settlement
04-27-16 Chino Mayor’s State of the City | Yes $225.00
Address .
TOTAL REIMEURSEMENT . $1,575.00¢
(Up to 10 days of service per month per Ordinance No. §3)
Totel No. of Meetings Attended §
7
"Total No, of Meetings Peid ’
DIRECTO “\ \ ;

- \'\ -.\ L\b \‘\3-. L \‘h

;}fu,) g

Terry Cetlm
President, Board of Directors




DIRECTOR PAYSHEET FOR IEUA
ON WATERMASTER BUARD

STEVEN J, ELIE
EMPLOYEENO. 1175
ACCOUNT NOQ, 10200 110100 100000 501010

APRIL, 2016
TYFPE OF ‘ TOTAL
DATE MIRETING ATTENDANCE | COMPENSATION
04-08-16 CBWM Conference Call with Yes $-0-
General Manager P. Kavounas
04-25-16 Telecon Meeting w/CBWM Yes $-0-
Counscl, re: Employee Claim -
and Non-Ap Pool
04-28-16 CBWM Board Meeting ‘No (Cancelled) $-0-
TOTAL REIMBURSEMENT $-0-
Up to 10 days of service par month per Ordinance No. 83,
Section 1 {d) (Le., $100.08 — difference between Watermaster
$125.00 and District meetings $225.00), including District meetings
Total No. of Watermaster Meetings Attended 2
Tota! No. of Watermaster Meetings Psid 0
o *Decline IEUA portion
D:RECTJ | N

SIGNA ' ﬁ:‘*‘\ x\k- \b-\.x L ¥ L*\C\ AT
- Approved br (‘Sﬁ}*". =

Terry Catlin
President, Board of Directors




JEUA DIRECTOR FAYSHEET
JASMIN A. HALL

EMPLOYEE NO. 1256
ACCOUNT NO. 10200 110100 100000 501010

APRIL 2018
TYPE OF TOTAL
DATE MEETING ATTENDANCE COMPENSATION
04-05-16 Bloomington Municipal Yes $225.00
Advisory Council Meetings
04-06-16 IEUA Board Workshop Yes $225.00
04-06-16 . | San Bernardino State of the Yes (same day) $-0-
County Address
04-07-16 TBUA Leadorship Breakfast Yes £225.00
04-18-16 Associafion of Special Districts | Ves $225.00
Dinner Meeting
04-20-16 TEUA Board Mecting Yes $225.00
TOTAL REIMBEURSEMENT
(Up to 10 days of service per month per Ondinance No, §3) $1,125.00 /
Total No. of Mectings Attonded 6
Total No. of Meetings Paid 5,
DIRECTOR ' \ “-f ‘-«f‘ LN L i R

SIGNATURE: T
f”

Approved by: < / i j’b\
Terry Cfaﬁm“i’rcsxdent, Board of Directors




DIRECTOR PAYSHEET POR IEUA
ON SAWP A COMMISSION (ALTERNATE)

JASMIN A. HALL
EMPLOYEE NO. 1256
ACCOUNT NO. 10200 110100 100000 501010

APRIL, 2016
TYPE OF TOTAL
DATE MEETING ATTENDANCE | COMPENSATION

04-05-16 SAWPA Commission Workshop Yes (same day) | $-0-

04-19-16 SAWPA Commission Meeting Yes $27.8

TOTAL REITMBURSEMENT $27.18

Up to 10 days of service per month per Ordinance No. 83,

Section 1 (d) (ie, $27.18 — difference between SAWPA. ($197.82 (et 2/16/16)

and Agency meetings $225.00including Agency meetings

Total No. of SAWPA Mectings Atiended 2

Total No. of SAWPA Moetings Paid 1
DIREC 0 A AN L R
SIGNAl: 1 ARG BTN T SO N
Ap Vedby' e f/i/ ”:w T

proy il 4 2’ -\ L
Terry Citli V™"

President, Board of Directors




DIRECTOR PAYSHEET FOR JEUA REPRESENTATIVE
ON CHING DESALTER AUTHORITY (ALTERNATE)

JASMIN A HALL
EMPLOYEE NO. 1256
ACCOUNT NO. 10200 110100 100000 501010

APRIL 2016

TYFE OF TOTAL
DATE MEETING ATTENBARCE | COMPENEATION

04-07.16 CDA Bosard Mecting No $-0-

TOTAL REIMBURSEMENT $-0-
Up to 10 days of service per month per Ordinance No. 83,

Section 1 (d) (i.c., $75.00 — difference between CDA ($150.00

And Agency meetings $225.00 excludes alternete) including Agenoy
meetings

Total No. of CDA Meetings Attended 0

Total No. of CDA Meetings Paid 0

DIRECTORY * WN\R
smnm%ua.\é }\\\\x_

Approved by: © L &
Terry Catlifi
President, Board of Directors




IEUA DIRECTOR PAYSHEET

GENE KOOPMAN
BEMPLOYEE NO, 642
ACCOUNT NO. 10200 116100 100000 501010

APRIL 2016
TYPL OF TOTAL
DATE MEETING ATTENDANCE | COMPENSATION
04-06-16 JEUA Board Workshop Cancelled $.0-
04-13-16 Finance, Legel, & Administration | No §-0-
, Committes :

04-20-16 IEUA Board Meeling No $-0-
TOTAL REIMBURSEMENT $-0-

(Up to 10 days of service per month per Ordinance No. 33)

Total No. of Meetings Attended 0

Total No. of Meetings Paid o

REPRE_SrmAm NN
SIGNA - J‘L‘] J\. 1...\' 2/ ;} %}\ \ “)\ Ayt 'h.\_‘_ \\ ._:,g-_' N‘G‘ A
.4

Approved by ﬁ@ i JA
Terry Catlin
President, Board of Directors
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N Inland Empire Utilities Agency
A MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT

Date: July 20, 2016
To: The Honorable Board of Directors
Through: Finance, Legal, and Administration Committee (07/13/16)
From: P. Joseph Grinds

General Manager y

y

Submitted by: Christina Valenci //%?,/

Chief Financial Officer/AlsSistant General Manager

Warren T. Green

Manager of Contracts & Facilities Services (CFS
Subject: Agency-Wide Insurance Policies for FY 2016/17
RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Board of Directors ratify the purchase of the following Agency-wide
insurance policies with an effective date of July 1, 2016, providing coverage through July 1, 2017,
for the amounts included in the FY 2016/1 7 Budget:

General Liability: Provides third party liability coverage for bodily injury and property
damage through the Insurance Company of the State of Pennsylvania (AIG/ICSP) and
Allied World Assurance Company (AWAC) for up to $20,000,000 per policy year, with a
Self-Insured Retention (SIR) of $1,000,000; and

Automobile Liability: Covers losses to other parties for bodily injury and property damage
caused by Agency vehicles. Limits of coverage are $20,000,000 per accident, with a SIR
of $1,000,000; and

Public Entity Errors and Omissions: Provides $20,000,000 per policy year of protection
against claims for damages arising from the negligent acts, errors, and omissions of the
Board of Directors and/or Agency staff acting within their professional capacity, with a
SIR of $1,000,000; and

Property, and Boiler and Machinery: Provides insurance protection resulting from damage
and destruction of property through the California Sanitation Risk Management Authority
(CSRMA) Property Program; with a deductible level of $25,000; and



Agency-Wide Insurance Policies
July 20, 2016
Page 2 of 4

Excess Workers' Compensation and Emplovet’s Liability: Provides coverage against bodily
injury and illness to employees in the scope of their employment insurance from Midlands
Insurance, with a SIR of $1,000,000.

BACKGROUND

In effort to present the Board of Directors with a comprehensive insurance package, staff annually
pursues and presents an insurance package of the major policies with an effective date of July 1.
Working with staff, the Agency’s insurance broker, Alliant Insurance Services, Inc., aggressively
and competitively marketed various options for the purchase of these policies with insurance
carriers. Several carriers completed their review of the Agency’s underwriting and risk profile
information in support of providing the actual binding quotations.

1. GENERAL, AUTO, AND ERRORS & OMISSIONS

The Agency’s previous excess general, automobile, and public entity errors and omissions liability
insurance expired on July 1, 2016. For the last ten years, the Agency has purchased these policies
from the Insurance Company of the State of Pennsylvania as they have consistently offered the
most competitive rate and coverage. The Agency received and reviewed quotes from other
insurance carriers; all carriers, including the incumbent offered multi-layered excess policy
programs, with the incumbent carrier providing the most competitive rate and program.

The renewal premium for the new policy period is $375,500 identifying a 2.8% increase over the
previous policy year’s premium. The proposal requires an increase in SIR from $500,000 to
$1,000,000. The increase in premium and SIR is the direct result of the Agency’s Employment
Liability activity and a changing excess insurance market in California. While the Agency has
been successful in defending related claims, the level of activity and claims exceeding the SIR in
recent years directly impacted the renewal rates. Each of the proposals received identified
increases in the Agency’s SIR, some requiring an increase to $2,500,000 for Errors and Omissions.

| Carrier  Limit  Ex Limit  Geacral/Auto  Errors Premium

| Carrier  SIR R o
AIG/ICSP $10M  AWAC $IoM $1M $375,500
AWAC $10M  AWAC  $10M $1M $360,848
Trident $10M AWAC S$ioM $2M $2M $313,000
Chubb Declined to quote as could not be competitive based on IEUA’s loss experience.

2. PROPERTY AND BOILER AND MACHINERY INSURANCE PURCHASE

For several years, the Agency has purchased property, and boiler and machinery insurance through
the CSRMA Property Program. The Agency’s participation in this program is as a stand-alone
member and not as a participant in a pool. The Agency’s loss exposure is only determined by actual
losses incurred by the Agency. There has only been one insurable loss during the last five years. That
loss occurred during the 2012/13 policy year at the Agency Headquarters with the final loss totaling
approximately $675,000. Participation in the CSRMA program allows the Agency to obtain group
premiums without having to participate in a risk sharing pool.

G:\Board-Rec'2016'16180 Purchase of Agency Wide Insurance Policies 7-16 - Ratification.docx



Agency-Wide Insurance Policies
July 20, 2016
Page 3 of 4

Under the expiring policy, should the Agency experience a loss of property, inventory, or data
processing equipment that exceeds $25,000, such items will be replaced or repaired. Additionally,
the policy provides coverage for lost or damaged accounts receivables and valuable papers. The
policy does not provide coverage for earthquake damage or losses due to terrorism.

The Agency’s policy through CSRMA also provides for boiler and machinery coverage. This
coverage includes the replacement or repair of equipment such as centrifuges, electric panels,
compressors, pumps, etc., in the event of a sudden and unforeseen breakdown. Breakdowns as a
result of a lack of scheduled maintenance would not be covered. The boiler and machinery policy
provides up to $10,000,000 of coverage, after the Agency’s per occurrence deductible. There were
no insurable losses within the 2015/16 policy year. As with our property policy, the boiler and
machinery policy does not provide coverage for earthquake damage or losses due to terrorism.

The renewal premium for the new policy period is $252,139, identifying a flat renewal compared to
the previous policy year’s premium, The Agency’s Total Insured Value (TIV) increased from
$484,645,000 to $522,218,910. The slight drop in rate which kept the premium flat for the 2016/17
policy period.

3. EXCESS WORKERS' COMPENSATION INSURANCE PURCHASE

The Agency self-insures its workers' compensation for the first $1,000,000. Excess insurances have
been purchased to cover any costs that exceed $1,000,000. To date, the Agency has not incurred a
workers' compensation claim in excess of $250,000, and has not had an employer liability claim. Due
to the types of gases, chemicals and equipment utilized at Agency facilities, it is feasible that the
Agency could incur a claim that would exceed the Agency’s current $1,000,000 SIR. Because of this
possibility, the Agency purchases an excess workers® compensation insurance policy each fiscal year.
This is the third year the Agency has purchased Excess Workers’ Compensation from Midlands
Insurance, as they continue to offer the most competitive coverage..

The premium for the new Excess Workers’ Compensation policy with Midlands Insurance is $50,005,

identifying a 4% decrease in premium compared to the expiring policy. The decrease in premium is
based on a reduction in estimated payroll.

Comparisons of the FY 2016/17 insurance policy premiums for ratification are outlined in the
following table:

Cxpired Palicy New Poliey o '.'thlmr
. ':'h..-:-:' um lo 'E"!_.._:,i 16 W=vgiaiane [ 'I 1::'_}'-_3:'_-. ,f_'._f_:.- Premium
General, Auto, and Errors & $365,000 $375,500 +2.8%
Omissions
Property, Boiler & Machinery $252,139 $252,139
Flat
Excess Werkers’ Compensation $52,364 - $50,005 -4%
Total $669,503 $677,144 +1%

G:\Board-Rec\2016\16180 Purchase of Agency Wide Insurance Policies 7-16 - Ratification.docx



Agency-Wide Insurance Policies
July 20, 2016
Page 4 of 4

PRIOR BOARD ACTION

Each year the Board authorizes the purchase of liability, property, boiler and machinery, and excess
workers’ compensation coverage for the upcoming fiscal year.

IMPACT ON BUDGET

Total budget of §765,000 for insurance coverage is included in the Administrative Services (GG)
fund FY 2016/17 Budget.

Account Deserdiption Aceaitil | ASS{OTIIenn Y 16/17 Budget  FY 16/17 PRI

il |
nsurance — Liability  10200-115100-100000-517010 $390,000 $375,000
(Excess general, Auto
and Error & Omissions)
Insurance — Casualty 10200-115100-100000-517210 $350,000 $252,139
(Property, Boiler and
Machinery)

Workers Comp — 10200-115100-100000-509740 $50,000 $50,005
Excess Cov
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t \ Inland Empire Utilities Agency

A MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT

Date: July 20, 2016

To: The Honorable Board of Directors

From: l“/ P. Joseph Grindstaff Cbb)
General Manager

Submitted by: A\ Christina Valencia
kpy Chief Financial Officet/AGM

Sharmeen Bhojani
/  Manager of Human Resources
Subject: Resolutions to Amend the MOU and Salary Matrix/Schedule for Unit
Modification
RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Board of Directors adopt Resolution Nos. 2016-7-1 and 2016-7-2 to
amend the Supervisors’ Unit, General Unit, and the Professional Unit Memoranda of
Understanding (MOUSs) and salary matrix/schedule to reflect a unit modification.

BACKGROUND

The Agency’s employee bargaining units are represented by City Employees Associates (CEA).
In April 2016, the Agency received a request from CEA to modify the Supervisors’ Unit in order
to allow the transfer of three members from the Professional and General Units to the Supervisors’
Unit. Tn addition to granting the request, staff also recommends that employees currently assigned
to the Supervisors” Unit who do not have any supervisory responsibilities be transferred to the
Professional Unit.

The current Supervisors’ Unit MOU provides that “[t]he Supervisors’ Unit . . . includes . .
classifications . . . which may be added, deleted or modified in the future pursuant to the
Employer/Employee Relations Resolution.” Pursuant to the Employer-Employee Relations
Resolution, the Agency has the authority to reallocate employees either to or from a bargaining
unit as a result of the independent findings of a classification and compensation study, in addition
to the fact that the employees recommended to be transferred from the Supervisors’ Unit to the
Professional Unit are not acting in a supervisory capacity. The most recent classification and
compensation study was conducted by Reward Strategy Group (RSG) in 2014.

In accordance with Section 2.7 of the Employer-Employee Relations Resolution, the Supervisors’
Unit, General Unit, and the Professional Unit has previously been provided notice and the Agency



Resolutions to Amend the MOU and Salary Matrix/Schedule for Unit Modification
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has consulted with the Units on these transfers during the classification and compensation
discussions. Below is an outline of the proposed changes to take place effective July 31, 2016:

Current Title Proposed Title Salary Unit Modification
Supervising Supervising Current annual salary
Management Analyst | Management Analyst | of $105,018
Supervising Supervising Current annual salary
Warehouse Systems Warehouse Systems of $105,018 Move from
and Inventory and Inventory Supervisors’ Unit
Materials Management | Materials Current annual salary | to Professional
Supervisor Management of $105,018 to be Y- Unit
Superviser Rated
Vacant Inventory Resource Salary range 181 as
Coordinator recommended by the
classification and
compensation study
Construction Project Construction Project | Current annual salary
Manager - PE Manager - PE of $127,722
Facilities Program Current title of Current salary range of
Supervisor Facilities Program 183 Move from
Supervisor Professional Unit
Supervisor — Current title of Current salary range of | to Supervisors’
Environmental Supervisor — 188 Unit
Compliance & Energy Environmental
Compliance & Energy
Collection System Current title of Current salary range of | Move from
Supervisor Collection System 182 General Unit to
Supervisor Supervisors’ Unit

The proposed changes impacting the bargaining units were communicated to CEA on May i1,

2016 and June 2, 2016.

PRIOR BOARD ACTION

On June 15, 2016, the Board adopted Resolution No. 2016-3-7, amending the salary

schedule/matrix.

IMPACT ON BUDGET

None.
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WHEREAS, the Agency has classification and unit changes for the Supervisors’ Unit
Memorandum of Understanding and the salary schedule/matrix as a result of a unit modification,

and

WHEREAS, the Agency now desires to update the salary and classification information

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7-1

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY?*, SAN
BERNARDINO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, AMENDING THE
SUPERVISORS’ UNIT MEMORANDUM OF
UNDERSTANDING AND THE SALARY
MATRIX/SCHEDULE

to comply with the California Code of Regulations (CCR) §570.5, and

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of Directors of the Inland Empire Utilities Agency* does

hereby RESOLVE, DETERMINE AND ORDER as follows:

Section 1: The salary schedule/matrix is hereby adopted and set forth in Exhibit “1” of this
resolution.

Section 2: The salary information contained in Exhibit “1” shall be effective as of July 31,

2016.

ADOPTED the 20" day of July, 2016.

ATTEST:

Terry Catlin, President of the Inland
Empire Utilities Agency* and of the

Board of Directors thereof

Steven J. Elie, Secretary/Treasurer
of the Inland Empire Ultilities Agency*
and of the Board of Directors thereof
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF ) SS
SAN BERNARDINO )

I, Steven J. Elie, Secretary/Treasurer of the Inland Empire Utilities Agency*, DO
HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution being No. 2016-7-1, was adopted at a regular

Board Meeting on July 20, 2016, of said Agency by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

Steven J. Elie, Secretary/Treasurer



SUPERVISORS' UNIT

SALARY MATRIX

Effective July 31, 2016

CLASSIFICATION TITLE

Accounting Supervisor

Administrative Coordinator

Business Systems Supervisor

Collection System Supervisor

Compost Facility Superintendent

Construction Project Manager

Facilities Program Supervisor

Groundwater Recharge Coordinator

inventory Resources Coordinator

Maintenance Supervisor

Operations Supervisor®

Process Automation & Controls Supervisor
Senior Chemist

Senior Water Resources Analyst

Source Control/Environmental Resources Supervisor
Supervising Contract & Programs Administrator
Supervisor-Environmental Compliance & Energy
Supervisor of Engineering Administration

* Non-Exempt Classification

SALARY RANGES

SU 099
SU 098
SU 100
SuU 182
SU 101
SuU 100
SU 183
SU 103
SU 102
SU 101
SU 100
SU 101
SU 100
SU 098
SU 104
SuU 099
SU 188
SU 100

Exhibit 1



SUPERVISORS' UNIT Exhibit 1
SALARY MATRIX
Effective July 31, 2016
Range  Step Hourly Bi-weekly Monthly Annual
SuUo08s8
1 24.2428 1,939.43 4,202.09 50,425
2 24.8489 1,987.91 4,307.14 51,686
3 254702 2,037.61 4,414.83 52,878
4 26.1068 2,088.55 4,525.18 54,302
5 26.7595 2,140.76 4,638.31 55,660
6 27.4284 2,194.27 4,754.26 57,051
7 28.1143 2,249.14 4,873.14 58,478
8 28.8170 2,305.36 4,994.95 59,939
9 29.5374 2,362.99 5,119.81 61,438
SU089
1 25.4551 2,036.41 4,412.22 52,947
2 26.0916 2,087.33 4,522 54 54,270
3 26.7438 2,139.50 4,635.59 55,627
4 27.4123 2,192.98 4,751.47 57,018
5 28.0977 2,247.81 4,870.26 58,443
6 28.8001 2,304.01 4,992.02 59,904
7 29.5201 2,361.61 5,116.82 61,402
8 30.2581 2,420.65 5,244.74 62,937
9 31.0147 2,481.18 5,375.88 64,511
sU090
1 26.7284 2,138.27 4,632.93 55,595
2 27.3967 2,191.74 4,748.77 56,985
3 28.0816 2,246.53 4,867.47 58,410
4 28.7837 2,302.69 4,989.17 59,870
5 29.5034 2,360.27 5,113.92 61,367
6 30.2409 2,418.27 5,241.75 62,901
7 30.9968 2,479.74 5,372.78 64,473
8 317717 2,541.74 5,507.09 66,085
9 32.5659 2,605.27 5,644.76 67.737
SU09
1 28.0633 2,24507 4,864 .31 58,372
2 28.7650 2,301.20 4,985.94 59,831
3 29.4842 2,358.73 5,110.59 61,327
4 30.2212 2,417.70 5,238.35 62,860
5 30.9767 2,478.14 5,369.30 64,432
6 31.7511 2,540.09 5,503.53 66,042
7 32.5448 2,603.58 5,641.10 67,693
8 33.3585 2,668.68 5,782.14 69,386
9 34.1925 2,735.40 5,926.70 71,120
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SUPERVISORS UNIT Exhibit 1
SALARY MATRIX
Effective July 1, 2016
Range  Step Hourly Bi-weekly Monthly Annual
suUo092
1 29.4678 2,357.42 5,107.74 61,293
2 30.2045 2,416.36 5,235.45 62,825
3 30.9596 2,476.77 5,366.33 64,396
4 31.7336 2,538.69 5,500.50 66,006
5 32.5269 2,602.15 5,637.99 67,656
6 33.3401 2,667.21 5,778.95 69,347
7 341738 2,733.89 5,923.43 71,081
8 35.0280 2,802.24 6,071.51 72,858
9 35.8037 2,872.30 6,223.31 74,680
SU093
1 30.9404 2,475.23 5,363.00 64,356
2 31.7139 2,537.11 5,497.08 65,965
3 32.5066 2,600.53 5,634.48 67,614
4 33.3193 2,665.54 5,775.34 69,304
5 34.1523 2,732.18 5,918.73 71,037
6 35.0062 2,800.50 6,067.74 72,813
7 35.8812 2,870.50 6,219.41 74,633
8 36.7782 2,942.26 6,374.89 76,499
9 37.6977 3,015.81 6,534.26 78,411
SU094
1 32.4877 2,599.01 5,6831.19 67,574
2 33.3000 2,664.00 5,772.00 69,264
3 34.1325 2,730.60 5,916.29 70,996
4 34.0857 2,798.86 6,064.19 72,770
5 35.8603 2,868.83 6,215.79 74,589
6 36.7569 2,840.55 6,371.19 76,454
7 37.6758 3,014.06 6,530.47 78,366
8 38.6177 3,089.41 6,693.73 80,325
9 39.5831 3,166.65 6,861.07 82,333
SU095
1 M.1123 2,728.99 5,912.80 70,954
2 34.9652 2,797.21 6,060.63 72,728
3 35.8392 2,867.14 6,212.13 74,546
4 36.7351 2,938.81 6,367.42 76,409
5 37.6535 3,012.28 6,526.61 78,319
6 38.5950 3,087.60 6,689.79 80,278
7 39.5597 3,164.78 6,857.02 82,284
8 40.54388 3,243.90 7,028.46 84,342
) 41.5625 3,325.00 7,204.17 86,450
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SUPERVISORS UNIT Exhibit 1
SALARY MATRIX
Effective July 1, 2016
Range  Step Hourly Bi-weekly Monthly Annual
SU096
1 35.8174 2,865.39 6,208.34 74,500
2 36.7128 2,937.03 6,363.56 76,363
3 37.6307 3,010.46 6,522.66 78,272
i 38.5714 3,085.71 6,685.71 80,229
5 39.5357 3,162.86 6,852.86 82,234
8 40.5242 3,241.93 7,024.19 84,290
7 41.5374 3,322.99 7,199.81 86,398
8 42 5758 3,406.06 7,379.81 88,558
9 43.6402 3,491.22 7,564.31 80,772
SuU097
1 37.6080 3,008.64 6,518.72 78,225
2 38.5484 3,083.87 6,681.72 80,181
3 39.5121 3,160.97 6,848.76 82,185
4 40.4998 3,239.98 7,019.96 84,240
5 41.5124 3,320.99 7,195.48 86,346
6 42.5502 3,404.02 7,375.37 88,504
7 43.6140 3,489.12 7,5659.76 90,717
8 447045 3,5676.36 7,748.78 92,985
9 45.8220 3,665.76 7,942.48 95,310
SU098
1 39.4892 3,189.13 6,844.79 82,137
2 40.4764 3,238.11 7,015.91 84,191
3 41.4882 3,319.06 7,191.29 86,295
4 42 5255 3,402.04 7,371.08 88,453
5 43.5887 3,487.09 7,5655.37 90,664
6 44,6785 3,5674.28 7,744.27 92,931
7 45.7955 3,663.64 7,937.88 95,255
8 46.9403 3,7556.23 8,136.32 97,636
8 48.1139 3,849.11 8,339.75 100,077
SuU099
1 41.4390 3,315.12 7,182.75 86,193
2 42.4749 3,398.00 7,362.32 88,348
3 43.5368 3,482.95 7,546.39 90,557
4 44.6253 3,570.02 7,735.05 82,821
5 45.7409 3,659.27 7,928.42 95,141
6 46.8843 3,750.75 8,126.62 97,519
7 48.0565 3,844.52 8.329.79 99,957
8 49.2578 3,940.62 8,538.02 102,456
9 50.4892 4,039.14 B,751.46 105,018
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SUPERVISORS UNIT Exhibit 1
SALARY MATRIX
Effective July 1, 2018
Range  Step Hourly Bi-weekly Monthly Annual
SU100
1 43.5353 3,482.83 7,546.13 90,554
2 44,6237 3,569.89 7,734.77 92,817
3 45,7393 3,6858.14 7,928.15 95,138
4 46.8829 3,750.63 8,126.36 97,516
5 48.05489 3,844.39 §,329.51 99,954
6 49.2563 3,940.50 8,637.76 102,453
7 50.4877 4,039.02 8,751.20 105,014
8 51.7498 4,139.98 8,969.97 107,640
9 53.0437 4,243.49 9,194.23 110,331
SO
1 457122 3,656.98 7,923.45 95,081
2 46.8549 3,748.39 8,121.52 97,458
3 48.0262 3.842.10 8,324.54 99,894
4 49.2270 3,938.16 8,632.68 102,392
5 50.4577 4,036.62 8,746.01 104,952
6 51.7191 4,137.53 8,964.64 107,576
7 53.0121 4,240.97 9,188.77 110,265
8 54.3373 4,346.99 9,418.47 113,022
9 55.6958 4,455.66 9,653.94 115,847
suU102
1 47.9976 3,839.81 8,319.58 99,835
2 40,1978 3,035.82 8,627.62 102,331
3 50.4276 4,034.21 8,740.78 104,889
4 51.6883 4,135.06 8,959.30 107,612
5 52.9806 4,238.44 9,183.30 110,200
6 54,3051 4,344 41 9,412.89 112,955
7 55.6626 4,453.01 9,648.19 115,778
8 57.0542 4,564.34 9,889.40 118,673
9 58.4806 4,678.45 10,136.64 121,840
SU103
1 50.3976 4,031.81 B,735.59 104,827
2 51.6576 4,132.61 8,953.98 107,448
3 52.9490 4,235.92 9,177.83 110,134
4 54.2727 4,341.82 9,407.27 112,887
5 55.6296 4,450.37 9,642.46 115,710
6 57.0202 4,561.62 9,883.51 118,602
7 58.4458 4,675.66 10,130.60 121,567
8 59.9069 4,792.55 10,383.86 124,606
9 61.4047 4,912.38 10,643.48 127,722

Page 4 of 5



SUPERVISORS UNIT Exhibit 1
SALARY MATRIX
Effective July 1, 2016

Range Step Hourly Bi-weekly Monthly Annual
SU104
1 52.9175 4,233.40 9,172.38 110,069
2 54.2405 4,339.24 9,401.69 112,820
3 55.5864 4,447.71 9,636.71 115,641
4 56.9864 4,558.92 9,877.65 118,532
5 58.4110 4672.88 10,124.58 121,495
6 59.8713 4,789.70 10,377.69 124,532
7 61.3680 4,909.44 10,637.12 127,645
8 62.9022 5,032.17 10,903.04 130,837
9 64.4749 5,157.99 11,175.65 134,108
SuU182
1 41.6909 3,335.27 7,226.42 86,717
2 42.7331 3,418.65 7,407.08 88,885
3 43.8014 3.504.11 7,592.25 91,107
4 44,8965 3,591.72 7.782.06 93,385
5 46.0189 3,681.51 7,976.61 95,719
6 47.1694 3,773.55 8,176.03 98,112
7 48.3486 3,867.89 8,380.42 100,565
8 49.5574 3,964.59 8,589.94 103,079
9 50.7962 4,063.70 8,804.68 105,656
sU183
1 43.7772 3,502.18 7,688.05 91,067
2 44,8718 3,580.74 7777.77 93,333
3 45.9936 3,679.48 7,972.22 95,667
4 47.1434 3,771.47 8,171.52 98,058
5 48.3219 3,865.75 8,375.80 100,510
6 49.5300 3,962.40 8,585.19 103,022
7 50.7683 4,061.46 8,799.84 105,598
8 52.0374 4,162.99 9,019.82 108,238
9 53.3384 4,267.07 9,245.33 110,944
sU188
1 55.8669 4,469.35 9,683.59 116,203
2 57.2635 4,581.08 9,025.68 119,108
3 58.6951 4,695.61 10,173.82 122,086
4 60.1624 4,812.99 10,428.15 125,138
5 61.6665 4,933.32 10,688.86 128,266
6 63.2082 5,056.66 10,956.09 131,473
7 64.7884 5,183.08 11,230.00 134,760
8 66.4081 5,312.65 11,510.74 138,129
9 68.0684 5,445.47 11,798.52 141,582
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WHEREAS, the Agency has classification and unit changes for the Professional Unit and
the General Unit Memorandums of Understanding and the consolidated salary matrix for the
Unrepresented, Executive Management, Laboratory Unit, Operators’ Association, Professional
Unit and General Unit employees as a result of a unit modification for the Professional and General

Unit, and

WHEREAS, the Agency now desires to update the salary and classification information

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7-2

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
INLAND EMPIRE TUTILITIES AGENCY*, SAN
BERNARDINO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, AMENDMENT
OF THE PROFESSIONAL UNIT AND GENERAL UNIT
MEMORANDUMS OF UNDERSTANDING AND THE
SALARY SCHEDULE/MATRIX FOR THE
UNREPRESENTED, EXECUTIVE MANAGEMENT,
LABORATORY UNIT, OPERATORS’ ASSOCIATION,
PROFESSIONAL UNIT AND GENERAL UNIT

to comply with the California Code of Regulations (CCR) §570.5, and

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of Directors of the Inland Empire Utilities Agency* does

hereby RESOLVE, DETERMINE AND ORDER as follows:

Section 1: The salary schedule/matrix is hereby adopted and set forth in Exhibit “1”* of this
resolution.

Section 2: The salary information contained in Exhibit “1” shall be effective as of July 31,

2016.

ADOPTED the 20® day of July, 2016.

ATTEST:

Terry Catlin, President of the Inland
Empire Utilities Agency* and of the

Board of Directors thereof

Steven J. Elie, Secretary/Treasurer of the
Inland Empire Utilities Agency*
and of the Board of Directors thereof



Resolution No. 2016-7-2

Page 2

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF ) SS
SAN BERNARDINO )

I, Steven J. Elie, Secretary/Treasurer of the Inland Empire Utilities Agency*, DO
HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution being No. 2016-7-2, was adopted at a regular

Board Meeting on July 20, 2016, of said Agency by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

Steven I. Elie, Secretary/Treasurer



Salary Matrix
Effective July 31, 2016

CLASSIFICATION TITLE

Accountant |

Accountant Il

Accounting Technician |

Accounting Technician |

Accounting Technician Il

Administrative Assistant |

Administrative Assistant | (confidential)
Administrative Assistant Il

Administrative Assistant Il {confidential)
Assistant Engineer

Associate Engineer

Bin::logist1

Board Secretary/Office Manager

Budget Officer

Business Systems Analyst |

Business Systems Analyst li

CAD Designer

Chemist

Chief Financial Officer/Assistant General Manager
Collection System Operator |

Collection System Operator ||

Collection System Operator Il

Compost Operator

Compost Sales Representative

Compost Worker

Construction Project inspector

Construction Project Manager - PE

Contracts Administrator |

Contracts Administrator Il

Control Systems Analyst |

Control Systems Analyst Il

Deputy Manager of Capital Improvement Projects
Deputy Manager of Construction Management
Deputy Manager of Engineering

Deputy Manager of Human Resources

Deputy Manager of Integrated Systems Services
Deputy Manager of Maintenance

Deputy Manager of Operations

Deputy Manager of Planning & Environmental Resources

Electrical & Instrumentation Technician |
Electrical & Instrumentation Technician
Electrical & Instrumentation Technician (Il

Electrical & Instrumentation Technician 1>

Salary Range

173
175
169
170
173
171
171
174
174
179
182

181
188
186
179
181
178
181
196
171
175
177
174
181
170
180
205
177
180
180
182
188
188
189
188
188
188
188
189
176
179
181

182

Unit

UN
PR
UN
GU
GU
GU
UN
PR
UN
UN
UN
LB
UN
UN
PR
PR
UN
LB
EX
GU
GU
GU
GU
PR
GU
UN
PR
PR
PR
GU
GU
UN
UN
UN
UN
UN
UN
UN
UN
GU
GU
GU

GU

EXHIBIT 1

FLSA

Exempt
Exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt

Non-exempt



Salary Matrix
Effective July 31, 2016

CLASSIFICATION TITLE

Electrical & Instrumentation Technician IV

Engineering Services Analyst

Engineering Services Specialist

Engineering Technician

Environmental Resources Planner |

Environmental Resources Planner Il

Executive Assistant

Executive Manager of Engineering/Assistant General Manager
Executive Manager of Qperations/Assistant General Manager
Executive Manager of Policy Development/Assistant General Manager
External Affairs Analyst

External Affairs Specialist |

External Affairs Specialist | (Y—Rated)3
External Affairs Specialist ||
Facilities Specialist

Facilities Specialist - Landscape
Financial Analyst |

Financial Analyst I|

General Manager

GIS Specialist

Grants Administrator

Grants Officer

Human Resources Analyst |
Human Resources Analyst |l
Human Resources Officer
Human Resources Technician
HVAC Technician

Industrial Engine Technician |
Industrial Engine Technician Il
Information Systems Analyst |
Information Systems Analyst !l
Intern

Internal Auditor

Inventory Resourse Coordinator
Laboratory Assistant

Laboratory Scientist |
Laboratory Scientist Il
Maintenance Planner
Maintenance Specialist
Management Analyst

Manager of Business Information Services
Manager of Contracts & Facility Services
Manager of Engineering

Salary Range

182
182
179
175
179
182
178
196
196
196
180
171

202
177
177
177
179
181
203
178
179
186
177
179
183
171
177
177
181
179
181
001
179
181
172
177
179
181
201
204
190
190
192

Unit

GU
PR
UN
GU
UN
UN
UN
EX
EX
EX
UN
UN

UN
UN
PR
UN
PR
PR
EX
UN
PR
UN
UN
UN
UN
UN
GU
GU
GU
PR
PR
OTH
UN
PR
LB
LB
LB
GU
UN
PR
UN
UN
UN

EXHIBIT 1

FLSA

Non-exempt
Exempt
Exempt

Non-exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exermnpt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt

Non-exempt

Non-exempt

Non-exempt

Non-exempt
Exempt
Exempt

Non-exempt
Exempt
Exempt

Non-exempt

Non-exemnpt

Non-exempt

Non-exempt

Non-exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt



Salary Matrix

Effective July 31, 2016

CLASSIFICATION TITLE

Manager of External Affairs

Manager of Finance & Accounting

Manager of Human Resources

Manager of Internal Audit

Manager of Laboratories

Manager of Maintenance

Manager of Operations

Manager of Planning & Environmental Resources
Manager of Regional Compost Authority
Manager of Technical Services

Materials Management (Y-Rated)’
Mechanic |

Mechanic I*

Mechanic I

Mechanic I

Mechanic IV

Network Administrator

Office Assistant (confidential)

Office Assistant

Operations Specialist

Pretreatment & Source Control Inspector |
Pretreatment & Source Control Inspector ||
Procurement Specialist |

Procurement Specialist Il

Project Manager |

Project Manager ||

Records Specialist

Recycled Water Distribution Operator

Risk Specialist

RW/Groundwater Recharge Systems Maintenance Technician
RW/Groundwater Recharge Operations & Maintenance Specialist
Safety Analyst

Safety Officer

Senior Accountant

Senior Associate Engineer

Senior Associate Engineer - PE

Senior Compost Operations & Maintenance Technician
Senior Construction Project Inspector
Senior Engineer

Senior Environmental Resources Planner
Senior External Affairs Specialist

Senior Financial Analyst

Senior Information Systems Analyst

Salary Range

190
190
190
190
190
192
192
192
190
150
206
172

173
176
179
181
183
166
166
175
174
177
174
175
184
185
173
179
174
176
179
178
183
179
184
185
181
182
187
184
180
183
182

Unit

UN
UN
UN
UN
UN
UN
UN
UN
UN
UN
PR
GU

GU
GU
GU
GU
PR
UN
GU
UN
GU
GU
PR
PR
PR
PR
GU
OP
UN
UN
UN
UN
UN
PR
UN
UN
GU
UN
PR
UN
UN
PR
PR

EXHIBIT 1

FLSA

Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Non-exempt

Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Non-exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt



Salary Matrix
Effective July 31, 2016

CLASSIFICATION TITLE

Senior Internal Auditor

Senior Operations Specialist

Senior Project Manager

Senior Pretreatment & Source Control Inspector
Senior Wastewater Treatment Plant Operator
Senior Water Plant Operator

Senior Water Resources Analyst

Systems Administrator

Technology Specialist |

Technology Specialist ||

Technology Specialist 111

Warehouse Technician

Wastewater Treatment Plant Operator |
Wastewater Treatment Plant Operator ||
Wastewater Treatment Plant Operator IlI
Wastewater Treatment Plant Operator IV, V
Wastewater Treatment Plant Operator-in-Training
Water Plant Operator |

Water Plant Operator ||

Water Plant Operator Il

Water Plant Operator IV, V

Warehouse Systems & inventory

Notes:

1. Incumbent Biologist in this position prior to 7/1/01 shall be non-exempt.

Salary Range

182
184
187
180
181
181
182
181
178
180
182
171
174
176
178
180
171
174
176
178
180
204

Unit

UN
UN
PR
GU
opP
OopP
PR
PR
GU
GuU
GU
GU
oP
opP
op
OoP
oP
OpP
op
opP
op
PR

EXHIBIT 1

FLSA

Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Non-exempt
Exempt

2. Salary range for incumbent Senior Electrical & Instrumentation Tech employee reclassified to Electrical & Instrumentation Technician 11l .
3. The Y-Rated salary for this position is reflective of the incumbent in the position effective 11/1/14 formerly dlassified as CIP Coordinator.

4. Salary range for incumbent Plant Maintenance Technician Il employees reclassified to Mechanic 1.

5. The Y-Rated salary for this position Is reflective of the Incumbent in the position effective 7/31/16 formerly classified as Materials Management Supervisor



Unrepresented, Executive, General Unit, Laboratory Unit, Operators' Association,
and Profressional Unit Salary Matrix

Range/Step
165

[ay

W -l kW

166

O e~ n W N =

167

W oo~ ¢ U oda o N

168

W o0~ o U da N

169

L R N

Hourly

18.1975
18.6524
15.1186
15.5967
20.0865
20.5887
21.1034
21.6310
22.1718

12.1061
19.5837
20.0733
20.5751
21.0895
21.6167
22,1571
22.7110
23.2788

20.0609
20.5624
21.0764
21.6034
22,1435
22.6971
23.2645
23.8462
24.4423

21.0621
21.5886
22,1283
22.6815
23.2485
23.8298
24.4256
25.0362
25.6621

22.1137
22.6666
23.2332
23.8141

Effective July 31, 2016
Bi-Weekly

1,455.80
1,492.19
1,529.49
1,567.73
1,606.92
1,647.10
1,688.27
1,730.48
1,773.75

1,528.49
1,566.69
1,605.86
1,646.01
1,687.16
1,729.34
1,772.57
1,816.88
1,862.30

1,604.87
1,644.99
1,686.12
1,728.27
1,771.48
1,815.76
1,861.16
1,907.69
1,955.38

1,684.96
1,727.09
1,770.27
1,814.52
1,859.88
1,506.29
1,954.04
2,002.89
2,052.96

1,769.10
1,813.33
1,858.65
1,905.13

Page 1

Monthly

3,154.23
3,233.08
3,313.90
3,396.76
3,481.66
3,568.71
3,657.93
3,749.37
3,843.11

3,311.72
3,394.50
3,479.37
3,566.35
3,655.51
3,746.90
3,840.56
3,936.58
4,034.99

3,477.23
3,564.15
3,653.25
3,744.59
3,838.20
3,934.16
4,032.52
4,133.33
4,236.66

3,650.76
3,742.02
3,835.58
3,931.46
4,025.74
4,130.51
4,233.76
4,339.61
4,448.09

3,833.04
3,528.87
4,027.08
4,127.77

Annually

37,851
38,797
39,767
40,761
41,780
42,825
43,895
44,992
46,117

39,741
40,734
41,752
42,796
43,866
44,963
46,087
47,239
48,420

41,727
42,770
43,839
44,935
46,058
47,210
48,390
49,600
50,840

43,809
44,904
46,027
47,178
48,357
49,566
50,805
52,075
53,377

45,997
47,146
48,325
49,533

EXHIBIT 1



Unrepresented, Executive, General Unit, Laboratory Unit, Operators' Association,
and Profressional Unit Salary Matrix

Range/Step
5
6

W oo ~J

170

W oo~ U1 & W

171

D oo~ G W N

172

W 00~ o W b W N e

173

W00~ oW N e

Hourly
24.4093
25.0197
25.6451
26.2862
26.9433

23.2201
23.8005
24.3955
25.0054
25.6305
26.2713
26.9281
27.6013
28.2914

24.3810
24.9906
25.6153
26.2556
26.9121
27.5849
28,2745
28.9813
29.7059

25.6009
26.2409
26.8970
27.5693
28.2586
28.9651
29.6892
30.4315
31.1922

26.8797
27.5516
28.2405
28.9465
29.6701
30.4118
31.1722
31.9515
32.7503

Effective July 31, 2016

Bi-Weekly
1,952.75
2,001.57
2,051.61
2,102.80
2,155.47

1,857.60
1,504.04
1,851.64
2,000.43
2,050.44
2,101.70
2,154.25
2,208.11
2,263.31

1,950.48
1,999.24
2,049.22
2,100.45
2,152.97
2,206.79
2,261.96
2,318.51
2,376.47

2,048.07
2,099.27
2,151.76
2,205.55
2,260.69
2,317.21
2,375.13
2,434.52
2,495.38

2,150.38
2,204.13
2,259.24
2,315.72
2,373.61
2,432.95
2,493.77
2,556.12
2,620.03

Page 2

Monthly
4,230.95
4,336.74
4,445.15
4,556.28
4,670.18

4,024.81
4,125.42
4,228.55
4,334,27
4,442.62
4,553.69
4,667.54
4,784.23
4,903.84

4,226.04
4,331.70
4,439.98
4,550.98
4,664.77
4,781.38
4,900.92
5,023.43
5,149.02

4,437.48
4,548.43
4,662.14
4,778.68
4,898.16
5,020.62
5,146.12
5,274.79
5,406.65

4,659.15
4,775.62
4,895.02
5,017.39
5,142.82
5,271.39
5,403.17
5,538.27
5,676.72

Annually
50,771
52,041
53,342
54,675
56,042

48,298
49,505
50,743
52,011
53,311
54,644
56,010
57,411
58,846

50,712
51,980
53,280
54,612
55,977
57,377
58,811
60,281
61,788

53,250
54,581
55,946
57,344
58,778
60,247
61,753
63,297
64,880

55,910
57,307
58,740
60,209
61,714
63,257
64,838
66,459
68,121

EXHIBIT 1



Unrepresented, Executive, General Unit, Laboratory Unit, Operators' Association,
and Profressional Unit Salary Matrix

Range/Step
174

=y

0o~ e N

175

W 0o~y W N

176

W o~ s WM

177

D00~ W N

178

BN

Hourly

28.2215
28.9271
29.6503
30.3916
31.1514
31.9301
32.7284
33.5466
34.3852

29.6308
30.3716
31.1308
31.9091
32.7068
33.5245
34.3626
35.2217
36.1022

31.1115
31.8893
32.6865
33.5036
34.3412
35.1998
36.0797
36.9817
37.9063

32.6678
33.4845
34.3217
35.1798
36.0592
36.9607
37.8848
38.8318
39.8026

34.2999
35.1575
36.0364
36.9374

Effective July 31, 2016
Bi-Weekly

2,257.72
2,314.16
2,372.02
2,431.33
2,492.11
2,554.41
2,618.27
2,683.73
2,750.82

2,370.46
2,429.72
2,490.46
2,552.73
2,616.55
2,681.96
2,745.01
2,817.73
2,888.18

2,488.92
2,551.14
2,614.92
2,680.29
2,747.30
2,815.98
2,886.38
2,958.54
3,032.50

2,613.43
2,678.76
2,745.74
2,814.38
2,884.74
2,956.86
3,030.78
3,106.55
3,184.21

2,744.00
2,812.60
2,882.91
2,954.99

Page 3

Monthly

4,891.73
5,014.02
5,139.38
5,267.88
5,399.57
5,534.55
5,672.92
5,814.74
5,960.11

5,136.00
5,264.40
5,396.00
5,53091
5,669.19
5,810.91
5,956.19
6,105.09
6,257.72

5,392.66
5,527.48
5,665.66
5,807.29
5,952.47
6,101.30
6,253.82
6,410.16
6,570.42

5,662.42
5,803.98
5,949.09
6,097.82
6,250.27
6,406.52
6,566.69
6,730.85
6,899.11

5,945.32
6,093.96
6,246.32
6,402.47

Annually

58,701
60,168
61,673
63,215
64,795
66,415
68,075
69,777
71,521

61,632
63,173
64,752
66,371
68,030
69,731
71,474
73,261
75,093

64,712
66,330
67,988
69,688
71,430
73,216
75,046
76,922
78,845

67,949
69,648
71,389
73,174
75,003
76,878
78,800
80,770
82,789

71,344
73,128
74,956
76,830

EXHIBIT 1



Unrepresented, Executive, General Unit, Laboratory Unit, Operators’ Association,
and Profressional Unit Salary Matrix

Range/Step
5
6

w oo ~d

179

O 00~ i B W N

1

0

W o~ O 0N o WM e

181

W o~ b wWwN =

182

W00~ 3w W N

Hourly
37.8608
38.8073
39.7775
40.7719
41.7912

36.0163
36.9167
37.8396
38.7856
39.7552
40.7491
41.7678
42.8120
43.8823

37.8166
38.7621
39.7312
40.7244
41.7425
42.7860
43.8557
44.9521
46.0760

39.7054
40.6981
41.7155
42,7583
43.8273
44.9230
46.0461
47.1972
48.3771

41.6909
42.7331
43.8014
44.8965
46.0189
47.16%4
48.3486
45.5574
50.7962

Effective July 31, 2016

Bi-Weekly
3,028.86
3,104.58
3,182.20
3,261.75
3,343.29

2,881.30
2,953.33
3,027.16
3,102.85
3,180.42
3,259.83
3,341.43
3,424.96
3,510.59

3,025.33
3,100.97
3,178.49
3,257.95
3,335.40
3,422.88
3,508.46
3,596.17
3,686.08

3,176.43
3,255.84
3,337.24
3,420.66
3,506.19
3,593.84
3,683.69
3,775.78
3,870.17

3,335.27
3,418.65
3,504.11
3,591.72
3,681.51
3,773.55
3,867.89
3,964.59
4,063.70

Page 4

Monthly
6,562.53
6,726.60
6,894.77
7,067.14
7,243.81

6,242.82
6,398.89
6,558.86
6,722.83
6,890.91
7,063.18
7,238.76
7,420.75
7,606.27

6,554.88
6,718.77
6,886.73
7,058.89
7,235.36
7,416.24
7,601.65
7,791.70
7,986.50

6,882.26
7,054.33
7,230.69
7,411.44
7,596.74
7,786.66
7,981.33
8,180.85
8,385.37

7,226.42
7,407.08
7,592.25
7,782.06
7,976.61
8,176.03
8,380.42
8,589.94
8,804.68

Annually
78,750
80,719
82,737
84,806
86,926

74,914
76,787
78,706
80,674
82,691
84,758
86,877
89,049
91,275

78,658
80,625
82,641
84,707
86,824
88,995
91,220
93,500
95,838

82,587
84,652
86,768
88,937
91,161
93,440
95,776
98,170
100,624

86,717
88,885
91,107
93,385
95,719
98,112
100,565
103,079
105,656

EXHIBIT 1



Range/Step

Unrepresented, Executive, General Unit, Laboratory Unit, Operators’ Association,
and Profressional Unit Salary Matrix

183

(=

W~ R WM

184

W00~ R W N =

185

[Y- IR N R - BT - B

186

1

LT-T .- S I« R I L

BN

7

Hourly

43.7772
44.8718
45.9936
47.1434
48,3219
49.5300
50.7683
52.0374
53.3384

45,9647
47.1138
48.2916
49.4989
50.7364
52.0048
53.3050
54.6375
56.0036

48.2615
49.4680
50.7046
51.9723
53.2716
54.6034
55.9685
57.3677
58.8019

50.6760
51.9429
53.2414
54.5725
55.9368
57.3353
58.7686
60.2378
61.7428

53.2084
54.5385
55.9020
57.2995

Effective July 31, 2016
Bi-Weekly

3,502.18
3,589.74
3,679.48
3,771.47
3,865.75
3,962.40
4,061.46
4,162.99
4,267.07

3,677.17
3,765.10
3,863.33
3,958.92
4,058.91
4,160.38
4,264.40
4,371.00
4,480.28

3,860.92
3,957.44
4,056.37
4,157.78
4,261.73
4,368.27
4,477.48
4,589.41
4,704,15

4,054.08
4,155.43
4,255.31
4,365.80
4,474.95
4,586.82
4,701.49
4,819.02
4,939.50

4,256.67
4,363.08
4,472.16
4,583.96

Page 5

Monthly

7,588.05
7,771.77
7,972.22
8,171.52
8,375.80
8,585.19
8,799.84
9,019.82
9,245.33

7,967.21
8,166.39
8,370.55
8,579.82
8,794.31
9,014.16
9,239.52
9,470.50
9,707.28

8,365.32
8,574.46
8,788.80
9,008.53
9,233.74
9,464.59
9,701.20
9,943.73
10,192.33

8,783.83
9,003.43
9,228.51
9,459.23
9,695.71
9,938.11
10,186.55
10,441.22
10,702.26

9,222.78
9,453.34
9,689.67
9,931.92

Annually

91,057
93,333
95,667
98,058
100,510
103,022
105,598
108,238
110,944

95,607

97,997

100,447
102,958
105,532
108,170
110,874
113,646
116,487

100,384
102,893
105,466
108,102
110,805
113,575
116,414
119,325
122,308

105,406
108,041
110,742
113,511
116,349
119,257
122,239
125,295
128,427

110,673
113,440
116,276
119,183

EXHIBIT 1



Range/Step

Unrepresented, Executive, General Unit, Laboratory Unit, Operators' Association,
and Profressional Unit Salary Matrix

5
6

5=~ -

188

Lo~ B WM

189

O 00~ W N

190

1

0 W00~ O bW

W oo~ b W=

1

Hourly
58.7320
60.2004
61.7053
63.2480
64.8292

55.8669
57.2635
58.6951
60.1624
61.6665
63.2082
64.7884
66.4081
68.0684

58.6599
60.1265
61.6296
63.1704
64.7496
66.3683
68.0275
69.7283
71.4715

61.5919
63.1317
64.7100
66.3277
67.9860
69.6856
71.4277
73.2134
75.0437

64.6711
66.2878
67.9450
69.6437
71.3847
73.16%4
74.9986
76.8736
78.7955

Effective July 31, 2016
Bi-Weekly

4,698.56
4,816.03
4,936.43
5,059.84
5,186.33

4,469.35
4,581.08
4,695.61
4,812.99
4,933.32
5,056.66
5,183.08
5,312.65
5,445.47

4,692.79
4,810.12
4,930.37
5,053.63
5,179.97
5,309.47
5,442.20
5,578.26
5,717.72

4,927.35
5,050.54
5,176.80
5,306.22
5,438.88
5,574.84
5,714.22
5,857.07
6,003.50

5,173.69
5,303.03
5,435.60
5,571.49
5,710.78
5,853.55
5,999.89
6,149.89
6,303.64

Page 6

Monthly
10,180.21
10,434.73
10,695.59
10,962.99
11,237.06

9,683.59

9,925.68

10,173.82
10,428.15
10,688.86
10,956.09
11,230.00
11,510.74
11,798.52

10,167.72
10,421.93
10,682.47
10,949.53
11,223.27
11,503.84
11,791.44
12,086.24
12,388.40

10,675.93
10,942.83
11,216.40
11,496.80
11,784.23
12,078.83
12,380.80
12,690.33
13,007.58

11,209.65
11,489.89
11,777.14
12,071.57
12,373.35
12,682.70
12,999.76
13,324.76
13,657.88

Annually
122,163
125,217
128,347
131,556
134,845

116,203
119,108
122,086
125,138
128,266
131,473
134,760
138,129
141,582

122,013
125,063
128,190
131,394
134,679
138,046
141,497
145,035
148,661

128,111
131,314
134,597
137,962
141,411
144,946
148,570
152,284
156,091

134,516
137,879
141,326
144,859
148,480
152,192
155,997
159,897
163,895

EXHIBIT 1



Unrepresented, Executive, General Unit, Laboratory Unit, Operators' Association,
and Profressional Unit Salary Matrix

Range/Step

192

=
gmmﬂmmthH

Do~ s W=

194

D o0 Nt b W=

195

W oo~ O U W N

196

2NN =

Hourly

67.9059
69.6026
71.3437
73.1272
74.9555
76.8293
78.7501
80.7187
82.7368

71.3006
73.0831
74.9102
76.7829
78.7025
80.6700
82,6868
84.7540
86.8728

74.8677
76.7354
78.6579
80.6243
82.6400
34.7060
86.8236
88.9942
91.2190

78.6115
80.5767
82.5513
84.6560
86.7724
88.9417
91.1653
93.4444
95.7805

82.5404
84.6040
86.7190
88.8870

Effective July 31, 2016
Bi-Weekly

5,432.47
5,568.29
5,707.50
5,850.18
5,996.44
6,146.34
6,200.01
6,457.50
6,618.94

5,704.05
5,846.64
5,992.81
6,142.63
6,296.20
6,453.60
6,614.94
6,780.32
6,945.83

5,985.42
6,139.15
6,292.63
6,449.94
6,611.20
6,776.48
6,945.89
7,115.53
7,297.52

6,288.92
6,446.14
6,607.30
6,772.48
6,941.79
7,115.34
7,293.22
7,475.55
7,662.44

6,603.23
6,768.32
6,937.52
7,110.96

Page 7

Monthly

11,770.35
12,064.62
12,366.24
12,675.38
12,992.28
13,317.07
13,650.01
13,991.25
14,341.04

12,358.77
12,667.73
12,984.43
13,309.03
13,641.77
13,982.81
14,332.38
14,690.69
15,057.96

12,977.07
13,301.50
13,634.03
13,974.88
14,324.26
14,682.37
15,049.42
15,425.66
15,811.30

13,625.99
13,966.64
14,315.82
14,673.70
15,040.55
15,416.57
15,801.98
16,197.03
16,601.96

14,307.01
14,664.69
15,031.30
15,407.09

Annually

141,244
144,775
148,395
152,105
155,907
159,805
163,800
167,895
172,093

148,305
152,013
155,813
159,708
163,701
167,794
171,989
176,288
180,696

155,725
159,618
163,608
167,699
171,891
176,188
180,593
185,108
189,736

163,512
167,600
171,790
176,084
180,487
184,999
189,624
194,364
199,224

171,684
175,976
180,376
184,885

EXHIBIT 1



Unrepresented, Executive, General Unit, Laboratory Unit, Operators' Association,
and Profressional Unit Salary Matrix

Range/Step

5
6

0 o~

197

W e~ oM

198

W oo~ YU B WNR=

199
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Hourly
91.1091
93.3869
95.7216
98.1146

100.5674

86.6670
88.8336
91.0545
93.3309
95.6641
98.0558
100.5072
103.01599
105.5953

90.5997
93.2747
95.6066
97.9968
100.4466
102.9578
105.5318
108.1701
110.8743

97.8269
100.2726
102.7794
105.3489
107.9827
110.6822
113.4493
116.2855
119.1926

105.1631
107.7922
110.4870
113.2492
116.0804
118.9824
121.9570
125.0059
128.1310

Effective July 31, 2016
Bi-Weekly

7,288.73
7,470.96
7,657.73
7,849.16
8,045.39

6,933.36
7,106.69
7,284.36
7,466.47
7,653.13
7,844.46
8,040.58
8,241.59
8,447.63

7,279.98
7,461.97
7,648.52
7,839.74
8,035.73
8,236.63
8,442.54
8,653.61
8,869.95

7,826.15
8,021.80
8,222.35
8,427.91
8,638.61
8,854.58
9,075.94
9,302.84
8,535.41

8,413.04
8,623.37
8,838.96
9,059.93
9,286.43
9,518.59
9,756.56
10,000.47
10,250.48

Page 8

Monthly
15,792.25
16,187.07
16,591.74
17,006.52
17,431.69

15,022.28
15,357.83
15,782.78
16,177.35
16,581.78
16,996.34
17,421.25
17,856.78
18,303.19

15,773.29
16,167.61
16,571.80
16,986.10
17,410.75
17,846.02
18,292.18
18,749.48
19,218.21

16,956.67
17,380.58
17,815.09
18,260.47
18,716.99
19,184.92
15,664.54
20,156.15
20,660.05

18,228.26
18,683.97
19,151.08
19,629.85
20,120.60
20,623.61
21,139.21
21,667.69
22,209.37

Annually
189,507
194,245
199,101
204,078
209,180

180,267
184,774
189,393
194,128
158,981
203,956
209,055
214,281
219,638

189,279
194,011
198,862
203,833
208,929
214,152
219,506
224,954
230,619

203,480
208,567
213,781
219,126
224,604
230,219
235,974
241,874
247,921

218,739
224,208
229,813
235,558
241,447
247,483
253,671
260,012
266,512

EXHIBIT 1



Unrepresented, Executive, General Unit, Laboratory Unit, Operators' Association,
and Profressional Unit Salary Matrix

Range/Step
201
1
202
1
203
1
204
1
205
1
206
1

001

DN bW N =

Hourly
55.6958
42.9806
139.8935
50.4892
61.4047
50.4892
10.0000
11.0000
12.0000
13.0000

14.0000
15.0000

Effective July 31, 2016
Bi-Weekly

4,455.66
3,438.45
11,191.48
4,039.14
4,912.38

4,039.14

Page 9

Monthly
9,653.94
7,449.97
24,248.20
8,751.46
10,643.48

8,751.46

Annually
115,847
89,400
290,978
105,018
127,722

105,018

EXHIBIT 1
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k \ Inland Empire Utilities Agency
A MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT

Date: July 20, 2016
To: The Honorable Board of Directors
Through: Public, Legislative Affairs and Water Resources Committee (07/13/16)
Finance, Legal and Administration Committee (07/13/16)
From: P. Joseph Grindstaff
(General Manager
Submitted by: Kathy BesserW
Manager of External Affairs
Subject: Award of Contracts for Federal Legislative Services
RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Board of Directors:

1. Approve a three-year contract with two additional one-year extensions with Innovative
Federal Strategies, LLC to provide federal legislative consulting services for a monthly
retainer fee of $8,000, plus approved expenses;

2. Approve a three-year contract with two additional one-year extensions to Agricultural
Resources to provide federal legislative consulting services for a monthly retainer fee of
$6,000 through December 31, 2016, and $3,500 thereafter, plus approved expenses; and

3. Authorize the General Manager to finalize and execute said contracts and potential one-
year extensions.

BACKGROUND

The Agency currently contracts with Innovative Federal Strategies and Agricultural Resources to
provide federal legislative services on issues of interest to the Agency and the community it serves,
including water resources, renecwable energy, water quality, air quality, and funding,

In late 2015, the Public, Legislative Affairs and Water Resources Committee recommended that
Requests for Proposals (RFPs) for federal legislative services be circulated in spring 2016 as part
of a competitive bid process. On March 2, 2016, Agency staff publicly advertised a RFP to provide
federal legislative services.



Award of Contracts for Federal Legislative Services
July 20, 2016
Page 2 of 3

On March 23, 2016, the Agency received nine proposals for federal legislative services from the
following: Agrieultural Resources, Best Best & Krieger, Carmen Group/Kadesh & Associates,
Carpi & Clay, Cassidy & Associates, Duane Morris, the Furman Group, Innovative Federal
Strategies, and Potomac Partners. The proposals were reviewed, scored and ranked by an
evaluation committee comprised of two Board Members, the Executive Manager of Policy
Development, and the Manager of External Affairs. Follow-up interviews were conducted with
five of the firms on May 25, 2016. The interview committee was comprised of the two Board
Members, the General Manager, the Executive Manager of Policy Development, and the Manager
of External Affairs. The legislative consultants were ranked based on relevant firm experience,
capability, resources, key personnel qualifications, approach/methodology, fees, and contract

exceptions. The following table identifies the combined ranking and associated fees of the five
firms interviewed.

[T 2 AT
Agricultural Resources

i
Carmen Group/ 4
Kadesh & Associates $10,000
The Furman Group 2 $12,500
Innovative Federal Strategies 1 $8,000
Potomac Partners 3 $9,000

Based on the overall ranking it is recommended that contracts for the provision of legislative
services be approved with Innovative Federal Strategies and Agricultural Resources. Key
considerations that went into this recommendation are the following:

¢ The track record of success that these two firms have achieved for IEUA over the past 16
years. Working together, they have assisted the Agency in securing over $37 million in
federal grants since 2000. This funding has been vital to the financing of the Regional
Recycled Water Program, the Desalters and other water management activities.

¢ The approach outlined in the interviews for their vision of how IEUA should move forward
with its legislative program. Both firms provided a detailed assessment of the challenges
and opportunities facing IEUA, emphasizing the need for renewed engagement with our
delegation both locally and in Washington, DC and ideas for how to move forward.

¢ The knowledge and effectiveness of these firms in their collaboration with other water
agency representatives within our region and in Washington, DC and their relationships
with the congressional delegation that represents IEUA's service area.

Staff discussed whether IEUA should continue to contract with two firms. The conclusion was
that the effective collaboration between these two smaller firms achieved a depth and breadth in
the Agency's legislative strategy that would be difficult to replicate even through the resources of

a very large firm. The combination of the two firms’ talents and expertise more effectively support
the Agency’s initiatives.

G:\Board-Rec\2016\16188 2016 Award of Contract for Federal Legislative Services 7-20-16.docx
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If approved, the total monthly fees would be $14,000 per month through December 31, 2016 and
$11,500 thereafter.

In summary, Innovative Federal Strategies and Agricultural Resources knowledge and expertise,
combined with their strong working relationships with our federal delegation and effective
collaboration with our partner agencies within IEUA's service area, makes them the best choices
to provide federal legislative services for the Agency.

PRIOR BOARD ACTION

On January 13, 2013, the Board of Directors approved contracts with Innovative Federal
Strategies, LLC and Agricultural Resources through fiscal year 2016.

On May 16, 2012, the Board of Directors approved six-month extensions of existing contracts with
Agricultural Resources and Innovative Federal Strategies, LLC for the term July 1, 2012, through
December 31, 2012.

IMPACT ON BUDGET

The related federal legislative consultant services expenses have been included in the FY 2016/17
Budget, under various program funds, including Administrative Service Fund, Regional
Wastewater Capital Improvement Fund, Recycled Water Fund, and Water Resources Fund.

G:\Board-Rec\2016\16188 2016 Award of Contract for Federal Legislative Services 7-20-16.docx



AGREEMENT NUMBER 4600002124
rOR
FEDERAL LEGISLATIVE ADVOCACY SERVICES

THIS AGREEMENT (the “Agreement”) is made and entered into this 20th day of July
2016, by and between the Inland Empire Utilities Agency, a municipal water district,
organized and existing in the County of San Bernardino under and by virtue of the laws
of the State of California (hereinafter referred to as “Agency’), and Innovative Federal
Strategies, LLC of Washington, DC (hereinafter referred to as “Consultant”), for federal
legislative advocacy services (“Services™), as required and directed by the Agency.

The term of this Agreement shall extend from August 1, 2016 and terminate upon
completion of Services, or July 30, 2019, whichever occurs first, uniess the optional term
extension is exercised, agreed to by both parties, reduced to writing and amended to

this Agreement. The Agreement may be extended by two additional one-year term
extensions.

The Agency shall pay Consultant’s properly executed retainer invoices within thirty (30)
calendar days following receipt of said invoices. In compensation for the work
represented by this Agreement, Agency shall pay Consultant's retainer fee of $8,000.00
per calendar month throughout the term of this Agreement for all services provided; plus
documented, reasonable and customary business expenses approved by the Agency.

All expenses shall be submitted with receipts. The Scope of Work shall include, but
shall not be limited to:

BASIC SERVICE: ASSISTANCE IN SECURING FUNDING FOR IEUA & REGIONAL
RESOURCE PROJECTS

1. Identify potential federal funding opportunities that match the Agency's funding
needs.

2. Secure funding for Agency projects through the appropriations process and
provide follow-up support on competitive applications.

3. Work with Agency staff in the identification and application of grants offered by

federal agencies. Draft funding/grant applications in collaboration with the
Agency.

4. Advise on presentation (organization, formatting, etc.) of legislative materials.
Assist in drafting materials and correspondence.

4600002124 - Innovative Federal Strategies Page10f3
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5. Monitor and facilitate the progress of funding/grant applications through
appropriate federal agencies on behalf of the Agency, when requested.

6. Develop and maintain good working relationships between the Agency and
California congressional delegation, key congressionai committees, and the

Executive Branch. Assist with developing relationships with newly elected
officials.

7. Develop and implement a successful strategy for the Agency, including
coordinating strategic trips to Washington D.C., to meet with legislators and
federal agency representatives.

8. Coordinate appointments or meetings between Agency Board Members,
Executives, or other designated individuals, and Congressional leaders.

ADDITIONAL SERVICES: LEGISLATIVE BILL TRACKING AND ADVOCACY

1. ldentify federal legislation of interest to the Agency, monitor action on these
initiatives, and advocate the Agency's interest, when appropriate. Provide a
matrix of legislation of interest to the Agency, including, but not limited to,
legislation on which the Agency has taken a position, no fewer than eight (8)
business days prior to the second Wednesday of every month.

2. Represent Agency in Washington D.C. to communicate Agency’s interests to the

appropriate elected representatives, key Committee members, federal agencies
and other individuals, as needed.

3. Provide support including briefing papers, talking points, etc. when Agency
officials are requested to testify before a committee or legislative staff.

ADDITIONAL SERVICES: COMMUNICATIONS/UPDATES

1. Provide written monthly updates no fewer than eight (8) business days prior to
the second Wednesday of every month, and quarterly status reports on the firm’s
achievements as they relfate to the Agency’s goals and objectives.

2. Other required reports may include, but not necessarily be limited to, personal
briefings and information bulletins pertinent to any legislation, rules, or regulations
and other Federal policies or programs that affect the Agency and its service area
either directly or indirectly.

3. Travel to the Agency’'s Headquarters may be required for briefings and meetings

with the Agency's Board of Directors, Executive Management, and/or staff as
needed and directed.

4600002124 — Innovative Federal Strategles Page 20f3
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No other work is authorized under this agreement. Should Consultant recommend
another consultant or contractor to perform required services, the Agency shall contract

with such firm in the best interest of the Agency. No additional fees shall be paid to
Consultant.

Consultant shall fumish the Agency with certificates of insurance, endorsing the Agency
as an additional insured, with the following coverage's: General Liability of $1,000,000,
and Automobile of $500,000, combined single limits per occurrence for bodily injury,
personal injury and property damage. Additionally, Consultant shall provide Professional
Liability insurance in the amount of $1,000,000 per claim. The certificates and
endorsements for each insurance policy are to be signed by a person authorized by that
insurer to bind coverage on its behalf. All certificates and endorsements are to be
approved by the Agency before activity commences.

The Consuitant shall indemnify Agency, its directors, employees, agents, and assigns,
and shall defend and hold them hamless from all liability, demands, actions, claims,
losses and expenses, including reasonable attorney’s fees, which arise out of or are
related to the negligence, recklessness or willful misconduct of Censultant, its directors,

employees, agents and assigns, in the performance of Consultant's work completed
under this Agreement.

The Consuitant is retained as an independent Consultant only, for the sole purpose of
rendering the services described herein, and is not an employee of the Agency.

The Agency reserves the right to immediately suspend, cancel or terminate this
Agreement at any time upon written notice to the Consultant. In the event of such
termination, the Agency shall pay Consultant for ali authorized and Consultant-invoiced
services and approved expenses up to the date of such termination.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be entered
as of the day and year written above.

INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY: INNOVATIVE FEDERAL STRATEGIES, LLC:
A Municipal Water District

W
P. Joseph Grindstaff (Date) itia H. White ate)

General Manager Partner

4600002124 - Innovative Federal Strategies Page 30of 3
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AGREEMENT NUMBER 4600002125
FOR
FEDERAL LEGISLATIVE ADVOCACY SERVICES

THIS AGREEMENT (the “Agreement”) is made and entered into this 20th day of July
2016, by and between the inland Empire Utilities Agency, a municipal water district,
organized and existing in the County of San Bernardino under and by virtue of the laws
of the State of California (hereinafter referred to as “Agency’), and Agricultural
Resources of Washington, DC (hereinafter referred to as “Consultant”), for federal
legislative advocacy services (“Services”), as required and directed by the Agency.

The term of this Agreement shall extend from August 1, 2016 and terminate upon
completion of Services, or July 30, 2019, whichever occurs first, unless the option period
is authorized, agreed to by both parties, reduced to writing and amended to this
Agreement. The Agreement may be extended by two additional onhe-year term
extensions.

The Agency shall pay Consultant's properly executed retainer invoices within thirty (30)
calendar days following receipt of said invoices. In compensation for the work
represented by this Agreement, Agency shall pay Consultant's retainer fee of $6,000.00
per calendar month for services through December 31, 2016, and $3,500.00 per
calendar month thereafter, for all services provided; plus documented, reasonable and
customary business expenses approved by the Agency. All expenses shall be submitted
with receipts. The Scope of Work shall include, but shall not be limited to:

BASIC SERVICE: ASSISTANCE IN SECURING FUNDING FOR IEUA & REGIONAL
RESOQURCE PROJECTS

1. ldentify potential federa! funding opportunities that match the Agency’s funding
needs.

2. Secure funding for Agency projects through the appropriations process and
provide follow-up support on competitive applications.

3. Work with Agency staff in the identification and application of grants offered by
federal agencies. Draft funding/grant applications in coilaboration with the
Agency.

4. Advise on presentation (organization, formatting, etc.) of legislative materials.
Assist in drafting materials and correspondence.

4600002125 — Agricultural Resources Page 1 of 3
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Monitor and facilitate the progress of funding/grant applications through
appropriate federal agencies on behalf of the Agency, when requested.

Develop and maintain good working relationships between the Agency and
California congressional delegation, key congressional committees, and the
Executive Branch. Assist with developing relationships with newly elected
officials.

- Develop and implement a successful strategy for the Agency, including

coordinating strategic trips to Washington D.C., to meet with legislators and
federal agency representatives.

Coordinate appointments or meetings between Agency Board Members,
Executives, or other designated individuals, and Congressional leaders.

ADDITIONAL SERVICES: LEGISLATIVE BILL TRACKING AND ADVOCACY

1.

Identify federal legislation of interest to the Agency, monitor action on these
initiatives, and advocate the Agency'’s interest, when appropriate.

Represent Agency in Washington D.C. to communicate Agency’s interests to the
appropriate elected representatives, key Committee members, federal agencies
and other individuals, as needed.

Provide support including briefing papers, talking points, etc. when Agency
officials are requested to testify before a committee or legislative staff.

ADDITIONAL SERVICES: COMMUNICATIONS/UPDATES

1.

Provide written monthly updates and quarterly status reports on the firm's
achievements as they relate to the Agency’s goals and objectives.

Other required reports may include, but not necessarily be limited to, personal
briefings and information bulletins pertinent to any legislation, rules, or regulations
and other Federal policies or programs that affect the City and its citizens either
directly or indirectly.

Travel to the Agency’s Headquarters may be required for briefings and meetings
with the Agency’s Board of Directors, Executive Management, and/or staff as
needed and directed,

No other work is authorized under this agreement. Should Consultant recommend
another consultant or contractor to perform required services, the Agency shall contract
with such firm in the best interest of the Agency. No additional fees shall be paid to
Consultant. Consultant shall deliver a written monthly report to Agency, no fewer than

4600002125 — Agricultural Resources Page 2 of 3
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eight (8) business days prior to the second Wednesday of every month, documenting
Consultant’s activities on behalf of Agency.

Consultant shall furnish the Agency with certificates of insurance, endorsing the Agency
as an additional insured, with the following coverage's: General Liability of $1,000,000,
and Automobile of $500,000, combined single limits per occurrence for bodily injury,
personal injury and property damage. Additionally, Consultant shall provide Professional
Liability insurance in the amount of $1,000,000 per claim. The certificates and
endorsements for each insurance policy are to be signed by a persen authorized by that
insurer to bind coverage on its behalf. All certificates and endorsements are to be
approved by the Agency before activity commences.

The Consultant shall indemnify Agency, its directors, employees, agents, and assigns,
and shall defend and hold them harmless from all liability, demands, actions, claims,
losses and expenses, including reasonable attorney’s fees, which arise out of or are
related to the negligence, recklessness or willful misconduct of Consultant, its directors,

employees, agents and assigns, in the performance of Consultant's work completed
under this Agreement.

The Consultant is retained as an independent Consultant only, for the sole purpose of
rendering the services described herein, and is not an employee of the Agency.

The Agency reserves the right to immediately suspend, cancel or terminate this
Agreement at any time upon written notice to the Consultant. In the event of such
termination, the Agency shall pay Consultant for all authorized and Consultant-invoiced
services and approved expenses up to the date of such termination.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be entered
as of the day and year written above.

INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY: AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES:

P. Joseph Grindstaff  (Date) David Weiman (Date)
General Manager Owner
4600002125 — Agricultural Resources Page 3 of 3
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EH'IL "™ inland Empire Utilities Agency
A MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT

Date: July 20, 2016
To: The Honorable Board of Directors
Through: Public, Legislative Affairs and Water Resources Committee (7/13/16)
Finance, Legal, and Administration Committee (7/13/16)
From: P. Joseph Grindst
General Manager 4
Submitted by: Kathy Besser
Manager of External Affairs
Subject: Award of Contract for State Legislative Services
RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Board of Directors:

1. Approve a three-year contract with two additional one-year extensions with West Coast
Advisors to provide state legislative consulting services, for a monthly retainer fee of
$9,800, plus approved expenses; and

2. Authorize the General Manager to finalize and execute said contract and potential one-year
extensions.

BACKGROUND

The Agency currently contracts with West Coast Advisors, formerly known as the Dolphin Group,
to provide state legislative services on issues of interest to the Agency and the community it serves,
including water resources, renewable energy, water quality, air quality, and funding.

In late 2015, the Public, Legislative Affairs, and Water Resources Committee recommended that
Requests for Proposals (RTFPs) for state legislative services be circulated in spring 2016, as part of
a competitive solicitation process. On March 2, 2016, the RFP was issued via PlanetBids, making
it accessible by all interested parties. On March 23, 2016, the Agency received two proposals for
state legislative services, one from West Coast Advisors, the current service provider, and one
from the Monares Group.

The proposals were reviewed, scored and ranked by an evaluation committee comprised of two
Board Members, the Executive Manager of Policy Development, and the Manager of External
Affairs. Based on the scoring, it is recommended that the Agency award the state legislative



Award of Contract for State Legislative Services
July 20, 2016
Page 2 of 2

services contract to West Coast Advisors. West Coast Advisors has served the Agency well on
state legislative issues.

PRIOR BOARD ACTION

On November 14, 2012, the Board of Directors approved a contract with the Dolphin Group
through fiscal year 2016.

On May 16, 2012, the Board of Directors approved a six-month extension of the existing contract
with the Dolphin Group for the term of July 1, 2012, through December 31, 2012.

IMPACT ON BUDGET

The state legislation consultant service costs are included in the FY 2016/17 Budget, under various

program funds: Regional Wastewater Capital Improvement Fund, Recycled Water Fund and Water
Resources Fund.

G:\Board-Rec\2016\16187 2016 Award of Contract for State Legislative Services 7-20-16.docx
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AGREEMENT NUMBER 4600002123
FOR
STATE LEGISLATIVE LOBBYING SERVICES

THIS AGREEMENT (the "Agreement"), is made and entered into this 20" day of July,
2016, by and between the Inland Empire Utilities Agency, a municipal water district,
organized and existing in the County of San Bernardino under and by virtue of the laws
of the State of California (hereinafter referred to as "Agency"), and West Coast Advisors,

of Sacramento, California, (hereinafter referred to as "Consultant"), for state legislative
lobbying services (“Services”).

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and obligations set forth
herein, the parties agree as follows:

All Agency direction related to this Agreement shall come from the designated person
below:

Project Manager: Kathryn Besser
Address: 6075 Kimball Avenue, Building A
Chino, California 91708
Telephone:  (909) 993-1638
Facsimile: (909) 993-1983
E-mail. kbesser@ieua.org

Consultant inquiries shall be directed to the following:
Consultant Contact:  Michael Boccadoro
Address: 925 L. Street, Suite 800

Sacramento, California 95814
Telephone: (916) 441-4383

Cellular: (916) 441-4132
E-mail: mboccadoro@westcoastadvisors.com

The term of this Agreement shall extend from August 1, 2016, and terminate upon
completion of Services, or July 30, 2019, whichever occurs first, unless mutually agreed
upon fo extend for the option period, which shall be reduced to writing and amended to
this Agreement. The options shall include two (2) one-year term extensions upon review
of the prior year's services and mutual consent.

The Agency shall pay Consultant's properly executed retainer invoice within thirty (30)
calendar days following receipt of said invoice. In compensation for the work represented
by this Agreement, Agency shall pay Consultant a firm-fixed fee of $9,800.00 per month,
for all services provided; plus documented, reasonable and customary business

CONTRACT NUMBER 4600002123 Page 1 of 4
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expenses pre-approved by the Agency. The Scope of Work shall include, but shall not
be limited to:

1.

Develop and implement a successfui legislative sfrategy for IEUA that addresses
issues of interest to IEUA, including coordinating trips to Sacramento for Board
and senior staff to meet with legislators and state agency representatives.

Identify state legistation of interest to IEUA, monitor action on these initiatives, and
advocate the Agency's interest when appropriate.

Identify legislation that IEUA may sponsor, and lead the advocacy campaign for
successful passage of this legislation, including coordination with other lobbyists;

Provide representation before the California Public Utilities Commission and other
state agencies on renewable energy programs, funding, energy tariffs, cap and
trade regulations and other energy issues of interest to iIEUA. Monitor action on
these initiatives, and advocate the Agency’s interest where appropriate.

Represent IEUA in Sacramento in term of communicating |IEUA interests to the
appropriate elected representatives, key Committee members, state agencies and
other individuals as needed.

Provide legislative support including briefing papers, talking points, etc., when
IEUA Directors or senior staff is requested to testify before a committee or
legislative staff, or to meet with Legislators or their staff.

Identify potential state funding opportunities, including grant programs that match
IEUA’s funding needs, and assist with securing funding through appropriate follow-
up with the Legislature, state departments and state agencies.

Develop and maintain good working relationships between IEUA and the California
Legislature, regional and local representatives, key legislative committees, state
agencies, departments, commissions, councils and their staff.

Advise on presentation of legislative materials. Assist in drafting materials and
correspondence.

10.Coordinate appointments or meetings between IEUA, other designated individuals

and state legislature and administration leaders.

11. Coordinate legislative activities IEUA member agencies and associations of which

IEUA is a member (e.g., Metropolitan Water District of Southern California, Santa
Ana Watershed Project Authority, Association of California Water Agency,
California Section of the WateReuse Association, California Association of
Sanitary Agencies, and others as identified by IEUA.).

CONTRACT NUMBER 4600002123 Page 2 of 4
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Deliverables

Consultant shall deliver a written monthly report to the Agency’s Project Manager, no
fewer than eight (8) business days prior to the second Wednesday of each month,
documenting Consultant's activities on behalf of Agency, a matrix of legislation of interest
to the Agency, including, but not limited to, legislation on which the Agency has taken a
position, highlighting areas of interest for the Agency and identifying achievements as
they relate to IEUA’s goals, objectives and legis!ative strategy. Additionally, Consultant
shall provide any additional reports requested, on an as-needed basis, which may
include; personal briefings to the Agency’s Board of Directors and staff, information alerts
and bulletins on legislation, rules and regulations or other State policies or programs that
affect the Agency either directly or indirectly.

No other work is authorized under this agreement. Should Consultant recommend
another consultant or contractor to perform Agency-requested services, the Agency shali

contract with such firm in the best interest of the Agency. No additional fees shall be paid
to Consultant.

Consultant shall furnish the Agency with certificates of insurance, endorsing the Agency
as an additional insured, with the following coverage’s: General Liability of $1,000,000,
and Automobile of $500,000, combined single limits per occurrence for bodily injury,
personal injury and property damage; as weil as Workers' compensation limits as required
by the Labor Code of the State of California and employers Liability limits of $1,000,000
per accident. Additionally, Consultant shall provide Professional Liability insurance in the
amount of $1,000,000 per claim. The certificates and endorsements for each insurance
policy are to be signed by a person authorized by that insurer to bind coverage on its

behalf. All certificates and endorsements are to be approved by the Agency before
activity commences.

The Consultant shall indemnify Agency, its directors, employees, agents, and assigns,
and shall defend and hold them harmless from all liability, demands, actions, claims,
losses and expenses, including reasonable attorney’s fees, which arise out of or are
related to the negligence, recklessness or willful misconduct of Consultant, its directors,

employees, agents and assigns, in the performance of Consultant's work completed
under this Agreement.

The Consultant is retained as an independent Consultant only, for the sole purpose of
rendering the services described herein, and is not an employee of the Agency.

The Agency reserves the right to immediately suspend, cancel or terminate this
Agreement at any time upon written notice to the Consultant. In the event of such

termination, the Agency shall pay Consultant for all authorized and Consultant-invoiced
services up to the date of such termination.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused the Contract to be entered as
of the day and year written above.
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INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY: WEST COAST ADVISORS:

A Municipal Water District
S e coatn Ge-f-/t

P. Joseph Grindstaff (Date) Michael Boccadoro {Date)
General Manager President
CONTRACT NUMBER 4600002123 Page 4 of 4
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( \ Inland Empire Utilities Agency
A MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT

Date: July 20, 2016
To: The Honorable Board of Directors
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Subject: Adoption of CEQA for the IEUA-Pomona-MVWD Intertie Project

RECOMMENDATION
It is recommended that the Board of Directors:

1. Adopt the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration and Mitigation Monitoring, and Reporting Program for the IEUA-Pomona-
MVWD Intertie; and

2. Authorize the General Manager to file the Notice of Determination (NOD) with the San
Bernardino County and Los Angeles County Clerk of the Board.

BACKGROUND

The City of Pomona (Pomona), Monte Vista Water District (MVWD), and the Inland Empire
Utilities Agency (IEUA) have collaboratively initiated a Recycled Water Feasibility Study (Study)
to evaluate future opportunities to increase the water supply within the region. In the Integrated
Water Resources Plan (IRP), the interagency connection was identified as a potential additional
water supply. The study is evaluating the viability of potential supply sources and interconnections
to convey treated recycled water to direct use recycled water customers, groundwater recharge
basins, and aquifer storage and recovery wells. The Study will also consider mitigation of existing
and future land subsidence conditions in the cities of Pomona and Montclair. The top ranking

project alternatives are being analyzed in detail to determine the most cost effective and beneficial
interagency project alternative.
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The Study includes projects consisting of a pipeline conveyance system, a booster pump station,
and a new advanced water treatment facility to support the increased demand for recycled water
and groundwater recharge within the region. Recycled water from the Pomona Water Reclamation
Plant (PWRP) and groundwater from Pomona’s Spadra Well 19 would be conveyed from the City
of Pomona to the existing Montclair recharge basin. The project would improve groundwater
supply and provide a new water source. The project would also allow for expandability to include
aquifer storage and recovery wells for injection. Other variations of this project are included in the
project alternative analysis within the Study.

The three parties are jointly preparing the Study and will equally share the cost of the Study. The
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) documents have been prepared in this early stage
of the project to apply for Proposition 1 Grant and State Revolving Fund loan from the State Water
Resources Control Board. IEUA is the lead agency in the preparation of documentation for the

CEQA process. The CEQA package has been prepared by Tom Dodson & Associates, and includes
the following documents:

o Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND)
e Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program (MMRP)
¢ Notice of Determination (NOD)

The IS/MND concludes that the IEUA-Pomona-MVWD Intertie Project can be implemented by
using the mitigation measures defined in the Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program. The
required 30-day public review of the IS/MND was completed on June 14, 2016, where three (3)
comment letters were received from the State Water Resources Control Board and the Department
of Transportation. These comments ranged from pre-construction permits to tribal coordination.
The responses to the comments were noted and incorporated into the final IS'MND documentation.
These final documents require board adoption and the issuance of a NOD for state filing.

Adopting the recommended CEQA findings and mitigation measures for the IEUA-Pomona-
MVWD Intertie Project is consistent with the IEUA business goal of Water Reliability by
providing new water supplies and maximizing the beneficial reuse of recycled water through the
enhancement of groundwater recharge.

PRIOR BOARD ACTION

On July 15, 2015, the Board approved the Memorandum of Understanding for the Recycled Water
Intertie with Monte Vista Water District and City of Pomona.

IMPACT ON BUDGET

None.
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Afttachments:
Attachment 1: Initial Study
Attachment 2: Comments and Responses
Attachment 3: Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program
Attachment 4: Notice of Determination
Attachment 5: Mitigated Negative Declaration
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO
ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

To: San Bernardino County and Los Angeles County
Clerk of the Board Registrar-Recorder/County Clerk
385 North Arrowhead Avenue Attn: Business Filing & Registration
San Bernardino, CA 92415 12400 Imperial Highway

and Norwalk, CA 90650

Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse From: Inland Empire Utilities Agency
1400 Tenth Street 6075 Kimbail Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95814 Chino, CA 91708

Subject:  Filing of Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration in compliance with
Section 21092.3 of the Public Resources Code.

Project Title

IEUA Pomona Intertie Project

Not Yet Assigned Sylvie Lee, P.E. (909) 993-1600
State Clearinghouse Number Lead Agency Contact Person Telephone Number

Project Location

The project regional pipeline would begin in the City of Pomona, traverse east to the City of Montclair, and
would discharge into the Montclair Basin. The proposed regional pipeline will be located along the
following street segments: Erie Street between Mt Vernon Ave and Orange Grove Ave in Pomona where
the proposed pipeline meets the proposed booster pump station and continues on Orange Grove Ave
between Erie Street and Garey Avenue in Pomona; McKinley Avenue between Garey Avenue and Towne
Avenue in Pomona, Towne Avenue between McKinley Avenue and Lincoln Avenue in Pomona; Lincoln
Avenue which becomes Orchard Street between Towne Avenue and Ramona Avenue in both Montclair
and Pomona; and Ramona Avenue between Orchard Street and Palo Verde Street in Montclair where it
meets the proposed advanced water treatment site at the corner of Palo Verde Street and Ramona
Avenue. From the proposed advanced water treatment site the proposed regional pipeline travels to the
Montclair Groundwater Recharge Basin from Palo Verde Street at Ramona Avenue in Montclair to Helena
Avenue where the proposed regional pipeline travels under the I-10 freeway to end at the Montclair
Groundwater Recharge Basin. There are two proposed locations for the pump station, Alternative 1
would be located within an empty, disturbed lot on the westside of Eerie Street between West Holt
Avenue and West Orange Grove Avenue (APN 8355017006) and Alternative 2 would be located within
an empty, disturbed lot on the southwest corner of North Orange Grove Avenue and East McKinley
Avenue (APN 8339020028).

Project Description

The proposed project includes the construction of a recycled water pipeline, booster pump station, and
advanced water treatment facility. The purpose of the project is to improve the groundwater replenish-
ment system within IEUA’s service area. The project would serve to consolidate wastewater treatment
service in the area by maximizing the recovery of water supply from brine sources within the City of
Pomona, IEUA, and Monte Vista Water District service areas.
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Proposed Review Process

A capital improvement project such as the proposed project is a discretionary decision or “project” that
requires evaluation under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). This Mitigated Negative
Declaration is the proposed CEQA determination for this project. Inland Empire Utilities Agency acting as
the CEQA lead agency for this project will consider adoption of this Mitigated Negative Declaration at a
future scheduled public meeting.

After public review of the Initial Study is completed, IEUA proposes to adopt a Mitigated Negative
Declaration in accordance with CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines. Any parties that comment on this
proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration will be notified of the meeting date where adoption of the
Mitigated Negative Declaration will be considered. Copies of the Mitigated Negative Declaration/Initial
Study are available for review at the IEUA's office located at 6075 Kimball Avenue, Chino, CA 91708.
The proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration will be available for public review and comment from May
16, 2016 through June 14, 2016. Any comments you have must be submitted in writing no later than
June 14, 2016.

M Mirvger of Planning 5/11 [20/6

Signature T Title v Date




Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal

Mail to: State Clearinghouse, P.O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 (916) 445-0613
For Hand Delivery/Street Address: 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 — 916/445-0613 SCH#

Project Title: _IEUA POMONA INTERTIE PROJECT

Lead Agency __Inland Empire Utilities Agency Contact Person Sylvie Lee, P.E.
Mailing Address ___ 6075 Kimball Avenue Phone _(909) 993-1600
City ___Chino Zip 91708 County San Bernardino County

Project Location:  County Los Angeles & San Bernardino City/Nearest Community _ Pomona and Montclair
Erie Street / Orange Grove Ave / McKinley Ave

Cross Streets __Lincoln Ave / Ramona Ave Zip Code N/A

Lat./Long. __general area 34° 2' 71" N/ 117° 28' 36" W Total Acres ~20 acres

Assessor's Parcel No _APN 8355017006 and APN 8339020028 Sections

Within 2 miles: State Hwy # 1-10 Waterways San Antonio Creek

Airports N/A Railways _ N/A Schools ___N/A

Document Type:

CEQA: o NOP O Draft EIR NEPA: o NOI Other: o Joint Document
O Early Cons O Supplement/Subsequent EIR o EA 0O Final Document
0 Neg Dec (Prior SCH No.) a Draft EIS o Other
®m Mit Neg Dec o Other 0 FONSI

Local Action Type:

o General Plan Update 0O Specific Plan 0 Rezone o Annexation

O General Plan Amendment 0 Master Plan O Prezone O Redevelopment

0 General Plan Element 0 Planned Unit Development O Use Permit O Coastal Permit

o0 Community Plan o Site Plan 0 Land Division (Subdivision, etc.) ® Other_Recycled Water

Pipeline/Booster Pump
Station & AWTF

Development Type:
0 Residential: Units Acres u Water Facilities: Type___Pipeline and Water
Treatment Facility

o Office: Sq.ft. Acres Employees 0 Transportation: Type
o Commercial: Sq.ft. Acres Employees o Mining: Mineral
O Industrial:  Sq.ft. Acres Employees O Power: Type Watts
0O Education O Waste Treatment:  Type MGD
O Recreational 0 Hazardous Waste:  Type

o Other:

Project Issues Discussed in Document:

®  Aesthetics / Visual O Fiscal ®  Recreation / Parks B Vegetation

B Agricuftural Land B Floodplain / Flooding 8 Schools / Universities a Water Quality

B Air Quality ® Forest Land / Fire Hazard O Septic Systems ® Water Supply / Groundwater
®  Archaeological / Historical | Geologic / Seismic O Sewer Capacity ® Wetland/Riparian

B Biological Resources O Minerals B Soil Erosion / Compaction / Grading a1 Wildlife

®  Coastal Zone ® Noise O Solid Waste O Growth Inducing

O Drainage / Absorption O Population / Housing Balance B Toxic / Hazards ® Land Use

O Economic/ Jobs B Public Services / Facilities B Traffic / Circulation O Cumulative Effects

a Other

Present Land Use / Zoning / General Plan Designation:

General Plan  Urban Neighborhood, Activity Center, Residential Neighborhood, Low Residential, Public/Quasi Public and
Conservation Basins

Zoning Light Industrial (M-1), Corridors Specific Plan (CSP), Single Family (R-1-6000), Single Family (R-1-7200), and
Single-Family Residential (R1)

Project Description: The proposed project includes the construction of a recycled water pipeline, booster pump station, and
advanced water treatment facility. The purpose of the project is to improve the groundwater replenishment system within IEUA’s
service area. The project would serve to consolidate wastewater treatment service in the area by maximizing the recovery of water
supply from brine sources within the City of Pomona, IEUA, and Monte Vista Water District service areas.



Reviewing Agencies Checklist

Lead Agencies may recommend State Clearinghouse distribution by marking agencies below with an “X”.
If you have already sent your document to the agency please denote that with an “S”.

Air Resources Board Office of Historic Preservation
Boating / Waterways, Department of Office of Public School Construction
California Highway Patrol Parks & Recreation

|

il

X Caltrans District # 7-LA and 8-SBD Pesticide Regulation, Department of
Caltrans Division of Aeronautics Public Utilities Commission
Caltrans Planning (Headquarters) Reclamation Board
Coachella Valley Mountain Conservancy X Regional WQCB, #__8-Santa Ana & 4-Los Angeles
Coastal Commission Resources Agency
Colorado River Board S.F. Bay Conservation & Development Commission

Conservation, Department of
Corrections, Department of

San Gabriel & Lower L.A. Rivers & Mtns Conservancy
San Joaquin River Conservancy

|

Delta Protection Commission Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy
Education, Department of State Lands Commission
Energy Commission X SWRCB: Clean Water Grants

X Fish & Wildlife, Region#6
Food & Agriculture, Department of
Forestry & Fire Protection

General Services, Department of

SWRCB: Water Quality

SWRCB: Water Rights

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

Toxic Substances Control, Department of

Health Services, Department of X Water Resources, Department of
Housing & Community Development
Integrated Waste Management Board Other

X Native American Heritage Commission Other

Office of Emergency Services

T T e e e e e e e e e e e e — — — — — — — — — o—— v—— — — — — s o

Starting Date May 16, 2016 Ending Date June 14, 2016

Lead Agency (complete if applicable)

Consulting Firm: __Tom Dodson & Associates Applicant: Inland Empire Utilities Agency
Address: 2150 N. Arrowhead Avenue Address: 6075 Kimball Avenue
City/State/Zip: San Bernardino, CA 92405 City/State/Zip: _Chino, CA 91708

Contact: Tom Dodson Contact: Sylvie Lee, P.E.

Phone: (909) 882-3612 Phone: (909) 993-1600

Signature of Lead Agency Representative:

/M Marage r of ?/an/ze‘gq 5/1n /2016

L

SignaturéJ - Title Date

Authority cited: Section 21083, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 21161, Public Resources Code.



DRAFT MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Lead Agency: Inland Empire Utilities Agency Contact: Sylvie Lee, P.E.
6075 Kimball Avenue Phone:  (909) 993-1600
Chino, CA 91708 Email: slee@ieua.org
Project Title: IEUA POMONA INTERTIE PROJECT

State Clearinghouse Number: Not yet assigned

Project Location:

Project Description:

Finding:

Initial Study:

The project regional pipeline would begin in the City of Pomona, traverse east to the City
of Montclair, and would discharge into the Montclair Basin. The proposed regional
pipeline will be located along the following street segments: Erie Street between Mt
Vernon Ave and Orange Grove Ave in Pomona where the proposed pipeline meets the
proposed booster pump station and continues on Orange Grove Ave between Erie Street
and Garey Avenue in Pomona; McKinley Avenue between Garey Avenue and Towne
Avenue in Pomona, Towne Avenue between McKinley Avenue and Lincoln Avenue in
Pomona; Lincoln Avenue which becomes Orchard Street between Towne Avenue and
Ramona Avenue in both Montclair and Pomona; and Ramona Avenue between Orchard
Street and Palo Verde Street in Montclair where it meets the proposed advanced water
treatment site at the corner of Palo Verde Street and Ramona Avenue. From the
proposed advanced water treatment site the proposed regional pipeline travels to the
Montclair Groundwater Recharge Basin from Palo Verde Street at Ramona Avenue in
Montclair to Helena Avenue where the proposed regional pipeline travels under the [-10
freeway to end at the Montclair Groundwater Recharge Basin. There are two proposed
locations for the pump station, Alternative 1 would be located within an empty, disturbed
lot on the westside of Eerie Street between West Holt Avenue and West Orange Grove
Avenue (APN 8355017006) and Alternative 2 would be located within an empty,
disturbed lot on the southwest corner of North Orange Grove Avenue and East McKinley
Avenue (APN 8339020028).

The proposed project includes the construction of a recycled water pipeline, booster
pump station, and advanced water treatment facility. The purpose of the project is to
improve the groundwater replenishment system within IEUA’s service area. The project
would serve to consolidate wastewater treatment service in the area by maximizing the
recovery of water supply from brine sources within the City of Pomona, IEUA, and Monte
Vista Water District service areas.

Inland Empire Utilities Agency's (IEUA) decision to facilitate implementation of this
proposed project is a discretionary decision or “project” that requires evaluation under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Based on the information in the project
Initial Study, IEUA has made a preliminary determination that a Mitigated Negative
Declaration will be the appropriate environmental determination for this project to comply
with CEQA.

Copies of the Mitigated Negative Declaration/Initial Study are available for public review
at the Copies of the Mitigated Negative Declaration/Initial Study are available for review
at the IEUA's office located at 6075 Kimball Avenue, Chino, CA 91708. The proposed
Mitigated Negative Declaration will be available for public review and comment from May
16, 2016 through June 14, 2016. Any comments you have must be submitted in writing
no later than June 14, 2016.



Mitigated Negative Declaration
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Mitigation Measures: All mitigation measures identified in the Initial Study are summarized on pages 95-99 and
are proposed for adoption as conditions of the project. These measures will be
implemented through a mitigation monitoring and reporting program if the Mitigated
Negative Declaration is adopted.

DRAFT
Signature Title Date
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IEUA POMONA INTERTIE PROJECT
Initial Study

1. Introduction

Inland Empire Utilities Agency (IEUA) is proposing to construct the Pomona Intertie Project
(project). The project would include improvements to the existing conveyance system
infrastructure to support the increased demand for recycled water and groundwater recharge
within IEUA’s service area. Recycled water from the Pomona Water Reclamation Plant (PWRP)
and groundwater from Spadra Well 19 would be conveyed from the City of Pomona to IEUA’s
existing Montclair recharge basin (Montclair Basin) in the City of Montclair. The proposed
project includes the construction of a new pipeline conveyance system, a booster pump station,
and a new Advanced Water Treatment Facility (AWTF). The proposed project would improve
groundwater supply and provide a new water source to address regional recycled water
demands.

2. Project Background

The IEUA was formed in 1950 for the purpose of importing supplemental water supplies from
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWD). IEUA, as a member of the MWD,
distributes imported water, and provides municipal and industrial wastewater collection and
treatment services and other related utility services for the mid-portion of the Upper Santa Ana
River watershed in the southwestern-most portion of San Bernardino County, California. In its
wastewater management role, the IEUA serves the cities of Chino, Chino Hills, Fontana,
Montclair, Ontario and Upland, and the Cucamonga Valley Water District (which generally
encompasses the City of Rancho Cucamonga as well as some unincorporated areas of San
Bernardino County). Approximately 800,000 people are currently estimated to reside in the
IEUA service area, which encompasses approximately 242 square miles.

Monte Vista Water District (MVWD), a county water district formed in 1927, provides retail and
wholesale water supply services to a population of over 130,000 within a 30-square mile area,
including the communities of Montclair, Chino Hills, portions of Chino and the unincorporated
area lying between the cities of Pomona, Chino Hills, Chino and Ontario. MVWD's water
sources are obtained in the following distribution: 65% Chino Groundwater Basin, 30% Imported
Water from Northern California, 5% Entitlement from San Antonio Water Company, and less
than 1% from reclaimed wastewater. The proposed project is a collaborative effort between the
IEUA, City of Pomona, and MVWD. IEUA has agreed to serve as the CEQA lead agency for this
project as the proposed regional pipeline would be conveyed to IEUA’s groundwater recharge
basin, Montclair Basin, to replenish the aquifer.
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2.1 Recycled Water Definitions

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) is responsible for regulating the use of
recycled water in California. Title 22 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR) includes Water
Recycling Criteria (CCR Title 22, Division 4, Chapter 3) that regulate the use of recycled water
through health-based water quality standards and treatment reliability criteria for recycled water.
Title 22 identifies the allowable end uses for recycled water and the associated minimum
treatment requirements for each end use (CCR Title 22, Division 4, Chapter 3, Article 3, Uses of
Recycled Water).

Title 22 sets bacteriological water quality standards based on the expected degree of public
contact with recycled water. Title 22 establishes four categories of recycled water: disinfected
tertiary, disinfected secondary-2.2, disinfected secondary-23, and undisinfected secondary
recycled water. Disinfected tertiary recycled water is defined as a filtered and subsequently
disinfected wastewater (CCR Title 2, Division 4, Chapter 3, Section 60301.230).

The proposed project would distribute disinfected tertiary recycled water for beneficial end uses
that include groundwater replenishment and landscape irrigation. Title 22 allows for disinfected
tertiary recycled water to be used for irrigation, including but not limited to parks and play-
grounds, school yards, and residential landscaping (CCR Title 22, Division 4, Chapter 3,

Article 3, Section 60304). In addition, Title 22 requires recycled water applied to surface
recharge basins for purposes of groundwater replenishment also to meet the treatment
requirements for disinfected tertiary recycled water (CCR Title 22, Division 4, Chapter 3,

Article 5.1, Section 60320.108).

3. Project Location

The proposed regional pipeline would begin in the City of Pomona, traverses east to the City of
Montclair, and would discharge into the Montclair Basin (Figure 1). The project is comprised of
a recycled water distribution pipeline, booster pump station, and AWTF (Figure 2). The
proposed conveyance pipeline would be constructed within existing roadway public rights-of-
way (ROWSs) where feasible. The proposed regional pipeline will be located along the following
street segments: Erie Street between Mt Vernon Ave and Orange Grove Ave in Pomona where
the proposed pipeline meets the proposed booster pump station and continues on Orange
Grove Ave between Erie Street and Garey Avenue in Pomona; McKinley Avenue between
Garey Avenue and Towne Avenue in Pomona, Towne Avenue between McKinley Avenue and
Lincoln Avenue in Pomona; Lincoln Avenue which becomes Orchard Street between Towne
Avenue and Ramona Avenue in both Montclair and Pomona; and Ramona Avenue between
Orchard Street and Palo Verde Street in Montclair where it meets the Proposed Advanced
Water Treatment Site at the corner of Palo Verde Street and Ramona Avenue. From the
Proposed Advanced Water Treatment Site the proposed regional pipeline travels to the
Montclair Groundwater Recharge Basin from Palo Verde Street at Ramona Avenue in Montclair
to Helena Avenue where the proposed regional pipeline travels under the I-10 freeway to end at
the Montclair Groundwater Recharge Basin. There are two proposed locations for the pump
station, Alternative 1 (Figure 3A) would be located within an empty, disturbed lot on the
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westside of Eerie Street between West Holt Avenue and West Orange Grove Avenue (APN
8355017006) and Alternative 2 (Figure 3B) would be located within an empty, disturbed lot on
the southwest corner of North Orange Grove Avenue and East McKinley Avenue (APN
8339020028). The proposed AWTF would be constructed within the existing MVWD's Plant 28,
located at the intersection of Palo Verde Street and Ramona Avenue in the City of Montclair as
indicated above.

4. Project Objectives

The objectives of the proposed project are to:

e Recharge IEUA’s depleting groundwater basins
e Provide a direct use recycled water source for the region

5. Project Description

The proposed project includes the construction of a recycled water pipeline, booster pump
station, and AWTF. Figure 2 identifies the proposed locations of each of the project
components. The purpose of the project is to improve the groundwater replenishment system
within IEUA’s service area. The project would serve to consolidate wastewater treatment service
in the area by maximizing the recovery of water supply from brine sources within the City of
Pomona, IEUA, and Monte Vista Water District (MVWD) service areas. A detailed description of
the project components can be found below.

5.1 Recycled Water Distribution Line

The proposed project would require installation of approximately 33,000 lineal feet (LF) of 12- to
16-inch pipeline from the City of Pomona to the City of Montclair. The recycled water from the
PWRP and groundwater from Spadra Well 19 would be transported to the Montclair Basin. The
distribution pipeline would begin within the City of Pomona’s service area where it would
connect to the City of Pomona’s existing recycled water pipeline at the intersection of Mt Vernon
Avenue and Erie Street. The pipeline would traverse north along Erie Street, continuing east on
Orange Grove Avenue, and traversing east on East McKinley Avenue. From McKinley Avenue,
the pipeline would travel south on North Town Avenue, east on Lincoln Avenue, and enter the
City of Montclair jurisdiction once the street becomes Orchard Avenue.

The proposed pipeline would connect to IEUA’s existing recycled water pipeline at the
intersection of Ramona Avenue and Orchard Street in the City of Montclair. The final segment of
the distribution pipeline would travel north through the proposed AWTF and connect to an
existing outfall discharging into the Montclair Basin.

The new pipeline would discharge up to 3,500 gallons per minute (gpm) of recycled water into
the Montclair Basin. Some of this supply would be used to meet local landscape irrigation
demands and for industrial equipment usage. The pipeline would be constructed mostly within
existing ROWs in a highly industrial area.
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5.2 Booster Pump Station

The proposed project includes two alternative locations for the proposed booster pump station:
Alternative 1 and Alternative 2 (see Figure 2). The booster pump station would transmit water
from the City of Pomona to the proposed AWTF within IEUA’s service area in the City of
Montclair, adjacent to the Montclair Basin. Alternative 1 (Figure 3A) and Alternative 2

(Figure 3B) would be located within empty, disturbed lots. As shown on Figure 2, the distribution
pipeline would travel adjacent to both alternative booster pump station locations. The booster
pump station would be housed within a block building similar to the surrounding architecture.
The booster pump station would operate at 400 horsepower. A transformer would be installed to
handle the electric power delivered to the pumps. The recycled water would be conveyed
through a 12- to 16-inch diameter distribution pipeline from the booster pump station to the
proposed AWTF. Following treatment the treated water would be conveyed to the Montclair
Basin for groundwater recharge.

5.3 Advanced Water Treatment Facility

An advanced water treatment facility, or AWTF, with a treatment capacity of 5 million gallons per
day (MGD) would be constructed as part of the proposed project. The proposed AWTF would
be constructed within the existing MVWD's Plant 28 site. Currently, the center of the Plant 28
parcel is utilized as a 2,000 gpm well site and is not included as part of this project. The rest of
the parcel is used as a community garden and contains an existing water tank. The total parcel
area is approximately 189,000 square feet. The AWTF would utilize approximately 127,000
square feet of this existing facility. The conceptual layout of the proposed AWTF is shown on
Figure 4.

The proposed project would require demolition of an existing water tank. The AWTF would
include construction of a Microfiltration (MF) treatment facility, a Reverse Osmosis (RO)
treatment facility, an Ultraviolet-Advanced Oxidation Process (UV-AOP) treatment, a control
room, electrical room, chemical storage, truck off-loading pad, and pipeline corridor/access
road. (See Figure 4). The MF/RO membrane treatment process followed by UV-AOP provides
tertiary-treated recycled water for groundwater recharge. This process provides the level of
treatment needed to meet the Title 22 regulatory requirements for groundwater recharge
through spreading and direct injection. Each facility to be constructed as part of the AWTF is
further described below.

Electricity would also be required for the treatment processes of the AWTF. Critical process
components such as pumps and disinfection would be equipped with standby power.

Microfiltration (MF) Facility

MF membranes are an efficient technology for particle removal and pathogen control. These
technologies yield finished water turbidities consistently below 0.1 NTU, independent of feed
water quality. Membrane filtration is a pressure-driven process that provides a near absolute
barrier to suspended solids and microorganisms with pore sizes ranging from 0.1 to 0.5
microns. The MF treatment facility would include:
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e 200 HP feed pump,
e Microfiltration membranes, and
e Ancillary equipment (100 HP)

Reverse Osmosis (RO) Facility

High-pressure membrane processes, such as RO, are typically used for the removal of
dissolved constituents including both inorganic and organic compounds. RO is a process in
which the mass-transfer of ions through membranes is diffusion controlled. The feed water is
pressurized, forcing water through the membranes concentrating the dissolved solids that
cannot travel through the membrane. Consequently, these processes can remove salts,
hardness, synthetic organic compounds, disinfection-by-product precursors, etc.

The RO treatment facility would include:

RO break tank and 80 HP pump station

3 RO trains consisting of a 150 HP feed pump and reverse osmosis membranes
An RO flush tank with a 15 HP pump station

An RO clean-in-place system (300 HP).

Ancillary facilities are used intermittently during operation.

Ultraviolet Advanced Oxidation Process (UV-AOP) Facility

UV disinfection is a physical process that uses no toxic chemicals and produces no known toxic
residuals or byproducts. The disinfection mechanism of UV light involves damage or destruction
of an organism’s genetic material due to the transference of electromagnetic energy (i.e.,
wavelength of 254 nanometers [nm]) from a UV lamp to the genetic material. The lethal effects
of this energy result primarily from the organism’s inability to replicate. When coupling this
system with a small dose of hydrogen peroxide, an advanced oxidation process (AOP) results,
in which hydroxyl radicals are produced which can mineralize many organic microconstituents.
The UV-AOP facility would consist of

e 140 kW UV reactor
e Hydrogen peroxide feed system.

5.4 Project Construction

Recycled Water Distribution Line

Construction of the proposed recycled water pipeline would involve trenching using a conventional
cut and cover technique, and jacking and boring where necessary. No dewatering would be
required. The trenching technique would include saw cutting of the pavement where applicable,
trench excavation, pipe installation, backfill operations, and re-surfacing to the original condition.
The trench would be approximately 6 feet deep and 5 feet wide. The pipeline would be installed a
minimum of 4 feet below ground surface (bgs). The construction corridor would be approximately
20 feet wide to allow for traffic control, staging areas and vehicle access. Construction staging
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areas would be identified by the contractor for pipe lay-down, soil stockpiling, and equipment
storage. On average, 200 linear feet of pipeline may be installed per day.

Trenches would be temporarily closed at the end of each work day, by covering with steel
trench plates and installing barricades to restrict access to staging areas. The construction
equipment needed for pipeline installation would include: backhoe, excavator, bracing, welding
equipment, boom lift truck, steam roller, plate compactor. Approximately seven workers per day
would be required for construction and installation of the distribution pipeline. Minimal off-site
disposal would include construction related debris and spoils.

The installation of the proposed pipeline would require approximately 35 percent of its length to
be installed via a jack and bore method. Jack and bore construction methods would be used at
all bridge crossings. This tunneling method employs a horizontal boring machine or an auger
that is advanced in a tunnel bore to remove material ahead of the pipe. Excavated soils would
be retained for backfill. No utility service disruptions are anticipated during construction of the
proposed project.

Traffic control would be necessary during pipeline installation within streets, but complete road
closures are not anticipated. The Traffic Control Plan for the project would conform to traffic
control standards established by the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), the City
of Pomona, and the City of Montclair. A total of up to two or three workers would be required for
traffic control during pipeline installation.

Booster Pump Station

The proposed booster pump station would be housed in a building that may include a pump
room, electric control room, odor control facilities, chemical tanks, and storage room.
Construction of the booster pump station would involve installation of piping and electrical
equipment, excavation and structural foundation installation, pump house construction, pump
and motor installation, and final site completion.

The construction equipment needed for booster pump station installation would generally
include: auger truck, backhoe, boom lift truck, excavator, plate compactor, and scaffolding.
Excavated soils would be reused onsite to the extent feasible and otherwise disposed offsite.
Concrete would be required for construction of pump station foundation and pads.

Advanced Water Treatment Facility

The construction of the 5 MGD advanced water treatment facility would consist of site clearing,
demolition, construction of facilities, installation of equipment, and site completion. Construction
equipment would include the following: backhoes, loaders, dump trucks, crew trucks, concrete

trucks, cranes, personal vehicles, compactor, delivery trucks, and a water truck.

It is estimated that approximately 920 cubic yards (CY) of soil and demolition material would
need to be hauled off site. Assuming 20 CY per truck load on average, approximately 46 dump
truck trips would be needed to remove the excavated and demolition material. Traffic entering
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and leaving the site would include workers’ daily arrival and departure, equipment deliveries,
hauling of excavation spoil, and other construction related traffic.

In addition to minor soil removal, other materials and equipment would be delivered to the site
including piping, building materials, concrete forms, roofing materials, HVAC equipment, pumps,
diffusers, screens, belt presses, and screw presses.

5.5 Construction Staging Plan

Pipeline construction would occur mastly within public ROWSs of City and County streets.
Construction parking would vary with progress along the linear pipeline corridor and near the
proposed booster pump station and AWTF sites. Traffic control devices would be incorporated
into the design plans to ensure smooth traffic flow during construction. A detailed staging plan
would be prepared once the project design begins. Equipment and vehicle staging would be
accommodated at each construction site.

5.6 Construction Schedule

The proposed project would take approximately 18 months to construct with the distribution
pipeline taking approximately 10 months, the booster pump station taking approximately 6
months, and the AWTF taking approximately 12 months. The tentative schedule for the
proposed project would be June 2017 to December 2018. Construction would occur Monday
through Friday, primarily during the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., or otherwise in
accordance with local noise ordinances.

5.7 Operation and Maintenance Activities

Once constructed the proposed recycled water pipeline, the booster pump station, and the
AWTF would be operated by IEUA as part of their larger water treatment system. The pipeline
would be contained entirely underground and would not require additional staff for operation. In
addition, no new staff would be required for the operation of the booster pump station.

After construction of the AWTF is completed and the facility is commissioned and operating,
there would be operational traffic associated with worker commute, chemical deliveries,
screenings removal, and biosolids removal. No full-time employees would be needed at the
proposed new AWTF, employees from the IEUA service system would serve to maintain the
facility periodically, as needed. While the proposed treatment processes are not chemical
intensive, regular deliveries of various chemicals would be required. It is estimated that there
would be an average of 36 chemical truck deliveries and 12 other operational deliveries
annually.

End uses for recycled water would include groundwater replenishment and landscape irrigation.

6. Required Permits and Approvals

Numerous approvals and/or permits would be required to implement the proposed project. The
approved environmental documentation for the proposed project would be used to help facilitate
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compliance with federal and state laws, as well as granting permits by various state and local
agencies having jurisdiction over one or more aspects of the project. These approvals and
permits may include but are not limited to the following:

o City of Pomona:
¢ Roadway Encroachment Permit / Easement
e Traffic Control Plan
e Building Permit
e Conditional Use Permit
e Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
e City of Montclair:
e Roadway Encroachment Permit/Easement
e Traffic Control Plan
e Building Permit
e Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
e U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service: Federal Endangered Species Act Compliance (CEQA Plus)
e State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB)

e California Department of Fish & Wildlife (Region 3): State Endangered Species Act
Compliance (CEQA Plus)

e State Historic Preservation Office: Section 106 National Historic Preservation Act
Compliance (CEQA Plus)

7. Purpose of this Document

IEUA has prepared this IS/MND to provide the public and responsible agencies with information
about the potential environmental impacts associated with implementation of the Pomona
Intertie Project. This ISIMND includes project-level analysis of the proposed recycled water
pipeline, booster pump station and AWTF.

This IS/MND was prepared in compliance with Sections 15070 to 15075 of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines of 1970 (as amended) and California Code of
Regulations, Title 14, Division, Chapter 3. In accordance with Section 15070, an MND shall be
prepared if the Initial Study identifies potentially significant effects, but revisions in the project
plans would avoid or mitigate the effects to a point where clearly no significant effects would
occur. As the CEQA lead agency, IEUA has determined that an IS/MND is the appropriate
CEQA environmental determination for the proposed project.
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7.1 Impact Terminology

The environmental analysis for each resource defines the criteria used to judge whether an
impact is significant based on the CEQA Initial Study Checklist and regulatory agency
standards. Impacts that exceed identified threshold levels are considered significant. In
describing the significance of impacts, the following categories of significance are used and are
based on the best professional judgment of the preparers of the IS/IMND:

No Impact: There would be no impact to the specific resource or there would be a positive
impact on the environment, such as reducing an existing environmental problem.

Less than Significant: An impact that may be adverse, but does not exceed the threshold
levels and does not require mitigation measures

Less than Significant with Mitigation: An impact that is potentially significant, but can be
reduced to below the threshold level (to Less than Significant) given reasonable and
available mitigation measures.

Potentially Significant: An impact that would cause substantial, or potentially substantial,
unavoidable adverse impacts above the threshold level. Such an impact requires further
evaluation and would trigger the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for
the project.
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8. Environmental Checklist

1. Project Title:

2. Lead Agency Name and Address:

3. Contact Person and Phone Number:

4. Project Location:

5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address:

6. General Plan Designation(s):

7. Zoning Designation(s):

8. Description of Project:

See Sectionl through Section 6.

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting.

Varied urban development, including residential neighborhood and commercial development.

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement. Indicate whether another agency is a responsible or trustee agency.)

See Section 6.

IEUA Pomona Intertie Project IS/MND

Inland Empire Utilities Agency
607 Kimball Ave.
Chino, CA 91708

Sylvie Lee
(909) 993-1600

Pomona, CA
Montclair, CA
(See Figures 1 - 2)

N/A

Urban Neighborhood
Activity Center
Residential Neighborhood
Low Residential
Public/Quasi Public
Conservation Basins

Light Industrial (M-1)
Corridors Specific Plan (CSP)
Single Family (R-1-6000)
Single Family (R-1-7200)
Single Family Residential (R1)
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8.1 Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

The proposed project could potentially affect the environmental factor(s) checked below. The
following pages present a more detailed checklist and discussion of each environmental factor.

D Aesthetics D Agriculture and Forestry Resources & Air Quality

Biological Resources & Cultural Resources El Geology, Soils and Seismicity

|:| Greenhouse Gas Emissions @ Hazards and Hazardous Materials Xl Hydrology and Water Quality

& Land Use and Land Use Planning |:| Mineral Resources & Noise

|:| Population and Housing D Public Services |:| Recreation

|z Transportation and Traffic D Utilities and Service Systems ‘E Mandatory Findings of Significance

8.2 Determination (To be completed by Lead Agency)
On the basis of this initial study:

n
X

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

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

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

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

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed
adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable
standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed project, no further environmental documentation is
required.

51120l

Signature” Date

Svlvie Lee, Mgr. of Planning/Env. Compliance IEUA

Printed Name For
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8.3 Aesthetics

Less Than

Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

1.
a)

b)

c)

d)

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

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

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of the site and its surroundings?

Create a new source of substantial light or glare
which would adversely affect daytime or nighttime
views in the area?

[] L]
Substantially damage scenic resources, including, ] ]
O] ]
[] L]

AESTHETICS — Would the project:

X

0O 0O X0O

H
X
X

Discussion

a)

b)

Less than Significant. Construction of the proposed project would result in short-term
impacts to aesthetics due to the presence of construction materials and equipment in the
visual landscape. The components of the proposed project are not located within a
designated scenic vista (City of Pomona 2014). The nearest scenic vista is a ridgeline
within Angeles National Forest located approximately 11 miles north of the proposed
project. Due to the distance and the temporary nature of construction, construction of the
proposed project would not cause any significant adverse impacts to scenic vistas. Once
constructed, the majority of the proposed project would be located underground and
would not visible. The booster pump station and the AWTF would be designed to match
the surrounding industrial architecture. The booster pump station would be consistent in
height with the surrounding structures, and therefore would not be a dominant physical
feature in the area. The AWTF would be located on an existing industrial MVWD facility
site that already contains two reservoir tanks and ancillary structures. As a result, the
addition of the AWTF structure would not create new adverse effects to any scenic vista.
Therefore, the proposed project would have a less than significant impact on a
designated scenic vista.

No Impact. The proposed project is located in an urbanized and residential area that
does not contain any important scenic resource values. The project site is not located
within a state scenic highway designated by the Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
(Caltrans, 2015). The nearest state scenic highway is Highway 2, located approximately
23 miles northwest of the proposed project. Therefore, the project would not substan-
tially damage scenic resources such as trees, rock outcroppings, or historic buildings
within a state scenic highway or at the site. No impact would occur.

Less than Significant. Construction activities would require the use of heavy equipment
and storage of materials on-site. During construction, excavated areas, stockpiled soils,
and other materials at the construction site and staging areas would constitute negative
aesthetic elements in the visual landscape. However, these effects would be temporary
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d)

as they would occur during project construction and would not significantly impact the
long-term visual character of the area. Once constructed, the pipeline would be below
ground and would not impact the surrounding visual character of the environment. The
booster pump station and AWTF would be consistent with the height and architecture
design of surrounding buildings. In addition, the AWTF would be located within an
existing industrial MVWD facility site, and would be consistent with the existing
conditions at this site. The on-site storage materials associated with the AWTF would be
housed appropriately and would not affect the visual landscape. Therefore, implementa-
tion of the proposed project would have a less than significant impact to the existing
visual character within the project area of impact.

Less than Significant. The proposed project would not require nighttime construction.
Operation of the proposed project would require new lighting for the booster pump
station and AWTF for security purposes. Both facilities would be located in urban areas
that currently have night lighting either on-site or adjacent to the sites. In addition, the
new lighting is required to be consistent with the lighting policies of the Cities of Monte
Vista and Pomona zoning code standards by directing all lighting downwards. Therefore,
impacts regarding lighting and glare would be less than significant.

Further, the booster pump station and AWTF would not include any large expanses of
reflective materials, such as glass commonly used for office buildings. Therefore,
impacts regarding glare would be less than significant.

References

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), California Scenic Highway Mapping System,

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LandArch/16 livability/scenic highways/index.htm, accessed

December 2015.

City of Pomona, 2014 General Plan Update, Adopted March 2014.
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8.4 Agricultural and Forest Resources

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact
2.  AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST RESOURCES —
In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer
to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California
Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In
determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead
agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the
state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy
Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the
California Air Resources Board.
Would the project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or ] ] ] X
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 zoning for agricultural use, or a ] ] ] X
Williamson Act contract?
c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning ] ] ] X
of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code
section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code section 51104(g))?
d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of ] ] ] X
forest land to non-forest use?
e) Involve other changes in the existing environment ] ] ] X
which, due to their location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
Discussion

a,b) No Impact. According to the California Department of Conservation (CDC) Farmland

Mapping and Monitoring Program, the project area is not located on land that is
designated as Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, or Unique Farmland
(CDC, 2015). The proposed project is not located on land under a Williamson Act
contract (CDC, 2016). In addition, the proposed project would not be located on land
zoned for agricultural uses by the Cities of Pomona and Montclair. Therefore, implemen-
tation of the proposed project would not impact agricultural land use designations and
would not convert farmland to non-agriculture uses. No impact would occur.

c,d) No Impact. The Land Use Elements of the City of Pomona General Plan and the City of

Montclair General Plan do not include zoning categories related to forest land or
timberland. Therefore, the proposed project would not impact land zoned as forest land,
timberland, or timberland zoned for timberland production, and no re-zoning or conver-
sion of such land would be required. No impact would occur.
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e) No Impact. As discussed above in Section 9.2 (a) and (c), the proposed project site is
not located on land designhated as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, Farmland of
Statewide Importance, timberland, or forest land. Therefore, implementation of the
proposed project would not convert farmland or forest land, and no impact would occur.

References

California Department of Conservation (CDC), Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
(FMMP), Los Angeles County Important Farmland 2012, Available online:
ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dirp/FMMP/pdf/2012/ , accessed December 2015.

California Department of Conservation (CDC), FMMP, San Bernardino County Important
Farmland 2012. Available online: ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dirp/FMMP/pdf/2012/.
accessed December 2015.

California Department of Conservation (CDC), Los Angeles County Williamson Act 2012-2013,
available online: ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.qov/pub/dirp/wa/ , accessed February 2016.

California Department of Conservation (CDC), San Bernardino County Williamson Act 2014-
2015, available online: ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dirp/wa/. Accessed February 2016.

City of Montclair. 2013. General Plan Land Use Map.
City of Pomona. 2014. General Plan Update.
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8.5 Air Quality

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact
3. AIRQUALITY —
Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or air pollution control
district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.
Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the ] ] X ]
applicable air quality plan?
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute ] X X ]
substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation?
c) Resultin a cumulatively considerable net increase of ] ] X ]
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard (including releasing
emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for
0zone precursors)?
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant ] ] X ]
concentrations?
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial ] ] X ]
number of people?
Discussion
a) Less than Significant. A significant air quality impact may occur if a project is not

consistent with the applicable Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) or obstructs the
implementation of the policies or attainment of the goals of that plan. The proposed
project is located within the City of Pomona (City) in Los Angeles County, California as
well as the City of Montclair (City) in San Bernardino County, California. Both the City of
Pomona and the City of Montclair are located in the South Coast Air Basin (Basin),
which is under the jurisdiction of the South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD). The SCAQMD is the agency principally responsible for air pollution control
in the Basin. SCAQMD works directly with the Southern California Association of
Governments (SCAG), county transportation commissions, local governments, and
cooperates actively with state and federal government agencies. The SCAQMD
develops rules and regulations, establishes permitting requirements, inspects emissions
sources, and enforces such measures through educational programs or fines, when
necessary. SCAQMD and SCAG are responsible for preparing the AQMP, which
addresses federal and state Clean Air Act (CAA) requirements. Pursuant to these
requirements, the SCAQMD is required to reduce emissions of criteria pollutants for
which the Basin is in non-attainment. The AQMP details goals, policies, and programs
for improving air quality in the Basin.

Since the forecasted growth in SCAQMD’s AQMP for the Basin relies on SCAG's
regional growth forecasts, and because SCAG's growth forecasts are based upon,
among other things, land uses specified in city general plans, a project that is consistent
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b)

with the land use designated in a city’s general plan would also be consistent with the
AQMP growth projections.

The purpose of the project is to improve the groundwater replenishment system within
Inland Empire Utilities Agency’s (IEUA) service area. Implementation of the proposed
project would not result in any additional population, housing, or employment growth in
the project area. Consequently, as no growth-inducing development or land use would
occur under the project, implementation of the project would not conflict with or obstruct
the implementation of SCAQMD’s AQMP. Therefore, the proposed project would result
in a less than significant impact.

Less than Significant with Mitigation. A project may have a significant impact where
project-related emissions would exceed federal, state, or regional standards or
thresholds, or where project-related emissions would substantially contribute to an
existing or projected air quality violation. The proposed project includes installation of
recycled water distribution lines that span from the City of Pomona to the City of
Montclair, a new pump station, and a new Advanced Water Treatment Facility (AWTF).
Potential air quality impacts associated with the project would mostly occur during the
construction phase of the project. After construction is completed, the pipeline would be
contained entirely underground and would not require additional staff for operation. In
addition, no new staff would be required for the operation of the booster pump station.
No full-time employees would be needed at the proposed new AWTF. Instead,
employees from the IEUA service system would maintain the facility. As such, the mobile
emissions generated during project operations would be attributed to the chemical
delivery trucks and other operational deliveries.

Construction would include pipeline installation, and booster pump station and AWTF
construction. Construction would begin July 2016 and be completed by January 2018.
Construction of the pipeline, pump station and AWTF would generate pollutant
emissions from (1) demolition (2) site preparation, (3) excavation and pipe installation;
(4) construction workers traveling to and from the construction site; (5) building and
associated construction activities, and (6) delivery and hauling of construction supplies
and debris to and from the construction site.

The California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) was used to determine whether
construction emissions would exceed SCAQMD'’s significance thresholds and, if so, to
identify mitigation to reduce emissions (output data is included in Appendix A).
Modeling was based on project-specific data, when available. Where project-specific
information was not available, default CalEEMod settings were used to estimate criteria
air pollutant emissions. For the purpose of this analysis, the construction emissions
occurring on a peak (worst-case) day over the entire project construction period were
estimated and evaluated against the applicable SCAQMD significance thresholds.
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Table 8.5-1 shows emissions for the peak construction day. These calculations assume
that dust mitigation required by SCAQMD Rule 403 would be implemented during each

construction phase.

TABLE 8.5-1
PROJECT PEAK DAY CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS

Pounds per Day

ROG NOx Cco SOy PMao PM2.s
Peak Daily-2016 2.0 19.8 12.9 0.0 11 1.0
Peak Daily-2017 5.2 495 39.6 0.1 4.3 2.9
Peak Daily-2018 1.3 12.2 10.5 0.0 1.3 0.7
SCAQMD Thresholds 75 100 550 150 150 55
Significant Impact? No No No No No No

@ Emissions shown accounts for the implementation of mandatory dust control measures as required by SCAQMD

Rule 403—Fugitive Dust.

NOTE: See Appendix A for CalEEMod output.

As shown in Table 8.5-1, the peak daily regional emissions generated during project
construction would not exceed the SCAQMD daily significance thresholds for ROG, CO,
NOy, SOx, PM, s, or PMyq. Since construction emissions would not exceed the SCAQMD
thresholds, the regional impacts related to air quality during project construction activities

are less than significant.

However, since the South Coast Air Basin (SoCAB) is in non-attainment for ozone and
particulate concentrations, the following mitigation measures will be implemented to
reduce precursor emissions to the extent reasonably feasible.

Mitigation Measures

AIR-1: Using best available control measures during soil disturbance. The
menu of enhanced dust control measures includes the following:

» Limit the disturbance “footprint” to as small an area as practical.

» Water all active construction areas at least twice daily.

* Cover all off-site haul trucks or maintain at least 2 feet of freeboard.

» Pave or apply water four times daily to all unpaved parking or staging areas.

* Sweep or wash any site access points within 30 minutes of any visible dirt
deposition on any public roadway.
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» Cover or water twice daily any on-site stockpiles of debris, dirt or other dusty
material.

» Suspend all operations on any unpaved surface if winds exceed 25 mph.

AIR-2: Limit allowable idling to 5 minutes for trucks and heavy equipment before
shutting the equipment down.

AIR-3: Utilize Tier 3 rated diesel engines for off-road construction equipment.

As mentioned above, once the construction for the pipeline, pump station and AWTF is
complete, operation of the AWTF and delivery trips would be the main contributors to
operational emissions. CalEEMod was also used to estimate operational emissions
(output data is included in Appendix A). Table 8.5-2 shows those emissions and
compares them to SCAQMD's significance thresholds.

TABLE 8.5-2
OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

Pounds per Day

ROG NOx Cco SOx PMzo PMzs
Operational-2018 3.4 0.7 0.6 0.0 0.1 0.0
SCAQMD Thresholds 55 55 550 150 150 55
Significant Impact? No No No No No No

& Emissions shown accounts for the implementation of mandatory dust control measures as required by SCAQMD
Rule 403—Fugitive Dust.

NOTE: See Appendix A for CalEEMod output.

As shown in Table 8.5-2, the operational emissions associated with the project would not
exceed the SCAQMD thresholds. Therefore, the project’s operational emissions would
be considered less than significant.

Less than Significant. With respect to air quality, a significant impact may occur if the
project would add a considerable cumulative contribution to federal or state non-
attainment pollutants. Because the SOCAB is currently classified as a state nonattain-
ment area for ozone, PM,o, and PM, s, cumulative development consisting of the project
along with other reasonably foreseeable future projects in the SOCAB as a whole could
violate an air quality standard or contribute to an existing or projected air quality
violation. However, based on SCAQMD’s cumulative air quality impact methodology,
SCAQMD recommends that if an individual project results in air emissions of criteria
pollutants (ROG, CO, NOx, SOx, PMy,, and PM,s) that exceed the SCAQMD’s
recommended daily thresholds for project-specific impacts, then it would also result in a
cumulatively considerable net increase of these criteria pollutants for which the project
region is in non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard.
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d)

As discussed under Question 3(b) above, the proposed project would not generate
either construction or operational emissions that would exceed the SCAQMD’s
recommended thresholds. Therefore, the proposed project would not generate a
cumulatively considerable increase in emissions of the pollutants for which the Basin is
in nonattainment, and impacts would be less than significant.

Less than Significant. A significant impact may occur if a project were to generate
pollutant concentrations that significantly affect sensitive receptors. Sensitive receptors
are populations that are more susceptible to the effects of air pollution than the
population at large. The SCAQMD identifies the following as sensitive receptors: long-
term health care facilities, rehabilitation centers, convalescent centers, retirement
homes, residences, schools, playgrounds, child care centers, and athletic facilities. The
nearest and most notable off-site sensitive receptors to the project would be the existing
residential uses that are currently located: 1) along the roadways adjacent to the
proposed pipeline location, 2) adjacent to the lots of both proposed locations of the
booster pump station and 3) adjacent to the south side of the AWTF along Cambridge
Street.

Localized Construction Emissions

Emissions from construction activities have the potential to generate localized emissions
that may expose sensitive receptors to harmful pollutant concentrations. The SCAQMD
has developed localized significance thresholds (LSTs) that are based on the pounds of
emissions per day that can be generated by a project before it would cause or contribute
to adverse localized air quality impacts. These localized thresholds are found in the
mass rate look-up tables in the SCAQMD’s Final Localized Significance Threshold
Methodology document. The LSTs, apply to projects that on a daily basis disturb areas
less than or equal to five acres, and only to a project’s on-site emissions for NOx, CO,
PM;o, and PM,s.

LSTs represent the maximum emissions from a project that are not expected to cause or
contribute to an exceedance of the most stringent applicable federal or state ambient air
guality standards, and are developed based on the ambient concentrations of that
pollutant for each source receptor area (SRA) within the Basin. The project area consists
of an approximately 6-mile stretch along the project site in the City of Pomona (SRA 10)
and the approximately 4.5 acre site for the AWTF in the City of Montclair (SRA 32). Both
proposed locations for the booster pump station in Pomona are less than one acre.

The LSTs developed by SCAQMD are provided for the following distances from the
source of emissions: 82 feet, 164 feet, 328 feet, 656 feet, and 1640 feet. Additionally, the
LSTs at these distances also vary based on the size of the project site. The SCAQMD
has provided LSTs for sites that are 1-acre, 2-acres, and 5-acres. The worst-case daily
construction area would be less than five acres for the pipeline, the booster pumps, and
the AWTF. Consequently, the 5-acre site LST values were used in this analysis. The
nearest off-site sensitive receptors that could potentially be subject construction
emissions would be the existing residential uses located adjacent to and across the
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street bordering the project site for construction of the pipeline, pump station locations,
and the AWTF. Given the proximity of these sensitive uses to the construction areas, the
LSTs for a 5-acre site with receptors located 82 feet (25 meters) from the project site are
used to address the potential localized air quality impacts associated with the project’s
construction-related NOx, CO, PM,, and PM, 5 emissions.

Table 8.5-3 shows the peak daily emissions generated during construction and
operation. Peak daily emissions generated during project construction and operation
would not exceed the applicable construction LSTs. Therefore, localized air quality
impacts from the project on the surrounding off-site sensitive receptors would be less
than significant.

TABLE 8.5-3
LOCALIZED CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATIONAL POLLUTANT EMISSIONS

Pounds per Day

NOXx CO PM10 PM2.5

Construction-2016 19.84 12.86 1.14 0.97
Construction-2017 49.49 39.65 4.27 291
Construction-2018 12.19 10.52 1.31 0.73
Peak Day Localized

Emissions 49.49 39.65 4.27 291
City of Montclair Thresholds 270 2193 16 9
City of Pomona Thresholds 236 1566 12 7
Exceed Thresholds No No No No
Operational 0.07 0.57 0.05 0.05
City of Montclair Thresholds 270 2193 4 2
City of Pomona Thresholds 236 1566 3 2
Exceed Thresholds No No No No

See Appendix A for CalEEMod output.

LSTs for a 5-acre site located in SRA 32 and SRA 10.

Toxic Air Contaminants

A substance is considered toxic if it has the potential to cause adverse health effects in
humans. A toxic substance released into the air is considered a toxic air contaminant
(TAC). TACs are identified by state and federal agencies based on a review of available
scientific evidence. In the State of California, TACs are identified through a two-step
process that was established in 1983 under the Toxic Air Contaminant Identification and
Control Act. This two-step process of risk identification and risk management was
designed to protect residents from the health effects of toxic substances in the air.

Construction of the proposed project would result in short-term diesel exhaust emissions
from off-road heavy-duty equipment. Diesel exhaust is considered a TAC. Construction
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would result in the generation of diesel exhaust emissions from the use of off-road diesel
equipment required for site preparation and excavation, and other construction activities.

The dose to which sensitive receptors are exposed is the primary factor used to
determine health risk. Dose is a function of the concentration of a substance or
substances in the environment and the extent of exposure that person has with the
substance. Dose is positively correlated with time, meaning that a longer exposure
period would result in a higher exposure level for the maximally exposed individual.
Thus, the risks estimated for a maximally exposed individual are higher if a fixed
exposure occurs over a longer period. According to the Office of Environmental Health
Hazard Assessment (OEHHA), health risk assessments, which determine the exposure
of sensitive receptors to toxic emissions, should be based on a 70-year exposure period;
however, such assessments should be limited to the period/duration of activities
associated with the proposed project. Although construction of the entire project would
occur over approximately 18 months, due to the intermittent nature of construction
activities and varying locations of construction activities, the relatively short-term
construction period in any one location, the proposed project would not result in signifi-
cant construction-related health risks. Therefore, diesel particulates from construction
activities would not expose sensitive receptors to levels that exceed applicable
standards, and impacts would be less than significant.

Additionally, operation of the proposed project, which consists of recycled water
distribution pipeline, a booster pump station and the AWTF, would not result in the
release substantial quantities of any TAC emissions. No impacts related to TAC
emissions would occur during project operations.

Less than Significant. A significant impact may occur if a project generates objection-
able odors that adversely impact sensitive receptors. According to the SCAQMD CEQA
Air Quality Handbook, land uses associated with odor complaints typically include
agricultural uses, wastewater treatment plants, food processing plants, chemical plants,
composting, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding. The proposed project
includes extension of a recycled water collection and distribution system within the Cities
of Pomona and Montclair. The proposed pipeline extension is not a use identified by the
SCAQMD as being associated with odors. The project also includes a new Advanced
Water Treatment Facility. The AWTF would treat recycled water and groundwater that is
produced in the Cities of Pomona and Montclair and IEUA'’s service area. The treated
water would be conveyed to IEUA’s groundwater recharge basin to replenish the aquifer.
There are no associated odor impacts with this type of treatment facility (water treat-
ment) and this impact is less than significant.

During construction of the proposed project, equipment exhaust may produce discernible
odors typical of diesel equipment operation. Such odors could be a temporary source of
nuisance to adjacent uses, but would not affect a substantial number of people. As odors
associated with project construction would be temporary and intermittent, the odors
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would not be considered a significant environmental impact. Therefore, impacts
associated with objectionable odors would be less than significant.
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8.6 Biological Resources

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES — Would the project:

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

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

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally ] ] X ]
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?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any ] ] ] X
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) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances ] X ] ]
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

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

Setting

A biological field reconnaissance was conducted by an Environmental Science Associates
(ESA) biologist on February 10, 2016. In addition, the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife’s (CDFW) California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) layer was queried in ArcGIS
10.2.2 for the USGS 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle maps, San Dimas and Ontario. The
CNDDB database search yielded 16 special-status plant species and 24 wildlife species. Of
these, 3 are formally listed species, the federally and state endangered least Bell's vireo (Vireo
bellii pusillus), the federally and state endangered slender-horned spineflower (Dodecahema
leptoceras), and the federally threatened and state endangered western yellow-billed cuckoo. In
addition, 8 species occurrences intersected the project alignment: Salt Spring checkerbloom
(Sidalcea neomexicana) (CNPS-CDFW Rare Plant Rank (CRPR) 2B.2), California diplectronan
caddisfly (Diplectrona californica), Crotch bumble bee (Bombus crotchii), big free-tailed bat
(Nyctinomops macrotis), San Bernardino aster (Symphyotrichum defoliatum) (CRPR 1B.2),
western yellow bat (Lasiurus xanthinus), mesa horkelia (Horkelia cuneata var. puberula) (CRPR
1B.1), and Robinson's pepper-grass (Lepidium virginicum var. robinsonii) (CRPR 4.3). None are
federally or state listed species.

Page 24



The proposed project area is located within the City of Pomona in Los Angeles County and the
City of Montclair in San Bernardino County. The majority of land use in the City of Pomona is
developed residential, commercial, and industrial (City of Pomona, 2014). The City of Montclair
is located in the Valley Region of San Bernardino County, which encompasses approximately
480 acres. This region is almost entirely urbanized, with few natural open space areas (San
Bernardino County, 2007). The locations of the project components within the City of Pomona
consist of developed or disturbed habitat types. The locations of the project components within
the City of Montclair consist of developed or disturbed habitat types.

ESA biologists conducted a site visit of the proposed project areas on February 10, 2016 at
11:15 a.m. The weather condition was sunny with winds of 2-5 miles per hour and 83 degrees
Fahrenheit. It was observed that the pipeline route would be constructed entirely within
developed areas, roadways or existing facilities. The areas adjacent to the pipeline route include
landscaping, weedy ruderal areas, development including paved area, residential areas,
schools, and one flood control channel.

There is one concrete flood control facility that will be crossed within the pipeline route, which
runs northeast to southwest. The Ramona Street section crosses a square concrete flood
control channel with no vegetation.

The vegetation found within the landscaped areas are typical for the area including Japanese
privet, Mexican fan palms, Queen Anne palms, Indian hawthorn, crape myrtle, Coast live oak,
liquid amber, agapanthus, and fescue grass turf.

The majority of the vegetation of each of the surveyed parcels consist of ruderal vegetation and
bare soil and gravel. The vegetation within the ruderal areas includes ripgut brome (Bromus
diandrus), red brome (Bromus rubens), wild oat (avena fatua), redstem filaree (Erodium
cicutarium), London rocket (Sisymbrium irio), and tobacco tree (Nicotiana glauca).

There are four large coast live oak trees within the proposed AWTF, in the southwest portion of
the parcel. The remainder of the parcel consists of developed areas, bare soil, and a
community vegetable garden.

No suitable habitat for special-status wildlife or plant species exists within the proposed project
impact areas.

Discussion

a) Less than Significant. The proposed project falls within USGS 7.5-minute topographic
guadrangles, San Dimas and Ontario, which contain 40 CNDDB species occurrences.
8 species occurrence polygons intersected the proposed project alignment. Three plant
species, Salt Spring checkerbloom (Sidalcea neomexicana) (CNPS-CDFW Rare Plant
Rank (CRPR) 2B.2), San Bernardino aster (Symphyotrichum defoliatum) (CRPR 1B.2),
and mesa horkelia (Horkelia cuneata var. puberula) (CRPR 1B.1) had CRPRs of 3 or
greater. No plant or animal species intersecting the proposed project alignment are
federally or state listed. The proposed project impact areas are contained entirely within
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b)

d)

existing roadway ROWSs and existing facilities. The proposed project impact areas do not
support habitat suitable for special-status plant or wildlife species. Impacts are
considered to be less than significant.

No Impact. The proposed project would be constructed entirely within previously
disturbed and developed areas (mainly roadway ROWS). In addition, no riparian areas or
sensitive natural communities exist within or adjacent to the proposed project areas. No
impact would occur.

Less than Significant. The proposed project would be constructed entirely within
previously disturbed and developed areas. The pipeline would be constructed within the
existing ROW. The pipeline would cross over San Antonio Creek, a concrete-
channelized waterway along Orchard Street, Ramona Avenue, and at Palo Verde
Avenue. No impacts to the concrete channel would occur. The pipeline would terminate
at the Montclair Basins. A small outfall structure would be constructed at the terminus of
the pipeline in the side of the basin. During construction, IEUA and the contractor would
utilize best management practices (BMPs) to ensure that construction-related debris or
potential fuel spills from construction equipment would be contained entirely on-site and
would not impact the adjacent creek or channels. No federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act would be affected by implementation of
the proposed project. With implementation of mandatory BMPs, impacts are considered
to be less than significant.

No Impact. The proposed project would consist of a recycled water pipeline, booster
pump station and water treatment facility entirely within exiting industrial facilities or
roadway ROWSs. The proposed pipeline would cross the San Antonio Creek, which could
be used by wildlife in this highly industrial and commercial area. However, no impacts to
the creek channel are proposed and underpasses below existing roads, if any exist,
would not be impacted by construction activities. No established native resident or
wildlife corridors exist within the proposed project area. No impact would occur.

Less than Significant with Mitigation. The proposed project pipeline would be
constructed within roadway ROWSs and would not impact any vegetation beyond
potentially landscaped areas adjacent to the roadways. No trees would be impacted due
to construction of the pipeline or the booster pump station. No impact would occur.

The AWTF facility would be constructed on a property that currently has four oak trees.
These trees would be impacted by construction of the proposed facilities and would
need to be removed. According to the City of Montclair's Tree Policy (approved by the
City Council on January 5, 2004 and codified as Chapter 9.28 of the Montclair Municipal
Code), Section VI Oak Tree Preservation Guidelines, oak trees should be preserved and
protected in recognition of their historical, aesthetic, and environmental value. The plan
states that no oak tree shall be removed without the written approval from the City of
Montclair. With implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1, impacts to oak trees
would be considered less than significant.
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Mitigation Measures

BIO-1: Prior to removal of the four oak trees present within the proposed AWTF,
IEUA shall consult with the City of Montclair to determine the appropriate location
and number of trees to be planted within the facility according to the regulations
outlined in the City of Montclair Tree Policy.

f) No Impact. The proposed project improvements would not occur in areas which fall
under the jurisdiction of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan.
No impact would occur.
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8.7 Cultural Resources

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact
5. CULTURAL RESOURCES — Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the ] |X| ] ]
significance of a historical resource as defined in
8§15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the ] X ] ]
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to
8§15064.5?
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological ] X ] ]
resource or site or unique geologic feature?
d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred ] X ] ]
outside of formal cemeteries?
e) AB 52 consultation ] ] ] X
Discussion
a) Less than Significant with Mitigation. A Phase | cultural resources study was

prepared for the project (Gonzalez and Ehringer, 2016). The study included a records
search at the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC), a California Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) sacred lands file (SLF) search, historic map
and aerial photograph review, and a cultural resources survey.

SCCIC Records Search

The SCCIC records search included a review of all previous cultural resources studies
and previously documented archaeological resources within a 1-mile radius of the
project area and historic-period built resources within a 1/8-mile radius of the project
area. In addition, the California Register of Historical Resources (California Register),
the National Register of Historic Places (National Register), and the California State
Historic Resources Inventory (HRI) listings were reviewed. A total of 47 cultural
resources studies have been previously conducted within a 1-mile radius of the project
area. Approximately 15 percent of the records search radius has been included in
previous cultural resources surveys. Of the 47 previous studies, one (LA-5726) included
portions of the project area. Approximately 5 percent of the project area has been
subject to previous cultural resources survey.

The records search indicated that two archaeological resources have been previously
documented within the 1-mile radius and 21 historic-period built resources have been
previously documented within the 1/8-mile radius (Table 8.7-1).The two archaeological
resources are prehistoric sites (CA-LAN-208 and -349). The 21 historic-period built
resources include: P-19-186112 — railroad; P-19-187008 — historic district; P-19-188036
— trailer park; P-19-188186 — church; and 17 single-family residences (see Table 8.7-1
for list). None of the archaeological sites are within or adjacent to the project area. One
historic-period built resource (P-19-187008 — historic district) is adjacent to and also
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overlaps portions of the project area, and two historic-period built resources (P-19-
188186 and -190034) are immediately adjacent to (within 50 feet) of the project area.

TABLE 8.7-1

PREVIOUSLY RECORDED ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES WITHIN 1-MILE AND HISTORIC-PERIOD BUILT
RESOURCES WIHTIN 1/8-MILE OF THE PROJECT AREA

Primary #
(P-19)

Trinomial
(CA-LAN-)

Other Designation

Date Recorded

Description /Updated

000208

208

Prehistoric archaeological 1968
site consisting of a
possible cemetery and a

fragment of pottery.

000349

349

Prehistoric archaeological 1968
site consisting of a shell
midden and previous

known burials.

150401

HRI#092977, House for
C.P. Stensgaard, 551
East Burdick Drive

Historic-period built 1993
resource consisting of a

1929, single story, Spanish

Eclectic Style residence,

with a Puelblo influence.

150402

HRI#092978, Joe
Wilkinson House, 403
East Kenoak Place

Historic-period built 1993
resource consisting of a
1908, two-story, Craftsman

Style residence.

150404

HRI#092982, 493 East
Kenoak Place

Historic-period built 1993
resource consisting of a

1909, two-story, Craftsman

Style residence with some

Colonial Revival elements,

such as a brick base.

150405

J.R. Wilson House, 1382
North Park Avenue

Historic-period built 1993
resource consisting of a
1923, single-story,

Craftsman Style residence.

150406

HRI#092984, 1355 North
Park Avenue

Historic-period built 1993
resource consisting of a

Craftsman style residence

150407

B.F. Hendricks House,
1448 North Gordon Street

Historic-period built 1993
resource consisting of a

1890s, single -story,

American Foursquare

Style residence.

186112

C-Los Angeles-A-1, Union
Pacific Railroad, Southern
Pacific Railroad

Historic-period built 1999/2002/2009
resource consisting of the

Union Pacific Railroad,

with the major portion of

track and associated

spurs, sidings, and

stations being constructed

between 1869 and 1905.
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Primary # Date Recorded
(P-19) Other Designation Description /Updated
187008* - Historic-period built 2002

resources consisting of the

Lincoln Park Historic

District. The district has

dates from the late 19"

Century and the early 20"

Century, with 750

contributing buildings and

objects, and 76

noncontributing buildings.

187025 DOE#19-99-0319-0000, Historic-period built 1999
LA-10-PM resource consisting of a
42.4/48.3,122401, C.P. 1930, single -story,

Stensgard Residence, 565 Spanish Style residence.
Burdick Drive

188036 Western Mobile Garden Historic-period built 2007
Trailer Park, 1737 West resources consisting of (demolished)
Holt Avenue Western Mobile Garden

Trailer Park. The park
contains an Early to mid-
20" Century residential
and recreational
development.

188037 1753 West Holt Avenue Historic-period built 2007

resource consisting of a (demolished)
1954, single -story,

Vernacular Style

residence.

188186* Pomona Fellowship Historic-period built 2004

Church resource consisting of a
1948/1959-63, single -
story, English Gothic
Revival Style church
building.

188717 HRI#132685, 8349-007- Historic-period built 2007
047/ Cruces/ 1689 W. resource consisting of a
Ninth St., Pomona, CA 1947, single -story,

Minimal Traditional Style
residence.

188909 HRI#166120, 8357-009- Historic-period built 2007
008/Garcia/991 resource consisting of a
Huntington 1923, single -story,

Craftsman Bungalow Style
residence.

189407 Andrew A. Keown Historic-period built 1999
Residence, Prop#123680, resource consisting of a
DOE# 19-99-0321-0000, 1947, two -story, Stucco
07-LA-10, P.M. 42.4-48.3,  Box Style residence.

122401, 1571 North

Orange Grove Ave.

189408 Prop#123679, DOE# 19- Historic-period built 1999

99-0320-0000, 07-LA-10,
P.M. 42.4-48.3, 122401,
1567 North Orange Grove
Ave

resource consisting of a
1953, single -story,
Bungalow Style residence.
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Primary # Trinomial Date Recorded
(P-19) (CA-LAN-) Other Designation Description /Updated
190029 HRI#147544, 130 Monroe  Historic-period built 2011
Street/AIN 8339-021-008 resource consisting of a
1931, single -story, Tudor
Style residence.
190031 HRI#147545, 138Monroe Historic-period built 2011
Street/AIN 8339-021-007 resource consisting of a
1929, single -story, Tudor
and Minimal Traditional
Style residence.
190032 HRI#147546, 146 Monroe  Historic-period built 2011
Street/ AIN 8339-021-006  resource consisting of a
1928, single -story,
Spanish Eclectic Style
residence.
190033 HRI#147547, 154 Monroe  Historic-period built 2011
Street, AIN 8339-021-005  resource consisting of a
1933, single -story,
Spanish Eclectic Style
residence.
190034* HRI#147591, AIN 8339- Historic-period built 2011

019-018, 1524 N Orange
Grove Ave

resource consisting of a
1931, single -story,
Spanish Eclectic Style
residence.

Resource P-19-187008 consists of the Lincoln Park Historic District originally recorded
in 2002. The district dates from the late 19th to early 20th centuries. There are a total of
750 contributing buildings and objects, and 76 noncontributing buildings within the
district (Ruecker & Voll 2002). The district overlaps with a portion of the recycled water
pipeline alignment located within East McKinley Avenues and is also adjacent portions of
the recycled water pipeline alignment located within North Orange Grove Avenue and
North Towne Avenue. In addition, the proposed booster pump station, Alternative 2, is
located just north of the district near the intersection of East McKinley Avenue and South
Orange Avenue. The district is listed in the National Register and was the first historic
district created under the City of Pomona’s 1995 Historic Preservation Ordinance
(pomonaheritage.org 2016; Ruecker & Voll 2002).

Resource P-19-188186 is the Pomona Fellowship Church originally recorded in 2004.
The church was constructed in 1948/1959-63 and is a single -story, English Gothic
Revival Style building (Hetzel 2004). The church is located just north of a portion of the
recycled water pipeline located within West Orange Grove Avenue between North
Hamilton Boulevard and North Lewis Street. The church appears to be eligible for listing
in the National Register under Criterion C for its distinctive architectural character as an
English Gothic Revival Style church building (Hetzel 2004).
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Resource P-19-190034 a single-story Spanish Eclectic Style residence constructed in
1931 and originally recorded in 2011 (Campbell 2011). The building is just south of a
portion of the recycled water pipeline alignment in North Orange Grove Avenue. The
resource was recommended not eligible for individual listing in the National Register, but
is considered a contributor to the Lincoln Park Historic District (Campbell 2011).

Historic Map and Aerial Photographs

Historic maps and aerial photographs were examined in order to provide historical
information about the project area and to contribute to an assessment of the project
area’s cultural sensitivity. Available documents include the 1900 U.S. Geological Survey
(USGS) Rancho Cucamonga, CA 15-minute topographic map, 1904 USGS Pomona, CA
15-minute topographic map, 1928 USGS Claremont 6-minute topographic map, Sanborn
Fire Insurance Maps from 1928 and 1950, a 1938 Thomas Bros. map, and historic aerial
photographs from 1938, 1946, 1948, 1953, 1959, 1965, 1966, 1972, and 1980 (David
Rumsey, 2016; HistoricAerials.com, 2016; Los Angeles Public Library, 2016). The
majority of early historic maps of the area show some structures within or immediately
adjacent to the most portions of the project area. In addition, these early maps show that
most of the surrounding areas consisted of orchards and agricultural fields. The San
Antonio Creek appears channelized on the 1959 aerial. The project area was almost
completely developed by the end of the 1960s and beginning of the 1970s.

The 1900 topographic map depicts a handful of buildings or structures adjacent to the
recycled water pipeline alignment. The 1904 topographic map depicts the Southern
Pacific Railroad just south of the southwestern portion of the recycled water pipeline
alignment. By 1928, several more buildings were scattered along the recycled water
pipeline alignment, and the Southern Pacific Covina Branch runs along White Avenue
and crosses West Orange Grove Avenue. The 1938 Thomas Bros. map depicts the
Pacific Electric Railroad running along Garey Avenue and crossing West Orange Grove
Avenue.

The 1900 topographic map depicts a building or structure in the location of the proposed
AWTF. By 1938, the location of the proposed AWTF was covered with orchards
although a couple of small structures appear to be present as well. The orchard and
structures remained until sometime between 1953 and 1959 when the orchard and all
but one structure were removed and the existing tank constructed.

The proposed booster pump station alternative 1 appears to have been largely vacant
over time. One structure located on the westernmost edge of the parcel is visible on
aerials from 1948 to 1980 and a couple of very small structures located roughly in the
central portion of the parcel that are visible on aerials from 1959 to 1980. The parcel
does not appear to have ever been heavily developed and appears to have been used
for agricultural activities.

In 1938 and the proposed booster pump station alternative 2 appears largely occupied
by residences with a few orchard trees present. By 1959, a commercial building appears
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to have been constructed and is present until it is demolished sometime between 2003
and 2005.

NAHC SLF Search

An SLF search was conducted by the NAHC on February 11, 2016. The results of the
SLF search indicate that there are no known Native American cultural resources on file
at the NAHC (Totton, 2016).

Native American Outreach

The California Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was contacted on
January 22, 2016 to request a search of the Sacred Lands File (SLF) and a list of Native
Americans who may have an interest in the project. The NAHC replied on February 11,
2016, indicating that the SLF has no record of any cultural resources within the project
APE. The reply also included a list of eight Native American representatives who may be
interested in the project. Contact letters were sent via certified mail to all eight of these
representatives on March 14, 2016. The letters included information on the project, a
map of the project location, results of the background research and archaeological
survey completed for the project, and an invitation to share information or concerns
regarding cultural resources in or near the project APE. On March 31, 2016, follow-up
phone calls were placed to all tribes.

On March 23, 2016, Ms. Katie Croft, Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians (Agua
Caliente) Archaeologist, responded by email stating that the project is not located within
the Agua Caliente’s traditional use area and that the Agua Caliente defer all project-
related cultural resources consultation to other tribes in the area. In a phone call on
March 31, 2016, Ms. Patricia Garcia-Plotkin, Director of the Agua Caliente, requested
that the original letter be sent to her via email. The letter was sent to Ms. Garcia-Plotkin
via email on March 31, 2016. No additional response has been received from Ms.
Garcia-Plotkin.

In a phone call on March 31, 2016, Ms. Sandonne Goad, Chairperson of the
Gabrielino/Tongva Nation, requested that Mr. Sam Dunlap be contacted instead and a
voicemail was left for Mr. Dunlap. No additional response has been received from Ms.
Goad or Mr. Dunlap.

In a phone call on March 31, 2016, Mr. Joseph Hamilton, Chairman of the Ramona Band
of Cahuilla Mission Indians (Ramona), could not be reached, but Ms. Susan Rekker,
Ramona Tribal Administrator, requested that the original letter be resent via email to her
and to Mr. John Gomez. The letter was sent to Ms. Rekker, and Mr. Gomez via email on
March 31, 2016. No additional response has been received from Ms. Rekker or Mr.
Gomez.

In a phone call on March 31, 2016, Shane Helms, Morongo Band of Mission Indians
Cultural Resources Department, stated that the tribe does not have any concerns about
the project.
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In a phone call on March 31, 2016, Mr. Anthony Morales, Chairperson of the
Gabrielino/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians, stated that he is concerned with
the project APE’s sensitivity for buried archaeological deposits and the overall natural
landscape of the project APE, recommended that a Native American monitor from his
tribe be present during project ground-disturbing construction activities, and requested to
remain informed of any project updates.

In a phone call on April 1, 2016, Mr. Andrew Salas, Chairperson of the Gabrielefio Band
of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation, indicated that he had not reviewed the letter and
requested that the original letter be resent via email. The letter was sent to Mr. Salas via
email on April 1, 2016. In an email response dated April 3, 2016, Mr. Salas indicated that
the project APE is located in the ancestral and traditional territories of the Kizh
Gabrielefio and that the village of “Toybipet” was located somewhere in the general
area. He also requested that a Native American monitor from his tribe be present for all
ground-disturbing activities.

Cultural Resources Survey

A cultural resources survey of the project area was conducted on January 15, 2016 to
identify the presence of surface archaeological materials and historic-period built
resources within the project area. Survey methods varied across the project area. Areas
with visible ground surface were subject to pedestrian survey with transect intervals
spaced no greater than 5 meters (approximately 16.5 feet) apart. A windshield survey
was conducted within all developed areas with no visible ground surface. The project
area consists of a heavily developed, flat topography with ornamental trees, plants and
grasses used in landscaping, with some seasonal grasses and shrubs found in the open
areas. Three areas had visible ground surface and were subject to systematic survey:
1) booster pump station Alternative 1 (just northwest of the W. Holt Ave. and N. Erie St.;
2) booster pump station alternative 2 (1581 N. Orange Grove Ave.); and 3) the AWTF
(southwest corner of Ramona Ave. and Palo Verde St.). The surface visibility at Alter-
native 1 was very poor (0-10 percent) due to dense, overgrown grasses. The surface
visibility for Alternative 2 was also poor (0-10 percent) due to modern dumping of refuse
and construction debris, and appears to have been recently graded and disturbed. The
AWTF also had very poor surface visibility (0-5 percent) due to a layer of gravel that
covers the majority of the surface. No cultural resources were identified during the
survey of these three areas. The recycled water pipeline alignment consists of paved
streets and was subject to a windshield survey. Five cultural resources, four historic-
period bridges and a portion of the San Antonio Creek Channel, were identified during
the survey and documented on California Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR)
523 Primary Forms.
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TABLE 8.7-2

CULTURAL RESOURCES SURVEY RESULTS

Caltrans Bridge Number Resource Name Year Built
54C0223 Orchard Street Bridge over San Antonio Creek Channel 1972
54C0482 San Jose Street Bridge over San Antonio Creek Channel 1958
54C0553 Palo Verde Street Bridge over San Antonio Creek Channel 1958
54C0555 Ramona Avenue Bridge over San Antonio Creek Channel 1958

- San Antonio Creek Channel 1956-1960

Impacts Analysis

As a result of the Phase | cultural resources study, a total of eight cultural resources
were identified within or immediately adjacent to (within 50 feet) of the project area
(Table 8.7-3). Three of these resources (P-19-187008, -188186, and -190034) are
eligible for inclusion in the National Register and/or California Register and are therefore
considered historical resources under CEQA. Four of the resources (54C0223,
54C0482, 54C0553, and 54C0555) are not eligible for the National Register, but have
not been evaluated for the California Register and one resource (San Antonio Creek
Channel) has not been evaluated for the National Register or California Register, and
therefore these five resources are also treated as historical resources for the purposes
of the project.

TABLE 8.7-3

HISTORICAL RESOURCES WITHIN OR IMMEDIATELY ADJACENT TO THE PROJECT AREA

Identifier Resource Eligibility Project Component  Impact
187008 Lincoln Park Historic Listed in the NR Recycled water Pipeline: No impact
District pipeline; Booster Booster pump
pump station station: LTS with
alternative 2 mitigation
188186 Pomona Fellowship Eligible for the NR Recycled water No impact
Church pipeline
190034 1524 N Orange Grove  Contributor to Lincoln Recycled water No impact
Ave Park Historic District pipeline
54C0223 Orchard Avenue Not eligible for NR; Not ~ Recycled water No impact

Bridge over San
Antonio Creek
Channel

evaluated for CR

pipeline
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Identifier Resource Eligibility Project Component Impact

54C0482 San Jose Street Not eligible for NR; Not  Recycled water No impact
Bridge over San evaluated for CR pipeline
Antonio Creek
Channel

54C0553 Palo Verde Street Not eligible for NR; Not  Recycled water No impact
Bridge over San evaluated for CR pipeline
Antonio Creek
Channel

54C0555 Ramona Avenue Not eligible for NR; Not  Recycled water No impact
Bridge over San evaluated for CR pipeline
Antonio Creek
Channel
San Antonio Creek Not evaluated for NR or  Recycled water No impact
Channel CR pipeline

NR = National Register
CR = California Register

A total of eight historical resources are located within or immediately adjacent to project
components and there is the potential for the project to result in a significant impact to
historical resources. The project consists of construction of a recycled water pipeline
within existing roadway ROWSs and the construction of the AWTF and a booster pump
station in areas that are currently vacant/undeveloped. Eight historical resources are
located within or adjacent to the alignment for the recycled water pipeline (see Table
8.7-3). Five of these eight resources (54C0223, 54C0482, 54C0553, 54C0555, and the
San Antonio Creek Channel) will be avoided through the use of jack and bore construc-
tion techniques and the project would result in no impact to these five resources. Two of
the resources (P-19-188186 and -190034) are adjacent to the recycled water pipeline
alignment and will not be affected by the project; therefore the project would result in no
impact to these two resources. One resource (P-19-187008) overlaps with a portion of
the recycled water pipeline alignment and is also adjacent to the proposed booster pump
station Alternative 2. Since the recycled water pipeline would be constructed within
existing roadway ROWSs and would not affect any of the contributors to the Lincoln Park
Historic District (P-19-187008) this component of the project would result in no impact to
this resource. The booster pump station consists of an above-ground structure and could
result in a significant impact to the district. An impact would occur if construction of the
booster pump station results in the substantial adverse change in the significance of the
resource. Substantial adverse change is defined as “physical demolition, destruction,
relocation, or alteration of the resource or its immediate surroundings [emphasis added)]
such that the significance of a historical resource would be materially impaired” (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5(b)(1)). In this case, the construction of a building or structure
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that substantially alters the surroundings (i.e., setting) of the resource could result in a
loss of integrity of the resource and impair its ability to convey its significance. In
general, a project that complies with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restor-
ing, and Reconstructing Historic Buildings (Weeks and Grimer, 1995) is considered to
have mitigated its impacts to historical resources to a less-than-significant level (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5(b)(3)). With the incorporation of Mitigation Measure CUL-1,
impacts to resource P-19-187008 (Lincoln Park Historic District) would be less than
significant in the event that booster pump Alternative 2 is selected.

Archival research conducted as part of the Phase | cultural resources study indicates
that the project area has a moderate sensitivity for prehistoric archaeological resources;
two prehistoric archaeological sites with burials have been previously documented within
the vicinity of the project area (both sites are within ¥2-mile of the project area but are not
in close proximity to project components). While portions of the project area are in
proximity to water sources that could have been attractive resource procurement areas to
early inhabitants of the region, these areas have been largely disturbed by modern
development. Booster pump station Alternative 1 has a higher likelihood of the presence of
buried prehistoric resources since the parcel has never been subject to major develop-
ment. The project area also has a moderate sensitivity for historic-period archaeological
resources; the area was settled as early as the late 1800s and there is evidence of
historical uses of the area related to agriculture and commercial enterprise. The AWTF
and booster pump station Alternative 2 have a higher likelihood of historic-period archaeo-
logical resources given the historical uses of the two parcels. Because of the potential
archaeological sensitivity of the area, and since the nature of the proposed project would
involve ground-disturbing activities, it is possible that such actions could unearth,
expose, or disturb subsurface archaeological resources that were not observable on the
surface. With the incorporation of Mitigation Measures CUL-2, CUL-3, and CUL-4,
impacts to archaeological resources that could qualify as historical resources would be
reduced to less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

CUL-1: In the event that booster pump station alternative 2 is selected, IEUA
shall retain a qualified architectural historian meeting the Secretary of the
Interior's Professional Qualification Standards for architectural history to review
and approve the preliminary and final project design plans to ensure that it
conforms to the Secretary of the Interior's Standards.

CUL-2: A gualified archeologist, defined as an archaeologist who meets the
Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualifications Standards for archaeology
(36 CFR Part 61), or an archaeologist working under the direction of a qualified
archaeologist, shall conduct pre-construction cultural resources sensitivity
training to inform construction personnel on the types of cultural resources that
may be encountered, and to bring awareness to personnel of actions to be taken
in the event of a cultural resources discovery. IEUA shall complete training for all
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construction personnel and retain documentation showing when training of
personnel was completed.

CUL-3: Archaeological monitoring shall be conducted for all initial ground-
disturbing activities at the AWTF and booster pump station alternatives. If during
initial observations of a fair sampling of the area, the monitor determines the area
lacks archaeological potential due to evidence of past disturbances, monitoring
may be discontinued after consultation with the qualified archaeologist. If it
appears that the area appears undisturbed and there is a potential for intact
subsurface resources, then full-time monitoring shall be implemented to a depth
of 5 feet (anticipated depth of older Quaternary deposits). Monitoring may be
discounted at depths above 5 feet if older Quaternary deposits are encountered.
Archaeological monitoring shall be conducted by a monitor familiar with the types
of archaeological resources that could be encountered within the project area,
and under the direct supervision of the qualified archaeologist. The monitor shall
observe all ground-disturbing activities, including but not limited to, brush
clearance, grubbing, demolition and concrete removal, and grading and excava-
tion and shall be empowered to halt or redirect ground-disturbing activities away
from the vicinity of a discovery until the qualified archaeologist has evaluated the
discovery and determined appropriate treatment (as prescribed in Mitigation
Measure CUL-4). The monitor shall keep daily logs detailing the types of
activities and soils observed, and any discoveries. After monitoring has been
completed, the qualified archaeologist shall prepare a monitoring report that
details the results of monitoring. The report shall be submitted to the IEUA,
SCCIC, and any Native American groups who request a copy.

CUL-4: In the event of the discovery of archaeological materials, IEUA shall
immediately cease all work activities in the area (within approximately 50 feet) of
the discovery until it can be evaluated by the qualified archaeologist.. Prehistoric
archaeological materials might include obsidian and chert flaked-stone tools
(e.g., projectile points, knives, scrapers) or tool-making debris; culturally
darkened soil (“midden”) containing heat-affected rocks, artifacts, or shellfish
remains; and stone milling equipment (e.g., mortars, pestles, handstones, or
milling slabs); and battered stone tools, such as hammerstones and pitted
stones. Historic-period materials might include stone or concrete footings and
walls; filled wells or privies; and deposits of metal, glass, and/or ceramic refuse.
Construction shall not resume until the qualified archaeologist has conferred with
the IEUA on the significance of the resource.

If it is determined that the discovered archaeological resource constitutes a
historical or unique archaeological resource under CEQA, avoidance and
preservation in place is the preferred manner of mitigation. Preservation in place
maintains the important relationship between artifacts and their archaeological
context and also serves to avoid conflict with traditional and religious values of
groups who may ascribe meaning to the resource. Preservation in place may be
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accomplished by, but is not limited to, avoidance, incorporating the resource into
open space, capping, or deeding the site into a permanent conservation ease-
ment. In the event that preservation in place is demonstrated to be infeasible and
data recovery through excavation is the only feasible mitigation available, a
Cultural Resources Treatment Plan shall be prepared and implemented by a
gualified archaeologist in consultation with the IEUA that provides for the
adequate recovery of the scientifically consequential information contained in the
archaeological resource. The IEUA shall consult with appropriate Native
American representatives in determining treatment for prehistoric or Native
American resources to ensure cultural values ascribed to the resource, beyond
that which is scientifically important, are considered.

Less than Significant with Mitigation. As discussed above under impact statement
(a), there is the potential for subsurface archaeological resources. Should any
archaeological resources be discovered, and they do not meet the definition of historical
resource (i.e., are not eligible for listing in the California Register), they may be
considered for designation as unique archaeological resources (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.5). If a resource is determined to be a unique archaeological resource as
defined in Section 21083.1(g), impacts to the resource could be considered a significant
effect on the environment. Implementation of Mitigation Measures CUL-2, CU3, and
CUL-4 would ensure that potential impacts to any unknown unique archaeological
resources are less than significant.

Mitigation Measures
Implement Mitigation Measures CUL-2, CUL-3, and CUL-4

Less than Significant with Mitigation. A paleontological database search for fossil
localities and fossil-bearing sediments located within the general project area was
requested on January 25, 2016 from the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County
(LACM) and the results received on February 09, 2016 (McLeod, 2016). The results
indicate that no fossil localities are located within a 1-mile radius of the project area.
Surficial deposits within the project site are composed of younger Quaternary alluvium
(Qa) derived from the San Gabriel Mountains to the north of the proposed project area.
These deposits are composed of alluvial fan deposits delivered to the area via the San
Antonio Wash drainage area, which crosses the very eastern portion of the project area.
These younger deposits typically do not contain significant vertebrate fossils; however,
they are commonly underlain by older Quaternary alluvium, which may well contain
significant vertebrate fossil remains (McLeod, 2016).

The LACM reported several vertebrate fossil localities in older Quaternary deposits near
the project area. The nearest fossil locality in these deposits is LACM 1728, which is
approximately 7 miles due south of the center of the project area, southwest of the City
of Chino, and yielded a fossil specimens of fossil horse (Equus) and camel (Camelops)
at a depth of 15-20 feet below the ground surface. The next closest vertebrate locality is
LACM 7268 and 7271, which is located approximately 8 miles south of the project area and
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produced specimens of fossil horse (Equus). The next closest locality, LACM 7508,
which is due south of the project area in Soquel Canyon, produced fossil specimens of
ground sloth (Nothrotheriops) and horse (Equus).

While surficial younger Quaternary deposits are unlikely to yield significant paleonto-
logical resources, deeper excavations that impact older Quaternary deposits have the
potential to produce significant fossils and should be monitored by a paleontologist to
quickly recover any specimens while not impeding development. In addition, sediment
samples should be collected to determine the potential for microvertebrate recovery
(McLeod, 2016).

Preliminary research was conducted on the geology and paleontology of the project area
and surrounding area. Geological mapping by Dibblee and Minch (2002) at a scale of
1:24,000 confirmed the surficial geology of the project area to be underlain by recent
Quaternary alluvium (map unit Qa) and Quaternary gravel (Map unit Qg) associated with
San Antonio Wash, which bisects the easternmost portion of the recycled water pipeline.

Jefferson (1991) reported five Pleistocene (approximately 2.6 million-12,000 years ago)
vertebrate fossil localities in the vicinity of the project area from sediments similar to
those likely underlying the project at an unknown depth: 1)a species of mammoth
(Mammuthus) was reported from Pleistocene sediments within the Pomona Valley; 2) an
extensive fauna from the Chino Hills that included fish, salamander (Taricha torosa),
frogs, birds, mammoth (Mammuthus sp.), xenarthra, small mammals (Thomomys sp.,
Dipodomys sp., and a variety of cricetid rodents), carnivores (Procyonidae, Mustellidae,
Canidae, Felidae), horse (Equus sp.), camel and llama (Camelidae), antilocaprid
ungulates (Capromeryx sp. and Antilocapra sp.), and Bison; 3) the Harvest Development
in the Chino Hills yielded specimens of giant ground sloth (Nothrotheriops shastensis),
proboscidean, and giant horse (Equus sp. cf. gigantea); 4) the Los Serranos Creek,
Aspen Lane locality in Chino produced specimens of horse (Equus sp.), deer
(Odocoileus), and bison (Bison cf. B. antiquus); and 5) a bison (Bison cf. B. antiquus)
was collected from the Tonner Canyon Locality in Chino Hills (Jefferson, 1991).

Shallow excavations are not likely to impact older sediments that have high potential to
yield significant paleontological resources; however, given the preponderance of ice age
mammals from similar sediments in the Los Angeles Basin, potential impacts to
significant paleontological resources would be reduced to a less-than-significant level
with the incorporation of Mitigation Measures CUL-5, CUL-6, and CUL-7.

Mitigation Measures

CUL 5: Prior to earthmoving activities, a Qualified Paleontologist (QP) meeting
the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP) standards (SVP, 2010) shall be
retained. The QP shall contribute to any construction worker cultural resources
sensitivity training either in person or via a training module provided to the
gualified archaeologist. The training session shall focus on the recognition of the
types of paleontological resources that could be encountered within the project
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site and the procedures to be followed if they are found. The QP shall also
oversee the paleontological monitoring (as prescribed in CUL-6) and shall be
available to ascertain the significance of any paleontological resources recovered
during project excavations (as prescribed in CUL-7). The QP shall also conduct
periodic spot-checks of exposed sediments to assist the qualified paleontological
monitor in determining the age/sensitivity of exposed sediments and/or
paleontological resources encountered during project excavations.

CUL-6: Prior to earthmoving activities, a qualified paleontological monitor
meeting the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP) standards (SVP, 2010)
shall be retained. The qualified paleontological monitor shall monitor all excava-
tions into native sediments below 5 feet in depth and have the authority to
temporarily halt or divert work away from exposed fossils in order to recover the
fossil specimens safely and quickly. The qualified paleontological monitor shall
complete daily monitoring logs outlining the day’s activities. Paleontological
monitoring may be increased or decreased if fossils are discovered above 5 feet
or if the QP determines that based on subsurface sediments the potential for
encountering significant paleontological resources is low.

CUL-7: If paleontological resources are encountered during ground-disturbing
activities, all work within 100 feet of the find shall halt until the find can be
evaluated by the QP and appropriate measures taken to salvage the specimens
if they are determined to be potentially significant. If sediments are encountered
that are deemed appropriate for the recovery of microvertebrate specimens, the
QP shall direct the paleontological monitor to collect a test sample (approxi-
mately 600 pounds per SVP standards or an amount determined by the QP) to
screen for microvertebrates either on or off site. The QP, based on observations
of subsurface soil stratigraphy or other factors, may reduce or discontinue
monitoring as warranted if he or she determines that the possibility of encounter-
ing fossiliferous deposits is low. The QP shall prepare a final monitoring report to
be submitted to the IEUA and filed with the local repository along with any fossils
and associated data recovered during construction.

Less than Significant with Mitigation. No known cemeteries or other burial places are
known to exist within the project area and the proposed project is unlikely to disturb
human remains. However, because the proposed project would involve earthmoving
activities, it is possible that such actions could unearth, expose, or disturb previously
unknown human remains. With the incorporation of Mitigation Measure CUL-8, which
requires compliance with State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 and Public
Resources Code Section 5097.98, any project-related impacts to human remains would
be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

CUL-8: If human remains are encountered, the contractor shall halt work in the
vicinity (within 100 feet) of the find and contact the San Bernardino County
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Coroner in accordance with Public Resources Code Section 5097.98 and Health
and Safety Code Section 7050.5. If the County Coroner determines that the
remains are Native American, the NAHC will be notified in accordance with
Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, subdivision (c), and Public Resources
Code Section 5097.98 (as amended by AB 2641). The NAHC will designate a
Most Likely Descendant (MLD) for the remains per Public Resources Code
Section 5097.98. Until the landowner has conferred with the MLD, the IEUA shall
ensure that the immediate vicinity where the discovery occurred is not disturbed
by further activity, is adequately protected according to generally accepted
cultural or archaeological standards or practices, and that further activities take
into account the possibility of multiple burials.

No Impact. The results of the SLF search indicate that the NAHC does not have any
known Native American resources on file.

IEUA initiated consultation with two Native American tribes on April 7, 2016, the
Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation and the Morongo Band of Mission
Indians. The Agency received a response from the Kizh Nation (copy of response letter
provided in Appendix B). Based on the comments in this letter, IEUA has agreed to a
mitigation measure (CUL-9) that will provide for a Native American monitor during
ground disturbance. The mitigation measure reads:

Mitigation Measures

CUL-9: During ground disturbing activities (including but not limited to pavement
removal, pot-holing or auguring, boring, grading, excavation and trenching) at
least one Native American Monitor will be present at the project site. The Native
American Monitor will compile monitoring logs on a daily basis. The logs will
provide descriptions of the daily activities, including construction activities,
locations, soil characteristics and any cultural materials identified. The Monitor
shall photo-document the ground disturbing activities. If any cultural materials
are identified, the Monitor shall have the authority to redirect construction
activities until the extent and importance of the materials are assessed.
Subsequent management of any Native American cultural materials shall be
determined through consultation between IEUA and the Native American Band
supplying the monitor. Any human remains encountered shall be handled
through the County Coroner’s office and, if necessary, in conjunction with Native
American Heritage Commission and Native American Band.

With implementation of this measure any tribal cultural resources accidentally
encountered during construction can be managed at a less than significant impact level.
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8.8 Geology, Soils, and Seismicity

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact
6. GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND SEISMICITY —
Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or
death involving:
i)  Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as ] ] X ]
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? (Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.)
iiy  Strong seismic ground shaking? ] ] |Z ]
iiiy Seismic-related ground failure, including ] ] |Z ]
liquefaction?
iv) Landslides? ] ] ] X
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? ] X ] ]
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, ] ] ] X
or that would become unstable as a result of the
project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction,
or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in ] ] |Z ]
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994),
creating substantial risks to life or property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use ] ] ] |Z
of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal
systems where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater?
Discussion
a.i) Less than Significant. The Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act requires the

delineation of zones along active faults in California. The purpose of the Alquist-Priolo Act
is to regulate development and prohibit construction on or near active fault traces to
reduce hazards associated with fault rupture. The Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones
are the regulatory zones that include surface traces of active faults. According to the
regulatory map provided by the Department of Conservation, the proposed project would
not be located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone (CDC, 2000). The closest
faults to the proposed project site are the San Jose Fault and the Chino Fault (Figure 5).
The San Jose Fault crosses the proposed pipeline at the intersection of East McKinley
Avenue and Bradford Street, and at the intersection of North Orange Grove Avenue and
North Garey Avenue, approximately 100 feet south of the proposed Alternative 2 pump
station (City of Pomona 2013). The Chino Fault crosses the proposed pipeline near the
intersection of West Orange Grove Avenue and Weber Street, approximately 2,000 feet
east of the proposed Alternative 1 pump station. However, adherence to standard
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a.ii)

aiii)

engineering and construction practices and conformance with the California Building
Code (CBC) would reduce potential impacts to the non-inhabited pump station structure
from groundshaking to a less than significant level. Therefore, due to the low potential
for surface rupture at the sites, the potential to expose people or structures to impacts
from surface fault rupture resulting from seismic activity is considered less than
significant.

Less than Significant. Like all of southern California, the proposed project is located in
a seismically active area, and has the potential to experience strong ground shaking.
The closest active faults to the proposed project site are the San Jose Fault and Chino
Fault systems (Figure 5). The San Jose Fault crosses the proposed pipeline route at the
intersection of East McKinley Avenue and Bradford Street, and at the intersection of North
Orange Grove Avenue and North Garey Avenue, approximately 100 feet south of the
proposed Alternative 2 pump station (City of Pomona 2013). The Chino Fault crosses the
proposed pipeline near the intersection of West Orange Grove Avenue and Weber Street,
approximately 2,000 feet east of the proposed Alternative 1 pump station. A major
earthquake associated with these faults could result in moderate to severe ground
shaking in the project area and would be a potential hazard to the proposed project.
Damage to water pipeline and aboveground structures associated with the proposed
project could be expected as a result of ground shaking during a seismic event.

The CBC (California Code of Regulations [CCR] Title 24) provides engineering design
criteria for grading, foundations, retaining walls, and structures within zones of seismic
activity. The procedures and design limitations for the design of infrastructure are based
on site characteristics, configuration, structural system height, and seismic zoning.
Seismic zones are mapped areas that are based on proximity to known active faults, the
potential for future earthquakes, and intensity of seismic shaking. Seismic zones range
from O to 4, with areas mapped as Zone 4 being potentially subject to the highest
accelerations due to seismic shaking and the shortest recurrence levels. According to
the CBC, San Bernardino County and Los Angeles County are within Seismic Zone 4.
The proposed project would be designed to include all applicable California Division of
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (CAL/OSHA) standards and technical
specifications required by the seismic safety codes of the CBC for Seismic Zone 4, in
compliance with CCR Title 24, to minimize impacts due to seismic ground shaking. With
implementation of all CBC and CAL/OSHA standards, impacts would be considered less
than significant.

Less than Significant. Liquefaction is a phenomenon whereby unconsolidated and/or
near saturated soils lose cohesion and behave as a fluid as a result of severe vibratory
motion. The relatively rapid loss of soil shear strength during strong earthquake shaking
results in the temporary fluid-like behavior of the soil. Soil liquefaction causes ground
failure that can damage roads, pipelines, buildings with shallow foundations, and levees.
Liguefaction can occur in areas characterized by water-saturated, cohesionless, granular
materials at depths less than 40 feet. Saturated unconsolidated alluvium with earthquake
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a.iv)

b)

intensities greater than Modified Mercalli Intensity (MMI) VII may be susceptible to
liquefaction. This would include areas with shallow perched groundwater.

According to the Seismic Hazard Zoning Program, a portion of the proposed project is
situated in a liquefaction zone (CDC, 2000). The proposed pipeline at the intersection of
North Orange Grove Avenue and East McKinley Avenue and the proposed pump station
Alternative 2 would be located in the liquefaction zone (refer to Figure 5). The rest of the
proposed project would not be within a liquefaction susceptible area (City of Pomona,
2014). Nevertheless, conformance with CBC and standard engineering and construction
practices the proposed project would not expose people or structures to substantial
adverse effects involving seismic ground-related failure, including liquefaction.
Therefore, impacts as a result of liquefaction would be less than significant.

No Impact. A landslide is a mass of rock, soil, and debris displaced down-slope by
sliding, flowing, or falling. The susceptibility of land (slope) failure is dependent on the
slope and geology as well as the amount of rainfall, excavation, or seismic activities.
Factors that decrease resistance to movement in a slope include pore water pressure,
material changes, and structure. Removing the lower portion of a slope decreases or
eliminates the support that opposes lateral motion in a slope. Shaking during an
earthquake may lead materials in a slope to lose cohesion and collapse.

According to the Seismic Hazards Map for the City of Pomona and Geological Hazard
Overlays Map for the City of Montclair, the nearest potential landslide area would be
located approximately 1,000 feet north of the proposed project, with Highway 10 located
in between the landslide area and the proposed project (City of Pomona, 2014; San
Bernardino County, 2009). In addition, the proposed project would be mainly contained
underground below existing roadways or on flat parcels within developed residential and
commercial areas. Therefore, the proposed project would not expose people or
structures to a significant landslide hazard. No impact would occur.

Less than Significant with Mitigation. During construction of the proposed project,
excavation and grading activities would expose and disturb surface soils. Excavated
soils are highly susceptible to water or wind erosion. Therefore, during project
construction, short-term losses of topsoil and subsoil due to wind and water erosion
would be potentially significant. Once construction is completed, no stockpiles would
remain on the project site/alignment. The site/alignment would be fully paved or
developed. Implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 would ensure that impacts
associated with water and wind erosion of soils would be minimized to less than
significant levels.

Mitigation Measures

GEO-1: In accordance with the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) Construction General Permit, IEUA shall prepare a project specific
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to minimize soil erosion. The
SWPPP shall prescribe temporary Best Management Practices (BMPs), such as,

Page 46



d)

but not limited to, sediment barriers and traps, silt basins, and silt fences. In
addition, BMPs to permanently stabilize the pipeline alignment and new structural
sites shall be installed prior to completing final construction activities. This shall
include onsite detention or percolation sufficient to offset a substantial increase in
the downstream volume of runoff in the drainage area.

No Impact. As discussed above in Section 9.6 a. iii), compliance with the CBC would
reduce impacts associated with liquefaction. As discussed above in Section 9.6 a.iv,
there are no potential impacts related to landslides. Land subsidence and surface
fissures can occur as a result of groundwater extraction. Underlying soils can compact
when water is removed. Fissures can form when groundwater levels are lowered. The
extraction of mineral or oil resources can also result in subsidence. Construction and
operation of the proposed project would not include groundwater extraction and would
not lower groundwater levels. The proposed project would not cause soils to become
unstable or result in land subsidence or surface fissures. No impact would occur.

Less than Significant. The proposed project would be constructed on soils described
as Hanford fine sandy loam, Hanford gravelly sandy loam, and Tujunga fine sandy loam
(see Figure 6). According to the City of Pomona General Plan Update EIR, Altamont
and San Andreas soils have the highest shrink/swell potential. None of the soils in the
project area are classified as Altamont or San Andreas soils. In addition, compliance
with the CBC would ensure that the project components would be designed to include
technical specifications to minimize impacts due to expansive soils, including but not
limited to removal, proper fill selection and compaction of expansive soils. Impacts to
expansive soils are considered to be less than significant.

No impact. The proposed project would not include the installation or use of septic tanks
or alternative wastewater disposal systems. Therefore, no construction or operational
impacts associated with septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems would
occur.
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8.9 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact
7. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS —
Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or ] ] X ]

indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the
environment?

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

Setting

Gases that trap heat in the atmosphere are referred to as greenhouse gases (GHGs) because
they capture heat radiated from the earth as it is reflected back into the atmosphere, much like a
greenhouse does. The accumulation of GHGs has been implicated as a driving force for global
climate change. Definitions of climate change vary between and across regulatory authorities
and the scientific community, but in general can be described as the changing of the earth’s
climate caused by natural fluctuations and anthropogenic activities, which alter the composition
of the global atmosphere.

Prominent GHGs contributing to the greenhouse effect are carbon dioxide (CO,), methane
(CH,), nitrous oxide (N,O), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs), perfluo-
rocarbons (PFCs), and sulfur hexafluoride (SFs). Carbon dioxide is the “reference gas” for
climate change, meaning that emissions of GHGs are typically reported as “carbon dioxide-
equivalents” (CO,e) measures. There is international scientific consensus that human-caused
increases in GHGs have and will continue to contribute to global warming, although there is
uncertainty concerning the magnitude and rate of the warming. Potential global warming
impacts in California may include, but are not limited to, loss in snow pack, sea level rise, more
extreme heat days per year, more high ozone days, more large forest fires, and more drought
years. Secondary effects are likely to include global rise in sea level, impacts to agriculture,
changes in disease vectors, and changes in habitat and biodiversity.

In 2006, California passed the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (Assembly Bill
No. 32; California Health and Safety Code Division 25.5, Sections 38500, et seq., or AB 32),
which requires CARB to design and implement emission limits, regulations, and other
measures, such that feasible and cost-effective statewide GHG emissions are reduced to 1990
levels by 2020.

On March 18, 2010, the California Office of Planning and Research (OPR) submitted amend-
ments to the CEQA Guidelines for GHG emissions, as required by Public Resources Code
section 21083.05. These CEQA Guideline amendments provide guidance to public agencies
regarding the analysis and mitigation of the effects of GHG emissions in draft CEQA
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documents. The amendments are relatively modest changes to various portions of the existing
CEQA Guidelines.

Discussion

a)

Less than Significant. The proposed project would contribute to global climate change
because of GHG emissions, primarily CO,, emitted during construction activities. These
include installation of a recycled water conveyance system, a booster pump station, and
an Advanced Water Treatment Facility (AWTF). After construction is completed, no full-
time employees would be needed at the AWTF. Instead, employees from the IEUA
service system would maintain the facility as needed. Mobile source emissions
generated during project operation would be attributed to the chemical delivery trucks
and other operational deliveries. These trips would be relatively minor. Consequently,
the resulting GHG emissions would be negligible. Impacts would be considered less
than significant.

GHG impacts are considered to be exclusively cumulative impacts (CAPCOA, 2008).
Thus, the purpose of this analysis is to determine whether the contribution of GHG
emissions by the proposed project would be cumulatively considerable.

The Inland Empire Utilities Agency has not adopted any significance criteria or
guidelines for GHG analysis. In addition, neither Pomona nor Montclair has adopted any
significance criteria or guidelines for GHG analysis. SCAQMD has issued proposed
standards and guidelines, proposing a 10,000 metric ton per year (MT/year) CO.e
threshold for industrial projects for which it is the lead agency. For the purpose of this
analysis, the project’s total annual GHG emissions resulting from construction activities
have been quantified and evaluated against the 10,000 MT/year CO,e screening criteria.
As was conducted for the proposed project’s air quality analysis in Question 3 (Air
Quiality), the project’s construction-related GHG emissions were estimated for equipment
exhaust, truck trips, and worker commute trips using CalEEMod. The construction of the
entire project is anticipated to require 18-months. During construction, installation of the
proposed water conveyance system would proceed in a linear fashion along the
approximately 6-mile proposed pipeline alignment.

Table 8.9-1 shows the project’s estimated annual GHG emissions. With respect to
construction GHG emissions, SCAQMD recommends that the total emissions for a
project be amortized over a 30-year period (SCAQMD, 2008). Total construction-related
GHG emissions was calculated to be 649.3 CO,e MT/yr. Amortized over 30 years, the
proposed project construction-related GHG emissions would be 21.6 CO,e MT/yr.
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TABLE 8.9-1
ESTIMATED PROJECT CONSTRUCTION GHG EMISSIONS

CO.e
Emission Source (MT/yr)
Construction (Amortized over 30 yrs) 21.6
Operational 786.4
Total Annual Emissions 808.0
SCAQMD Recommended Threshold 10,000
Exceed Threshold No

NOTES: CO.e= carbon dioxide equivalent; MT/yr = metric tons per
year; see Appendix A for CalEEMod model outputs.

As shown in Table 8.9-1, the proposed project’s total annual GHG emissions resulting
from construction and operational activities would be approximately 808.0 MT CO,e per
year. Thus, the project’s total annual GHG emissions would not exceed the 10,000 MT
of CO,e per year screening threshold recommended by SCAQMD. Therefore, the
proposed project would not result in the generation of substantial levels of GHG
emissions and would not result in emissions that would adversely affect the statewide
attainment of GHG emission reduction goals of AB 32. This impact would be less than
significant.

b) Less than Significant. The project's GHG emissions would be less than significance
thresholds established by the SCAQMD. In addition, neither Pomona nor Montclair has
developed Climate Action Plans to reduce GHG emissions. Consequently, the project
would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted to reduce GHG
emissions. This impact would be less than significant.
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8.10 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Less Than

Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

8.

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

f)

9)

h)

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS —
Would the project:

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

Create a significant hazard to the public or the ] ] X ]
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset

and accident conditions involving the release of

hazardous materials into the environment?

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or ] ] X ]
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste

within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed

school?

Be located on a site which is included on a list of ] ] |Z ]
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to

Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result,

would it create a significant hazard to the public or the

environment?

For a project located within an airport land use plan ] ] X ]
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?

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, ] ] ] X
would the project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?

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

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, ] ] X ]
injury or death involving wildland fires, including where

wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where

residences are intermixed with wildlands?

Discussion

a,b) Less than Significant. Construction of the proposed project would require equipment

that utilizes hazardous materials such as petroleum fuels and oil. During construction
activities, hazardous materials could accidentally be spilled or otherwise released into
the environment exposing construction workers, the public and/or the environment to
potentially hazardous conditions. Construction activities that involve hazardous materials
would be governed by several agencies, including the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), Department of Transportation (DOT), California Division of Occupational Safety
and Health (Cal/OSHA), and the California Department of Toxic Substances Control
(DTSC). IEUA and construction contractors would be required to implement BMPs for
handling hazardous materials during construction activities, including following manu-
facturers’ recommendations and regulatory requirements for use, storage, and disposal
of chemical products and hazardous materials used in construction; avoiding over-
topping construction equipment fuel tanks; routine maintenance of construction
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c)

equipment, properly containing and removing grease and oils; and properly disposing of
discarded containers of fuels and other chemicals. In addition, construction contractors
would be required to implement safety measures in accordance with the General
Industry Safety Orders for Spill and Overflow Control (CCR Title 8, Sections 5163-5167)
to protect the project area from contamination due to accidental release of hazardous
materials. Disposal of all hazardous materials must be done in compliance with
applicable California hazardous waste disposal laws. In the event of an accidental
release of hazardous materials during construction, containment and clean up would
occur in accordance with applicable regulatory requirements, and oil and other solvents
used during maintenance of construction equipment would be recycled and disposed of
in accordance with applicable regulatory requirements.

Once constructed, the proposed project would transmit treated recycled water for
groundwater replenishment and possible irrigation end use. The California Department
of Public Health (CDPH) finds that the use of recycled water in accordance with Title 22
(CCR Section 60001 et seq) is presumed to have a less than significant impact on public
health and safety. Operation of the proposed pipeline component would not require
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. However, operation of the
proposed AWTF would store chemicals required for the treatment of water on site. In
addition, operation of the proposed AWTF and proposed pump station would involve the
use of household/industrial cleaning products. Mishandling hazardous materials, such as
improper storage or disposal, could potentially expose the public or the environment to
hazardous materials. However, compliance with applicable federal, state, and local laws
would minimize the potential risks associated with the handling of hazardous materials
and foreseeable accidents. Therefore, potential impacts to the public or the environment
through accidental release due to the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials would be less than significant.

Less than Significant. The AWTF and Alternative 1 pump station would not be located
within 0.25 miles of a school. However, there are several schools located along the
pipeline route from its starting location in the City of Pomona until it reaches the AWTF in
the City of Montclair. In addition, Lincoln Elementary School is located within 0.25 miles
of the Alternative 2 pump station. The following schools are located within 0.25 miles of
the proposed pipeline:

o Roosevelt Elementary School is located 0.19 miles south of the proposed pipeline
along West Orange Grove Avenue between North Hamilton Boulevard and North
Huntington Street.

e Lincoln Elementary School is located 0.09 miles southeast of the proposed pipeline,
and 0.21 miles southeast of the Alternative 2 pump station, along W. Orange Grove
Avenue between N. Gordon Street and North Garey Avenue.

o Emerson Middle School is located adjacent (approximately 0.02 miles) to the pipeline
as it traverses south on North Towne Avenue then east on Lincoln Avenue
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d)

¢ Kingsley Elementary School is located adjacent (approximately 0.02 miles) to the
proposed pipeline along Lincoln Avenue between Washington Avenue and Sheridan
Avenue within the City of Pomona.

¢ Montvue Elementary School is located approximately 0.23 miles north of the pipeline
along Lincoln Avenue between Indian Hills Blvd and Sheridan Avenue within
Pomona.

¢ Montclair High School is located approximately 0.12 miles east of the proposed
pipeline along Ramona Ave within the City of Montclair.

Hazardous materials deliveries and transport during construction would be confined to
designated roads that would potentially travel near schools. Construction workers would
utilize applicable BMPs and would be required to comply with existing and future
hazardous materials laws and regulations for the transport, use and disposal of
hazardous materials. Due to the short duration of construction activities and with
adherence to federal, state and local laws and regulations, construction related
hazardous materials impacts would be considered less than significant.

Operation of the AWTF would require the use and transport of chemicals required to
produce tertiary treated recycled water for groundwater recharge. The proposed AWTF
would include construction of a chemical storage building that would house all
chemicals. These materials would be handled by trained professionals and would
include secondary containment. Further, the AWTF would be located within an existing
facility (Plant 28) and not be located within a quarter mile of a school. Based on the
proposed containment facilities and adherence to federal, state and local laws and
regulations, the proposed project would not substantially increase health risks and
hazards associated with releases of hazardous materials near schools and the
community. The proposed project would result in a less than significant impact to public
health.

Less than Significant. Government Code Section 65962.5 requires the California
Environmental Protection Agency (Cal EPA) to develop and annually update the
Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites (Cortese) List. The Cortese List is a planning
document used by state and local agencies to comply with CEQA requirements in
providing information about the location of hazardous materials release sites. The
information contained in the Cortese List is provided by DTSC and other state and local
government agencies.

The proposed project sites/alignment is not listed on the Cortese List (DTSC, 2015). The
DTSC Envirostor Database was searched for hazardous material sites within the project
vicinity. Several hazardous materials sites were found within a one mile radius of the
proposed project area. A total of eight Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST)
cleanup sites were found within the project vicinity. Of the eight LUST sites, seven were
classified as Completed-Case Closed sites. The open LUST cleanup site is listed as
TTK Valero, located at 1903 West Holt Avenue, approximately 0.20 miles west of the
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f)

9)

western portion of the pipeline and the Alternative 1 pump station. The open LUST site
lists potential soil contamination from gasoline, but has been eligible for closure since
2014. The proposed project is not located on the LUST site, and is located at a far
enough distance from known sites that the contaminated soil would not reach the project
site. Therefore, impacts related to hazardous materials sites would be less than
significant.

Less than Significant. The nearest airport to the proposed project is the Brackett Field
Airport located within the City of La Verne, approximately 1.6 miles north of the proposed
project. The proposed pipeline along West Orange Grove Avenue and the proposed
pump station sites are located within the Airport Influence Area (Los Angeles County
Airport Land Use Commission, 2015). Because the proposed pipeline would be
underground, it would not be affected by airport-related noise, overflight, safety, or
airspace protection. The Brackett Field Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP)
designates the proposed project to be located within Zone E. According to the ALUCP,
water facilities are designated to be compatible land uses. The aboveground pump
station would be similar to existing structures where it would be located and would
consist of a low profile structure, shorter than a two-story building. Similarly, the AWTF
facilities would be constructed at similar heights as the existing tanks and structures.
Therefore, the proposed project would not pose any airport safety hazards for people
residing or working in the area, and impacts would be less than significant impacts.

No Impact. There are no private airstrips within the vicinity of the proposed project.
Therefore, there would be no safety hazards to people working or residing in the project
area. No impact would occur.

Less than Significant with Mitigation. Construction of the proposed project would
require transportation of equipment and materials within the ROW of Erie Street, West
Holt Avenue, West Orange Grove, McKinley Avenue, North Town Avenue, and Lincoln
Avenue in the City of Pomona and the ROW of Orchard Street and Ramona Avenue in
the City of Montclair. Construction within these ROWSs could interfere with emergency
response or evacuation plans. Roadways could be temporarily affected due to operation
or storage of construction equipment and material deliveries, particularly during
construction of the proposed pipeline. Project construction would not result in complete
roadway closures but would result in lane closures, which would affect traffic flows.
Implementation of a Traffic Control/Traffic Management Plan, as described in Mitigation
Measure TR-1 within Section 9.16, would ensure there would be no interference with
emergency response and evacuation plans. Operations of the proposed project would
only require weekly employee trips to maintain the facility and would not cause a
significant impact to the emergency evacuation routes. The Traffic Control/Traffic
Management Plan would ensure that all roads remain passable to emergency service
vehicles at all times. With implementation of Mitigation Measure TR-1, impacts would
be considered less than significant.
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Mitigation Measures

Implement Mitigation Measure TR-1.

h) No Impact. The proposed project would be located in the City of Pomona and the City
Montclair within a highly built up urban area (residential and commercial areas).
According to the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE), the
proposed project is not located within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (CAL
FIRE, 2007). In addition, according to the General Plan of Pomona, the proposed project
site is not within a fire hazard area (City of Pomona General Plan Update, 2014). No
impact would occur.
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8.11

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources):

Hydrology and Water Quality

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

9.

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

f)
9)

h)

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY —
Would the project:

Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements?

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)?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of a
site or area through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, or by other means, in a manner that
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or
off-site?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of a site
or area through the alteration of the course of a stream
or river, or by other means, substantially increase the
rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would
result in flooding on- or off-site?

Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed
the capacity of existing or planned stormwater
drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff?

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

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?

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures
that would impede or redirect flood flows?

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?

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving inundation by seiche,
tsunami, or mudflow?

Discussion

a,f)

[
[
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X
H

O X

[
[
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[

X X X O

Less Than Significant with Mitigation. Construction of the proposed project would
involve excavation and grading. Sediment associated with earthmoving activities and
exposed soil would have the potential to erode and be transported to down gradient
areas, potentially resulting in water quality standard violations. In the event of heavy rain,
erosion of the stockpiles may occur resulting in scouring and sedimentation of local
drainages. Additionally, the storm water passing through the construction sites has the
potential to pick up any chemicals from the staging site itself (such as fuels or oil from
construction equipment), which may pass into the local storm water collection system,

Page 56



impacting water quality. However, implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1, as
described within Section 9.6, would result in the preparation of a project specific SWPPP
to minimize soil erosion. The SWPPP would identify site-specific BMPs to control
erosion, sediment, and other potential construction-related pollutants. Compliance with
the SWPPP would maintain water quality in accordance with the RWQCB standards
such that construction of the proposed project would not violate any water quality
standards. Implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 would ensure erosion control
and construction impacts would be considered less than significant.

Operation of the proposed recycled water pipeline could result in cross contamination of
potable water pipelines, which could result in reduced water quality and potential public
health concerns. Currently all areas considered for irrigation with recycled water are
being irrigated with potable water and thus have potable water pipes tied into their
irrigation systems. To avoid cross-contamination of potable water with recycled water,
backflow prevention devices would be required in accordance with CCR Title 17,

Group 4, Article 2, Protection of Water System. Additionally, the Health and Safety
Code, Division 104, Part 12, Chapter 5, Article 2, Section 116815 states: “All pipes
installed above or below ground, on or after June 1, 1993, that are designed to carry
recycled water, shall be colored purple or distinctively wrapped with purple tape.”

In addition, minimum separation standards for potable and non-potable water pipelines
are included in CCR Title 22, Division 4, Chapter 16, Article 4, Materials and Installations
of Water Mains and Appurtenances. In accordance with Section 64572, Water Main
Separation, all proposed recycled water pipelines would have at least a 10 foot
horizontal separation and one (1) foot vertical separation from any parallel potable water
mains. Implementation of local, state and federal regulatory requirements would
minimize any potential risks of water quality contamination to less than significant levels.

Operation of the proposed project would be subject to conditions imposed by the Santa
Ana RWQCB pursuant to Water Recycling Requirements (WRRs) and Waste Discharge
Requirements (WDRs). Recycled water use associated with the proposed project would
comply with the California Department of Public Health (CDPH) recycled water
regulations contained in Title 22 of the CCR. Recycled water provided by the Pomona
Water Reclamation Plant (PWRP) would be treated to disinfected tertiary levels. As
such, the product recycled water may be used for end use categories, including but not
limited to the following applications: landscape irrigation of parks, schools, golf courses,
freeways, greenbelts, cemeteries, and landfills; landscape impoundments; fire
suppression; city maintenance and street cleaning operations; culvert jetting; and
construction applications, such as dust control. The recycled water end uses identified
for the proposed project are included in the Title 22 regulations. To be used as a source
supply for these designations, the reclaimed effluent would at all times be adequately
oxidized, clarified, filtered, and disinfected.

However, there is the concern for water quality impacts at the recycled water end user
sites. Of particular concern is the impact to surface water and groundwater quality that
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could result due to the higher levels of TDS, nitrogen, and other nutrients in the recycled
water relative to potable water. The over-application of recycled water would have the
potential to affect surface water quality if this resulted in surface ponding or direct runoff
to local creeks or other water bodies.

To address these water quality concerns, SWRCB adopted a statewide General Permit
for landscape irrigation uses of recycled water, pursuant to AB 1481 in July 2009
(SWRCB Water Quality Order No. 2009-0006-DWQ, General Waste Discharge
Requirements For Landscape Irrigation Uses Of Municipal Recycled Water [General
Permit]). The Landscape Irrigation General Permit states that landscape irrigation with
recycled water is a viable strategy to reduce potable water demand. Specified uses
of recycled water considered “landscape irrigation” projects include any of the
following:

i. Parks, greenbelts, and playgrounds;

ii. School yards;

iii.  Athletic fields;

iv. Golf courses;

v. Cemeteries;

vi. Residential landscaping, common areas;

vii. Commercial landscaping, except eating areas;
viii. Industrial landscaping, except eating areas; and
ix. Freeway, highway, and street landscaping.

To obtain coverage under this Landscape Irrigation General Permit, IEUA would need to
submit a Notice of Intent (NOI) form and an Operations & Maintenance Plan. The
Landscape Irrigation General Permit includes requirements for recycled water treatment
standards and requires producers and distributors of the recycled water to satisfy
applicable requirements of the State Recycled Water Policy. Use of recycled water in
accordance with this General Permit would ensure protection of public health and the
environment, including water quality.

The SWRCB has stated in its adopted Recycled Water Policy (January 22, 2013) that
the discharge of salts and nutrients to groundwater can be reasonably controlled by
applying water at agronomic rates for recycled water landscape irrigation projects
(SWRCB, 2013). Irrigation of landscapes at agronomic rates also reduces impacts to
surface waters by reducing the potential for ponding and recycled water runoff. This
nutrient management practice would be sufficient to protect beneficial uses and water
guality as prescribed in applicable basin plans, water quality control plans, and water
guality control policies.

The SWRCB has acknowledged that use of recycled water for irrigation or other water
supply augmentation can affect concentrations of salts and nutrients in groundwater
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c,d)

basins, in excess of the water quality objectives established in Basin Plans. The
regulation of recycled water itself is not adequate to address this issue; rather, SWRCB
is encouraging every region in California to develop a salt/nutrient management plan by
2015. Because each groundwater basin or watershed is unique, the plan detail and
complexity will depend on the extent of local salt and nutrient problems. The Santa Ana
RWQCB adopted a Salt Management Plan as part of the 1995 Basin Plan in 2004, with
updates in 2012 and 2014. The Plan includes: basin-wide water quality monitoring; basin
loading — assimilative capacity estimates; salt mitigation strategies; anti-degradation
analysis; and emerging constituent consideration.

The proposed project’s use of recycled water for landscape irrigation would be in
accordance with the Landscape Irrigation General Permit, State Recycled Water Paolicy,
and Santa Ana RWQCB Basin Plan, which would ensure that water quality standards
are met and that water quality would not be degraded. Operational impacts would be
considered less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1.

No Impact. The proposed project would redirect recycled water flow to the proposed
AWTF and discharge into the Montclair Basin. Implementation of the proposed project
would help recharge groundwater and would not deplete the volume of groundwater.
There would be no significant impact on the groundwater supply such that a net deficit in
the aquifer volume occurs.

Less than Significant with Mitigation. Construction of the proposed project would
temporarily alter the localized drainage pattern at the proposed project site due to
ground-disturbing activities, such as grading and excavation, construction of new
building foundations, and trenching. Such alterations in the drainage pattern may
temporarily result in erosion or siltation and/or increase the rate or amount of surface
runoff if substantial drainage is rerouted. However, implementation of Mitigation
Measure GEO-1, as described within Section 9.6, would prepare a project specific
SWPPP to minimize the potential for erosion or siltation and flooding through the
implementation of BMPs. Therefore, impacts associated with substantial erosion and
temporary drainage alterations including flooding during construction would be less than
significant with mitigation. Over the long term the drainage pattern will be generally
maintained in its current configuration.

Once construction is complete, the project areas for the recycled water pipeline would be
returned to pre-construction conditions and would not increase the amount of impervious
surfaces. Thus, the proposed pipeline would not substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern or substantially increase surface runoff. However, the construction of the pump
station and AWTF may result in a net increase in impervious surfaces. The pump station
locations Alternative 1 and Alternative 2 are undeveloped parcels. The AWTF location is
within an existing plant treatment site. However, implementation of Mitigation Measure
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GEO-1 and adherence to the NPDES and Landscape Irrigation permit of the Santa Ana
region would require implementations of operational BMPs. Therefore, with adherence to
all applicable requirements, impacts associated with substantial erosion or drainage
alterations including flooding during operation would be less than significant with
mitigation.

Mitigation Measures

Implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1.

Less than Significant with Mitigation. Construction of the proposed project would
temporarily alter flow at the project site due to ground disturbing activities, such as
grading and excavation, construction of new building foundations, and trenching.
However, with implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1, as described within
Section 9.6, BMPs would minimize the potential for flooding on- and off-site, reducing
construction impacts to stormwater drainage systems to a less than significant level.

Once construction is complete, the project areas for the recycled water pipeline would be
returned to pre-construction conditions and would not increase the amount of impervious
surfaces. Thus, the proposed pipeline would not substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern or substantially increase surface runoff. However, the construction of the pump
station and AWTF may result in a net increase in impervious surfaces. Implementation
of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 and adherence to the NPDES and Landscape Irrigation
permit of the Santa Ana region would require implementations of operational BMPs.
Therefore, with adherence to these requirements, the proposed project would not create
runoff water that would exceed the capacity of the existing stormwater drainage systems
or create substantial polluted runoff sources. Impacts would be less than significant with
mitigation.

Mitigation Measures

Implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1.

No Impact. The proposed project does not include the construction of housing.
Therefore, no housing would be placed within a 100-year flood hazard area. No impact
would occur.

No Impact. The Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) produced by the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) indicate areas prone to flood hazards due to
major storm events, including 100-year and 500-year flood zones. According to the
FEMA maps, the proposed project would not be located in 0.2 percent annual chance
flood hazard areas. Because the proposed project would not be located within a 100-
year flood hazard area, no impact would occur.

No Impact. The proposed project would not expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury, or death involving flooding due to failure of a levee or dam. The
proposed project is not located near a levee or dam; the proposed project would not
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involve construction or other activities that would alter the stability of any levee or dam,
or any other flood control structure. There would be no impact.

) No Impact. The proposed project site is approximately 30 miles northeast from the
Pacific Ocean. The proposed project would not expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury, or death due to seiches or tsunamis. The proposed project
would be located primarily in areas characterized by flat topography except for possible
low-lying hillside locations about 1 mile north. It is anticipated that the proposed project
would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death due to
mudflows. No impacts would occur.

References

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), Flood Map Service Center, Digital Flood
Insurance Rate Maps, Available online at: http://msc.fema.gov/portal , accessed February
2016.

State Water Resources Control Board, Resolution No. 2013-0003, January 2013.
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8.12 Land Use and Land Use Planning

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact
10. LAND USE AND LAND USE PLANNING —
Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community? ] ] ] X
b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or ] X ] ]

regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the
project (including, but not limited to the general plan,
specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan ] ] ] X
or natural community conservation plan?

Discussion

a) No Impact. The majority of the proposed project, once constructed, would be enti

rely

underground. Aboveground structures include a booster pump station and the AWTF.

The proposed pump-station and advanced water treatment facility would range in
from 0.5 to 2.5 acres. The AWTF will be located within an existing compound ded

area
icated

to water management. The proposed project would not create a barrier or physically

divide an established community. No impact would occur.

b) Less than Significant with Mitigation. The majority of the proposed project, once
constructed, would be entirely underground. Aboveground structures would include a

pump station and the AWTF. Land uses within the project area are under the

jurisdictions of the City of Pomona and City of Montclair. The proposed pump station
Alternative 1 and Alternative 2 locations and the western portions of the proposed
pipeline would be located in the City of Pomona while the eastern portion of the pipeline

and the AWTF would be located in the City of Montclair. The pipeline would be

constructed underground within existing street ROWs and would not conflict with any

applicable land use plans, policies, or regulations.

According to the City of Pomona General Plan Update, the proposed pump station

Alternative 1 is located within an Urban Neighborhood land use, and proposed pu
station Alternative 2 is located within a Neighborhood Edge land use (City of Pom

mp
ona,

2014). As a condition of the project, IEUA may need to obtain a Conditional Use Permit
(CUP) to allow the pump station use on the Alternative 1 or Alternative 2 site locations. If
a CUP is issued, the pump station would be allowed on the site even though this use is
not specifically allowed under the City of Pomona General Plan and Zoning Code
designations. This is because the Government code section 53091 (e) states that
“Zoning ordinances of a county or city shall not apply to the location of facilities for the
production, generation, storage, treatment, or transmission of water...”
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In the City of Montclair, the proposed AWTF is located on Public/Quasi Public land (City
of Montclair, 2013). The proposed AWTF would be constructed within designated Public
land; however, it would be located within the existing MVWD Plant 28 facility and would
not cause a change to the current land use or create a significant impact to its land use
designation. Therefore, land use impacts regarding the AWTF would be considered less
than significant.

The proposed project is located within the airport influence area of the Brackett Field
Airport located in the City of La Verne, about 1.6 miles north of the proposed project
area. The proposed pipeline along West Orange Grove Avenue and the proposed pump
station sites are located within the Airport Influence Area (Los Angeles County Airport
Land Use Commission, 2015). Because the pipeline would be underground, they would
not be affected by airport-related noise, overflight, safety, or airspace protection. The
Brackett Field Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) designates the proposed
project to be located within Zone E, and water facilities are designated to be compatible
land uses. Thus, the proposed pump station would be compatible with the ALUCP, and
impacts would be less than significant.

c) No Impact. The proposed project components do not occur in areas which fall under the
jurisdiction of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved or proposed local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan.
No impact would occur.

References

City of Montclair, General Plan Land Use Map, updated July 2013.

City of Pomona, General Plan Update Public Review Draft: General Plan Land Uses Map,

March 2011.

City of Pomona, General Plan Update, 2014.

Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Commission, Brackett Field Airport Land Use

Compatibility Plan, December 9, 2015.
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8.13 Mineral Resources

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact
11. MINERAL RESOURCES — Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral ] ] ] X
resource that would be of value to the region and the
residents of the state?
b) Resultin the loss of availability of a locally important ] ] ] X

mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

Discussion

a,b)  No Impact. According to the Surface Mining and Reclamation Act (SMARA) Mineral
Land Classification maps, the proposed project is located in an area with a mineral land
classification of MRZ-2, which means that significant PCC-Grade aggregate resources
are present. However, the SMARA Mineral Land Classification map also classifies the
project area as Urban. Land uses and zoning in the City of Pomona and City of Montclair
adjacent to the proposed project site are primarily residential, except for scattered
commercial and industrial parcels. There is little likelihood that aggregate mining would
occur on the small parcels proposed as pump station alternative sites, the AWTF
proposed site, or along the water pipeline alignment. Thus, there would be no impact to

mineral resources.

References

Surface Mining and Reclamation Act (SMARA), Updated Mineral Land Classification Map for
Portland Cement-Concrete Grade Aggregate in the Claremont-Upland Production-
Consumption (P-C) Region, Los Angeles and San Bernardino Counties. Available
online: http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/, 2007.
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8.14 Noise

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

12. NOISE — Would the project:

a) Resultin Exposure of persons to, or generation of, ] |X| ] ]
noise levels in excess of standards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

b) Result in Exposure of persons to, or generation of,
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne
noise levels?

c) Resultin A substantial permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

d) Resultin A substantial temporary or periodic increase
in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?

O 0O o 0O
0O X O 0O
O oo X X
X O O 0O

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

f)  For a project located in the vicinity of a private airstrip, |:|
would the project expose people residing or working in
the project area to excessive noise levels?

[
[
X

Setting

Noise is generally defined as unwanted sound. Sound, traveling in the form of waves from a
source, exerts a sound pressure level (referred to as sound level) that is measured in decibels
(dB), which is the standard unit of sound amplitude measurement. The dB scale is a logarithmic
scale that describes the physical intensity of the pressure vibrations that make up any sound, with
0 dB corresponding roughly to the threshold of human hearing and 120 to 140 dB corresponding
to the threshold of pain. Pressure waves traveling through air exert a force registered by the
human ear as sound.

Sound pressure fluctuations can be measured in units of hertz (Hz), which correspond to the
frequency of a particular sound. Typically, sound does not consist of a single frequency, but rather
a broad band of frequencies varying in levels of magnitude. When all the audible frequencies of a
sound are measured, a sound spectrum is plotted consisting of a range of frequency spanning 20
to 20,000 Hz. The sound pressure level, therefore, constitutes the additive force exerted by a
sound corresponding to the sound frequency/sound power level spectrum.

The typical human ear is not equally sensitive to all frequencies of the audible sound spectrum.
As a consequence, when assessing potential noise impacts, sound is measured using an
electronic filter that deemphasizes the frequencies below 1,000 Hz and above 5,000 Hz in a
manner corresponding to the human ear’s decreased sensitivity to extremely low and extremely
high frequencies. This method of frequency weighting is referred to as A-weighting and is
expressed in units of A-weighted decibels (dBA). A-weighting follows an international standard
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methodology of frequency deemphasis and is typically applied to community noise measure-
ments.

An individual's noise exposure is a measure of noise over a period of time. While a noise level is a
measure of noise at a given instant in time, community noise varies continuously over a period of
time with respect to the contributing sound sources of the community noise environment.
Community noise is primarily the product of many distant noise sources, which constitute a
relatively stable background noise exposure, with the individual contributors unidentifiable. The
background noise level changes throughout a typical day, but does so gradually, corresponding
with the addition and subtraction of distant noise sources such as traffic. What makes community
noise variable throughout a day, besides the slowly changing background noise, is the addition of
short-duration, single-event noise sources (e.g., aircraft flyovers, motor vehicles, sirens), which are
readily identifiable to the individual.

These successive additions of sound to the community noise environment change the community
noise level from instant to instant, requiring the measurement of noise exposure over a period of
time to legitimately characterize a community noise environment and evaluate cumulative noise
impacts. This time-varying characteristic of environmental noise is described using statistical noise
descriptors. The most frequently used noise descriptors are summarized below:

Leg: The Leg, Or equivalent sound level, is used to describe noise over a specified period of
time in terms of a single numerical value; the L4 of a time-varying signal and that of a
steady signal are the same if they deliver the same acoustic energy over a given time.
The Leq may also be referred to as the average sound level.

Limax: The maximum, instantaneous noise level experienced during a given period of time.
Limin: The minimum, instantaneous noise level experienced during a given period of time.
Lan: Also termed the DNL, the Lq, is the average A-weighted noise level during a 24-hour day,

obtained after an addition of 10 dBA to measured noise levels between the hours of 10:00
P.M. to 7:00 A.M. to account nighttime noise sensitivity.

CNEL: CNEL, or Community Noise Equivalent Level, is the average A-weighted noise level
during a 24-hour day that is obtained after an addition of 5 dBA to measured noise
levels between the hours of 7:00 P.M. to 10:00 P.M. and after an addition of 10 dBA to
noise levels between the hours of 10:00 P.M. to 7:00 A.M. to account for noise
sensitivity in the evening and nighttime, respectively.

An important way of predicting a human reaction to a new noise environment is the way it
compares to the existing environment to which one has adapted (i.e., comparison to the ambient
noise environment). In general, the more a new noise level exceeds the previously existing
ambient noise level, the less acceptable the new noise level would be judged by those exposed
to it. With regard to increases in A-weighted noise level, the following relationships generally
occur:

o Except in carefully controlled laboratory experiments, a change of 1 dBA cannot be
perceived;
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¢ OQutside of the laboratory, a 3 dBA change in noise levels is considered to be a barely
perceivable difference;

¢ A change in noise levels of 5 dBA is considered to be a readily perceivable difference;
and

e A change in noise levels of 10 dBA is subjectively heard as doubling of the perceived
loudness.

These relationships occur in part because of the logarithmic nature of sound and the decibel
system. The human ear perceives sound in a non-linear fashion; hence the decibel scale was
developed. Because the decibel scale is based on logarithms, two noise sources do not
combine in a simple additive fashion, but rather logarithmically. For example, if two identical
noise sources produce noise levels of 50 dBA, the combined sound level would be 53 dBA, not
100 dBA.

Noise levels from a particular source generally decline as distance to the receptor increases.
Other factors, such as the weather and reflecting or barriers, also help intensify or reduce the
noise level at any given location. A commonly used rule of thumb for roadway noise is that for
every doubling of distance from the source, the noise level is reduced by about 3 dBA at
acoustically “hard” locations (i.e., the area between the noise source and the receptor is nearly
complete asphalt, concrete, hard-packed soil, or other solid materials) and 4.5 dBA at
acoustically “soft” locations (i.e., the area between the source and receptor is normal earth or
has vegetation, including grass). Noise from stationary or point sources is reduced by about 6 to
7.5 dBA for every doubling of distance at acoustically hard and soft locations, respectively.
Noise levels may also be reduced by intervening structures — generally, a single row of buildings
between the receptor and the noise source reduces the noise level by about 5 dBA, while a
solid wall or berm reduces noise levels by 5 to 10 dBA.

Discussion

a,d) Less than Significant with Mitigation. A significant impact may occur if the proposed
project would generate excessive noise that exceeds the noise level standards set forth
in the General Plan Noise Element and Code of Ordinances of the City of Montclair and
the City of Pomona. According to Impact 9.12(d), a significant impact may also occur if
the proposed project would result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity. The proposed project consists of the
construction of a pump station, an AWTF, and a new recycled water pipeline. Noise
sources from the operation of the pump station and water treatment facility would include
electric pumps, filters, tanks, other mechanical and electrical components, and delivery
vehicles. The various mechanical and electrical components for both the pump station
and AWTF would be housed behind block sound walls or completely enclosed in an
industrial facility. Some facility components such as truck loading docks, vehicle parking,
and certain electrical and mechanical components would be located outdoors in
unenclosed areas. Most noise generating components would be located in noise-
attenuating enclosures and the remainder of the project would consist of underground
water pipeline, therefore potential noise impacts associated with the project would
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primarily occur during the construction phase. Thus, this analysis focuses on the
potential noise impacts that could result from construction of the proposed project.

Construction Noise

Construction of the proposed project’s pipeline would occur in multiple pipeline segments
spanning a length of approximately 31,700 linear feet. Construction of the proposed
recycled water pipeline would involve trenching using a conventional cut and cover
technique, and jacking and boring where necessary. No dewatering would be required.
The trenching technigque would include saw cutting of the pavement where applicable,
trench excavation, pipe installation, backfill operations, and re-surfacing to the original
condition. The trench would be approximately 6 feet deep and 5 feet wide. The pipeline
would be installed a minimum of 4 feet below ground surface (bgs). The construction
corridor would be approximately 20 feet wide to allow for traffic control, staging areas and
vehicle access. Construction staging areas would be identified by the contractor for pipe
lay-down, soil stockpiling, and equipment storage. On average, 200 linear feet of pipeline
may be installed per day. The construction equipment needed for pipeline installation
includes: backhoe, excavator, bracing, welding equipment, boom lift truck, steam roller,
and a plate compactor. During each construction phase there would be a different mix of
equipment operating; noise levels would vary based on the amount of equipment in
operation and the location of each activity. As such, construction activity noise levels at
and near each open-trench or jack and bore site would fluctuate depending on the
particular type, number, and duration of use of the various pieces of construction
equipment.

Construction of the AWTF would require site clearing and demolition, installation of
equipment, and site completion. The construction equipment needed for this project
component includes: backhoe, loader, dump trucks, crew trucks, concrete trucks, cranes,
compactor, delivery trucks, and a water truck. Interstate-10 is located 100 feet north of the
proposed AWTF, increasing the ambient noise of the surrounding area.

Table 8.14-1 shows the measured maximum noise levels (Lnax) produced by various
types of construction equipment based on a distance of 50 feet between the equipment
and noise receptor. It should be noted that L, Noise levels associated with the
construction equipment would only be generated when the equipment are operated at
full power. Typically, the operating cycle for a piece of construction equipment would
involve one or two minutes of full power operation followed by three or four minutes at
lower power settings. As such, the L. hoise levels shown in Table 8.14-1 would only
occur occasionally throughout the construction day.

During the project’s construction activities, off-site sensitive receptors to the pipeline
trenching sites would be located along West Orange Grove Avenue, McKinley Avenue,
Lincoln Avenue, and other roads in residentially zoned areas of the Cities of Pomona
and Montclair. Off-site sensitive receptors also exist adjacent to the two alternative
proposed pump station sites and the proposed AWTF site. Specifically, the nearest
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sensitive receptors to the proposed pump station sites and the AWTF are residential
houses located within 30 feet.

The City of Pomona regulates the noise generated from construction-related activities
via restricting hours of construction and noise levels. The City of Pomona Municipal
Code Section 18-305 exempts these activities from noise prohibitions provided they do
not take place between the hours of 8:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. on weekdays, including
Saturday, or at any time on Sunday or a federal holiday and do not exceed 65dB(A).
Additionally, the City of Pomona Municipal Code Section 18-305(3) states 65 dBA plus
the limits specified in 18-311(b) as measured on residential property and any vibration
created does not endanger the public health, welfare, and safety. The City of Pomona
Municipal Code Section 18-311 limits noise levels per designated Noise Zones 1-5, see
Table 8.14-1 below.

According to the City of Pomona Municipal Code, the designated noise zones are as
follows: Noise Zone 1 is single-family properties, Noise Zone-2 is multiple-family
properties, Noise Zone 3 is Commercial properties, Noise Zone-4 is Industrial properties,
and Noise Zone-5 is High traffic corridors.

TABLE 8.14-1
CITY OF POMONA SECTION 18-311(A) EXTERIOR NOISE STANDARDS

Allowable Interior Noise
Level

Noise Zone Time Interval (dBA)
1 10 PM to 7 AM 50
7 AMto 10 PM 60
2 10 PMto 7 AM 50
7 AM to 10 PM 65
3 10 PMto 7 AM 60
7 AMto 10 PM 65
4 Any 70
5 Any 70

Source: City of Pomona Municipal Code

Furthermore, Section 18-311(b) prohibits any person to create any noise exceedance of
the following:

1) The noise standard for a cumulative period of more than 30 minutes in a hour;

2) The noise standard plus 5 dBA for a cumulative period of more than 15 minutes in
any hour;

3) The noise standard plus 10 dBA for cumulative period of more than 5 minutes in any
hour;

4) The noise standard plus 15 dBA for a cumulative period of more than one minute in
any hour; or

5) The noise standard plus 20 dBA for any period of time..
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The City of Montclair exempts the noise generated from construction-related activities.
The City of Montclair Municipal Code 6.12.060 exempts these activities from noise
prohibitions provided they do not take place between the hours of 8:00 p.m. and 7:00
a.m. on any given day and provided that the Building Official determines that the public
health and safety will not be impaired. Industrial or commercial construction or public
improvements, not otherwise feasible except between these hours, may be approved on
a limited, short-term basis, subject to the approval of the Director of Community
Development.

TABLE 8.14-2
MAXIMUM NOISE LEVELS FROM CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT

Noise Level at 50 Feet

Construction Equipment (dBA, Limax)
Air Compressor 78
Auger Dirill 84
Backhoe 78
Boom Lift Trucks 75
Concrete Saw 90
Crane 81
Dozer 82
Dump Truck 7
Excavator 81
Front End Loader 79
Generator 81
Grader 85
Paver 7
Plate Compactors 83
Roller 80
Welder 74

Source: FHWA, 2006.

The proposed project components would be located in residential, commercial, and
industrial areas of the Cities of Pomona and Montclair. Noise-sensitive land uses lie
adjacent to the proposed pipeline alignment, alternative proposed pump station locations
and the proposed AWTF. As discussed previously, the nearest sensitive land uses to the
project’s construction areas would be the existing residential uses located less than

50 feet away along the pipeline alignment and adjacent to the AWTF. Given this
distance, the project’s construction activities could result in a temporary increase in the
ambient noise levels at the nearest sensitive uses.

As previously mentioned, the City of Pomona Municipal Code indicates that the noise
threshold is 65 dBA during normal business work hours (7 AM to 8 PM). There is a

5 dBA allowance for a cumulative period of 15 minutes in any hour but the conservative
approach would be not to exceed 65 dBA. The proposed pipeline and pump station are
located within City of Pomona limits so the construction of these components must not
exceed this threshold. Pipe installation construction equipment would include backhoes,
excavators, boom lift trucks, welders, steam rollers, and plate compactors. Of this
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equipment, the loudest noise levels would be generated from the use of plate
compactors. Based on Table 8.14-2, plate compactors can generate maximum noise
levels of 83 dBA at 50 feet which would result in exceedances of allowable noise
standards in the City of Pomona for sensitive noise receptors (residential areas). This
noise exceedance would also increase the temporary ambient noise of the project
vicinity. Therefore, Mitigation Measure NOI-1 and NOI-2 would be implemented to
reduce these impacts to a less than significant level.

Construction activities of the proposed AWTF and eastern portions of the pipeline would
be subject to City of Montclair limits. Since the City of Montclair exempts noise
generated from construction-activities as long as it is performed during the daytime, the
construction noise would not exceed the noise standard and would be considered less
than significant.

Mitigation Measures

NOI-1: IEUA shall require its construction contractor to implement the following
measures during construction, as needed:

¢ Include design measures necessary to reduce the construction noise levels to
surrounding residential properties and sensitive receptors. These measures
may include noise barriers, curtains, or shields.

e Locate stationary construction noise sources and place noise-generating
construction activities (e.g. operation of compressors and generator, or
general truck idling) as far from adjacent noise-sensitive receptors as
possible.

e If construction is to occur near a school, the construction contractor shall
coordinate with school administration in order to limit disturbance to the
campus. Efforts to limit construction activities to non-school days shall be
encouraged.

e For construction occurring adjacent to noise-sensitive land uses, identify a
liaison for sensitive receptors, such as residents and property owners, to
contact with concerns regarding construction noise and vibration. The
liaison’s telephone number(s) shall be prominently displayed at construction
locations.

e For project components located adjacent to noise-sensitive land uses, notify
in writing all landowners and occupants of properties adjacent to the
construction area of the anticipated construction schedule at least 2 weeks
prior to groundbreaking, when feasible.

e Restrict construction activities to between the hours of 7:00AM and 8:00PM in
residentially-zoned areas within the City of Pomona.
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b)

NOI-2: Haul routes shall be restricted to arterial roads and shall not be
designated through residential areas or near schools, whenever feasible.

Operational Noise

As discussed previously, the project would consist of the operation of a pump station,
AWTF, and recycled water pipeline. The majority of aboveground facilities’ mechanical
and electrical components would be housed indoors. In addition, the recycled water
pipeline would be located underground. Once construction activities have been
completed, the newly installed facilities and recycled water pipeline would operate in
enclosed facilities or underground which will limit audible noise levels affecting land
uses located along the proposed pipeline alignment would occur during project
operations. However, it is possible for a pump station or the AWTF to generate noise
levels that could exceed nighttime thresholds at the nearest sensitive noise receptor.
The following mitigation measure will be implemented.

NOI-3: Where permanent noise sources generate noise that exceeds 50 dBA at
the nearest sensitive noise receptor, additional noise attenuation components
(walls, insulation, etc.) shall be installed to ensure that noise does not exceed this
50 dBA noise threshold at the exterior wall of the receptor.

Less than Significant. Vibration can be interpreted as energy transmitted in waves
through the ground or man-made structures. These energy waves generally dissipate
rapidly with distance from the vibration source. Because energy is lost during the
transfer of energy from one particle to another, vibration becomes less perceptible with
increasing distance from the source.

As described in the Federal Transit Administration’s (FTA) Transit Noise and Vibration
Impact Assessment (FTA, 2006), ground-borne vibration can be a serious concern for
nearby neighbors of a transit system route or maintenance facility, causing buildings to
shake and rumbling sounds to be heard. In contrast to airborne noise, ground-borne
vibration is not a common environmental problem. It is unusual for vibration from
sources such as buses and trucks to be perceptible, even in locations close to major
roads. Some common sources of ground-borne vibration are trains, buses on rough
roads, and construction activities such as blasting, pile-driving, and operation of heavy
earth-moving equipment.

There are several different methods that are used to quantify vibration. The peak particle
velocity (PPV) is defined as the maximum instantaneous peak of the vibration signal.
The PPV is most frequently used to describe vibration impacts to buildings. The root
mean square (RMS) amplitude is most frequently used to describe the effect of vibration
on the human body. The RMS amplitude is defined as the average of the squared
amplitude of the signal. Decibel notation (VdB) is commonly used to measure RMS. The
relationship of PPV to RMS velocity is expressed in terms of the “crest factor,” defined
as the ratio of the PPV amplitude to the RMS amplitude. Peak particle velocity is
typically a factor of 1.7 to 6 times greater than RMS vibration velocity (FTA, 2006). The
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decibel notation acts to compress the range of numbers required to describe vibration.
Typically, ground-borne vibration generated by man-made activities attenuates rapidly
with distance from the source of the vibration. Sensitive receptors for vibration include
structures (especially older masonry structures), people (especially residents, the
elderly, and sick), and vibration sensitive equipment.

The effects of ground-borne vibration include movement of the building floors, rattling of
windows, shaking of items on shelves or hanging on walls, and rumbling sounds. In
extreme cases, the vibration can cause damage to buildings. Building damage is not a
factor for most projects, with the occasional exception of blasting and pile-driving during
construction. Annoyance from vibration often occurs when the vibration levels exceed
the threshold of perception by only a small margin. A vibration level that causes
annoyance would be well below the damage threshold for normal buildings. The FTA
measure of the threshold of architectural damage for non-engineered timber and
masonry buildings is 0.2 inches per second (in/sec) PPV (FTA, 2006).

With regards to the proposed project, groundborne vibration would be generated from
the operation of heavy construction equipment, such as shoring equipment, at the open-
trench and jack and bore sites along the proposed pipeline alignment, which could
potentially affect the existing sensitive land uses located along the alignment. The
proposed project, which consists of the installation of water conveyance infrastructure
and a treatment facility, would not include any operational sources of groundborne
vibration.

Construction

The state CEQA Guidelines do not define the levels at which groundborne vibration or
groundborne noises are considered “excessive.” Numerous public and private
organizations and governing bodies have provided guidelines to assist in the analysis of
vibration; however, the federal, state, and local governments have yet to establish
specific vibration requirements. Additionally, there are no federal, state, or local vibration
regulations or guidelines directly applicable to the proposed project. However,
publications of the FTA and California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) are two
of the seminal works for the analysis of vibration relating to transportation and
construction-induced vibration. The proposed project is not subject to FTA or Caltrans
regulations; nonetheless, these guidelines serve as a useful tool to evaluate vibration
impacts.

For the purpose of this analysis, the vibration criteria for structural damage and human
annoyance established in the most recent Caltrans’ Transportation and Construction
Vibration Guidance Manual (2013), which are shown in Table 8.14-3 and Table 8.14-4,
respectively, are used to evaluate the potential vibration impacts of the project on nearby
sensitive receptors.

The project’s construction activities along the proposed pipeline alignment have the
potential to generate low levels of groundborne vibration as the operation of heavy
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construction equipment (i.e., backhoes, excavators, trucks, etc.) generates vibrations
that propagate though the ground and diminishes in intensity with distance from the
source. Site ground vibrations from construction activities very rarely reach the levels
that can damage structures, but they may be perceived in buildings very close to a
construction site. No pile-driving or blasting activities would be required for construction
of the proposed project components, although shoring equipment may be used.

TABLE 8.14-3
CALTRANS VIBRATION DAMAGE POTENTIAL THRESHOLD CRITERIA

Maximum PPV (in/sec)

Continuous/Frequent
Structure and Condition Transient Sources Intermittent Sources

Extremely fragile historic buildings,

ruins, ancient monuments 0.12 0.08
Fragile buildings 0.2 0.1
Historic and some old buildings 0.5 0.25
Older residential structures 0.5 0.3
New residential structures 1.0 0.5

Modern industrial/commercial
buildings 2.0 0.5

NOTE: Transient sources create a single isolated vibration event, such as blasting or drop balls.
Continuous/frequent intermittent sources include impact pile drivers, pogo-stick compactors, crack and-
seat equipment, vibratory pile drivers, and vibratory compaction equipment.

SOURCE: Caltrans, 2013.

TABLE 8.14-4
CALTRANS VIBRATION ANNOYANCE POTENTIAL CRITERIA

Maximum PPV (in/sec)

Continuous/Frequent

Structure and Condition Transient Sources Intermittent Sources
Barely perceptible 0.04 0.01
Distinctly perceptible 0.25 0.04
Strongly perceptible 0.9 0.10
Severe 2.0 0.4

NOTE: Transient sources create a single isolated vibration event, such as blasting or drop balls.
Continuous/frequent intermittent sources include impact pile drivers, pogo-stick compactors, crack and-
seat equipment, vibratory pile drivers, and vibratory compaction equipment.

SOURCE: Caltrans, 2013.

The various PPV vibration velocities for several types of construction equipment, along
with their corresponding RMS velocities (in VdB), that can generate perceptible vibration
levels are identified in Table 8.14-4. Based on the information presented in Table 8.14-4,
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vibration velocities could reach as high as approximately 0.089 in/sec PPV at 25 feet
from the source activity, depending on the type of construction equipment in use. This
corresponds to a RMS velocity level of 87 VdB at 25 feet from the source activity.

Although the off-road construction equipment used for the project would generally
consist of excavators and backhoes that would be smaller in scale than a large
bulldozer, the vibration levels for a large bulldozer (as shown in Table 8.14-5) are used
to analyze the project’s vibration-related impacts during construction for the purpose of
conducting a conservative analysis.

TABLE 8.14-5
VIBRATION SOURCE LEVELS FOR CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT

Approximate PPV~ Approximate RMS

(in/sec) (vdB)
Equipment 25 Feet 25 Feet
Large
Bulldozer 0.089 87
Caisson 0.089 87
Drilling
Loaded Trucks 0.076 86
Jackhammer 0.035 79
Small
Bulldozer 0.003 58

Source: FTA 2006.

The nearest sensitive land uses to the proposed booster pump station and AWTF
construction areas would be the existing residential uses located approximately 20 feet
to the north of Alternative 1, southeast of Alternative 2, and south of the AWTF. Table
8.14-6 shows the estimated construction-related groundborne vibration levels that could
occur at the identified off-site sensitive uses located near the proposed project during
project construction. As shown in Table 8.14-6, the vibration velocities forecasted to
occur at the off-site sensitive receptors would be 0.124 in/sec PPV at the residences
located nearest to the project site. None of the building structures at the identified off-site
sensitive use locations are considered to be historic or fragile structures that are
extremely susceptible to vibration damage. For the purpose of this analysis, the
identified off-site residential structures are considered to be “older residential structures,”
based on the structure descriptions provided under Caltrans vibration criteria (refer to
Table 8.14-3) and impact threshold is 0.3 in/sec PPV. A large dozer operated at 20 feet
would not exceed 0.3 in/sec PPV. In addition to sensitive land uses, the groundborne
vibration levels generated by the project’s construction activities could also affect non-
residential structures such as the industrial buildings located along the proposed pipeline
alignments. However, as shown in Table 8.14-3, vibration levels would need to reach 0.5
in/sec before potential building damage to “modern industrial/commercial buildings”
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c)

ef)

would occur. In turn, based on the vibration levels generated by a large bulldozer, such
equipment would need to operate within a distance of eight feet from a receptor structure
before vibration levels would exceed 0.5 inches per second. As none of the project’s
proposed trenching sites or facilities would be located within eight feet of an existing
industrial building/structure in the project area, groundborne vibration impacts on these
non-sensitive uses would also not occur. Therefore, groundborne vibration impacts
associated with building damage would be less than significant.

TABLE 8.14-6
GROUNDBORNE VIBRATION LEVELS AT OFF-SITE SENSITIVE USES

Approximate Distance to Construction

Area Estimated PPV
Off-site Sensitive Land Use (ft.)a (in/sec)
Residences 20 feet 0.124

ft. = feet
in/sec = inches per second.

a For the groundborne vibration analysis, approximate distances are measured from the nearest project site boundary to the nearest
sensitive-receptor structure located offsite.

However, according to Table 8.14-4, the groundborne vibration levels generated from
the project’s construction activities would produce 0.124 in/sec, which is perceptible at
the nearest off-site sensitive receptors. Thus, implementation of Mitigation Measures
NOI-1 and NOI-2 would reduce impacts to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measures

Implement Mitigation Measures NOI-1 and NOI-2

Operation

Once construction activities have been completed, operation of the pipeline, booster
pump station, and AWTF would not result in vibration related impacts. Therefore, no
impact with respect to groundborne vibration during project operations would occur.

Less than Significant. The proposed project, which consists of the installation of a
recycled water pipeline underground, would not generate any noise levels that would be
audible at land uses located aboveground along the pipeline alignment. The
aboveground facilities, the pump station and AWTF, would both be housed so that the
ambient noise levels would not significantly impact the project vicinity. As such, impacts
related to permanent increases in ambient noise would be less than significant.

No Impact. There are no private airports in the vicinity of the proposed project. The
proposed pipeline along West Orange Grove Avenue and the proposed pump station
sites are located with the Bracket Field Airport Influence Area. However, the project
consists of water conveyance infrastructure and would not increase the amount of
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people living or working in the area, and would therefore not expose people residing or
working in the area to excessive noise levels.
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8.15 Population and Housing

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources):

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact No Impact

13.

a)

b)

c)

d)

POPULATION AND HOUSING — Would the project:

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)?

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

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

Environmental Justice — To maintain consistency
with CEQA Plus Guidelines, would the project :

Significantly affect the health or environment of
minority or low income populations disproportionately.

Discussion

a)

b)

[

[

X [

X [

Less than Significant. A project can have direct and/or indirect growth inducement
potential. Direct growth would result if a project involved construction of new housing. A
project can have indirect growth inducement if it would establish substantial new
permanent employment opportunities (e.g., commercial, industrial or governmental
enterprises) or if it would involve a substantial construction effort with substantial short-
term employment opportunities and indirectly stimulate the need for additional housing
and services to support the new employment demand. A project would also have an
indirect growth inducement effect if it would remove an obstacle to additional growth and
development, such as removing a constraint on a required public service.

The proposed project involves the construction of new water supply infrastructure but
does not include housing or commercial development that would directly affect the
number of residents or employees in the project area. The proposed project would
employ approximately ten workers during the construction of the pipeline, pump station,
and AWTF. No permanent full-time employees would be required for operation of the
proposed project pump station and AWTF, existing employees within the IEUA service
area would visit the facilities as needed. The proposed project would become part of the
overall IEUA treated water system and would not directly or indirectly contribute to the
creation of additional housing or jobs within the project area. The proposed project would
help meet, but not exceed, treated water demands of planned growth and thus would not
be a growth-inducing activity. Therefore, the proposed project would not directly or
indirectly induce population growth and impacts would be considered less than
significant.

No Impact. The proposed project does not include the construction or demolition of
housing units. Therefore, the proposed project would not displace housing and no
impact would occur.
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d)

No Impact. The proposed project does not include the construction or demolition of
housing units. Therefore, the proposed project would not displace people and no impact
would occur.

Less than Significant. The proposed project would be located within the following nine
Census Tracts: 4023.01, 4023.03, 4024.02, 4024.06, 4026, 4027.05, 4027.06, 2.03, and
2.07. However, because the majority of the proposed project consists of underground an
pipeline that would be located within rights-of-way (ROWS), only three of the census
tracts (4023.03, 4024.06, and 2.03) which would contain aboveground facilities for the
proposed project were further analyzed. Specifically, the proposed AWTF would be
located within Census Tract 2.03 and the proposed booster pump station would be
located within either Census Tract 4023.03 or 4024.06. Table 8.15-1 below shows the
population and demographics for each of the census tracts and their respective cities.

TABLE 8.15-1
POPULATION AND DEMOGRAPHICS DATA FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT AREA

Census

City of Census Tract Tract City of Census

Pomona 4023.03 4024.06 Montclair Tract 2.03
Population 151,142 4,676 4,508 37,685 4,486
Demographics
Hispanic 69.4% 76.3% 82.3% 68.5% 61.9%
Black 7.1% 7.4% 8.0% 4.1% 3.0%
White 12.6% 12.3% 2.2% 15.5% 22.1%

Source: American Community Survey 2010-2014 5 —Year Estimates

According to the U.S. Census Bureau, 4,486 people reside in Census Tract 2.03, which
includes a demographic of 61.9% Hispanic and 3% Black. Census Tract 2.03 has a
lower proportion of minorities than the overall City of Montclair. While Census Tract
4023.03 and Census Tract 4024.06 have up to a 13% greater proportion of Hispanic
residents relative to the City of Pomona, the proposed project component located on
these tracts would be within a vacant, disturbed lot. Even though the construction of this
project component would be near residential neighborhoods, construction would only
cause temporary impacts and would not target the minority residential neighborhoods.

Table 8.15-2 shows the median household income and poverty level of the overall cities
and tracts from the U.S. Census Bureau.
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TABLE 8.15-2
MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME AND POVERTY LEVEL WITHIN PROPOSED PROJECT AREA

City of Census Tract Census Tract City of Census Tract
Pomona 4023.03 4024.06 Montclair 2.03
Median Household
$48,993 $35,362 $49,861 $48,767 $59,086
Income
Individuals Below
22.6% 36.5% 19.8% 19% 17%

Poverty Level

Source: American Community Survey 2010-2014 5 —Year Estimates

The median household income of Census Tract 2.03 is $59,086, which is approximately
$10,000 greater than the median household income level for the City of Montclair.
Census Tract 4024.06 has a greater median household income of $49,861 compared to
the City of Pomona while Census Tract 4023.03 is about a $10,000 lower at $35,362.
The poverty level for 2015 is considered to be at $24,036 (total yearly income) for a
family of four (U.S. Census Bureau, 2015). Thus, Census Tracts 2.03 and 4024.06 are
well above the poverty threshold and have less individuals below the poverty level
compared to their respective overall cities. Census Tract 4023.03 does have 36.5% of its
individuals below poverty level but its median household income is well above the
poverty threshold. Overall, Census Tracts 4023.03 and 4024.06 are not located in areas
of low-income populations.

The proposed locations of the booster pump station and AWTF are based on proximity
and connectivity to the proposed facilities it would service, as well as elevation for gravity
based water delivery. Therefore, the locations of project aboveground facilities were not
based on socio-economic characteristics of communities, such as income level or
race/ethnicity. Based on the design criteria requirements of a water delivery system and
the fact that the proposed project area covers a small portion of a low income and
minority area, impacts associated with social justice impacts are considered to be less
than significant.
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8.16 Public Services

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact
14. PUBLIC SERVICES — Would the project:
a) Resultin substantial adverse physical impacts

associated with the provision of, 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 following public

services:

i)y  Fire protection? ] ] X ]

iy  Police protection? ] ] X ]

iiy Schools? ] ] ] X

iv) Parks? ] ] ] X

v)  Other public facilities? ] ] ] X
Discussion
a.i-v) Less Than Significant Impact. Construction of the proposed project would require

approximately ten workers per day for the recycled water pipeline, ten workers per day
for the pump station, and twenty workers per day for the AWTF. It is expected that most
of these workers would commute to the project site from surrounding communities.
Therefore substantial temporary increases in population that would adversely impact
public services and require construction of new public facilities are not expected. A less
than significant impact would occur.

Operation of the proposed project would result in increased delivery of recycled water for
industrial uses such as landscape irrigation and groundwater replenishment. The
proposed project would help meet, but not exceed, treated water demands of planned
growth and thus would not be a growth-inducing activity (see Section 9.13 Population
and Housing).

The project will not include the use or storage of highly flammable materials; the
chemicals necessary for the wastewater treatment processes would not pose a
significant long-term hazard to fire protection services. The project is a recycled water
system expansion that could benefit fire protection services by helping to maintain and
supplement the amount of water available to the IEUA system. The structures to be built
as part of the project (AWTP, booster pump station, and pipeline) do not present a
substantial fire hazard. They are made of block, steel, and concrete, which are
considered fire-resistant. Thus, with no greater potential for fire risk, no new or altered
fire protection facilities will be required to serve this Project. Any impact to the existing
fire protection system is considered less than significant.
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The proposed project is not the kind of use that would attract criminal activity, except for
random trespass and theft; however, any random trespass is unlikely given that the
AWTF site is enclosed by a fence, and it is anticipated that the booster pump station at
either the alternative 1 or alternative 2 location will also be enclosed. The proposed
project would not be readily accessible to the public as the project areas are or will be
fenced, so a less than significant potential exists for demand for police protection or
expansion of police protection. Due to the project’s locations—within an existing IEUA
facility, within a proposed IEUA managed facility, or within existing ROWs—and the lack
of new people associated with the operation of the proposed facilities, implementation of
the proposed project would not substantially increase the demand for law enforcement
services beyond which already exists within the project footprint.

Thus, the proposed project would not require additional public services, such as fire
protection, police protection, schools, or parks and thus would not require construction of
new public facilities. No impact would occur.
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8.17 Recreation

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact
15. RECREATION — Would the project:
a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional ] ] ] X
parks or other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the facilities would
occur or be accelerated?
b) Include recreational facilities or require the ] ] ] X

construction or expansion of recreational facilities that
might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

Discussion

a,b) No Impact. The proposed project would include construction of an AWTF, recycled
water pipeline and a booster pump station. Recycled water would be utilized for
industrial uses such as landscape irrigation and groundwater replenishment throughout
IEUA’s service area. The proposed project would not result, directly or indirectly, in an
increase in population. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in an increase in
the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities, and
would not cause physical deterioration of facilities. The proposed project would not
require the construction of additional recreational facilities. No impact would occur.
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8.18 Transportation and Traffic

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

16. TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC —
Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy |:| Izl |:| |:|
establishing measures of effectiveness for the
performance 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 |:| Izl |:| |:|
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) Resultin 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) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

e) Resultin inadequate emergency access?

f)  Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs

N N
XK X O
oo O X
N N

regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities,
or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of
such facilities?

Discussion

a,b)

Less Than Significant with Mitigation. Applicable transportation plans and policies
include the San Bernardino County Associated Governments (SANBAG) Congestion
Management Program (CMP), the Los Angeles County CMP, and the Southern
California Association of Government’s (SCAG) Regional Transportation Plan (SCAG,
2012).

The proposed project would not introduce any new facilities to the project area that
would generate long-term changes in traffic. A total of approximately 46 delivery trips per
year would be required to maintain the AWTF. This would add a negligible 4 delivery
trucks a month to the circulation system. There would be no long-term impacts to level of
service standards or performance of the circulation system. Potential traffic and
transportation effects would be primarily limited to the construction phase of the
proposed project. Construction-generated traffic would be temporary and therefore
would not result in any long-term degradation in operating conditions or conflict with local
and state plans or policies. The SANBAG and Los Angeles County CMP goals and
policies pertain to long-term land use and transportation planning. Standards for
roadways that are part of the CMP network are intended to regulate long-term traffic
increases resulting from the operation of new development, and do not apply to
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temporary construction projects. As project construction activities would last for
approximately 18 months, long-term transportation policies and plans would not be
impacted.

The performance of the circulation system may be affected on a short-term temporary
basis during construction of the proposed project. The delivery of materials and
equipment and hauling of excavated soils and demolition materials would result in
intermittent lessening of roadway capacities due to slower movements and larger turning
radii of the trucks compared to passenger vehicles. Construction equipment used for the
proposed project would include concrete trucks, back-hoes, excavators, water trucks,
paving equipment, and periodic delivery of pipes and materials. Construction would
include the transportation of oversize loads, such as trucks carrying pipes and exporting
demolition materials from the project site to the nearest landfill.

During construction of the proposed project, short-term temporary impacts to local
circulation system performance would be associated with installation of the proposed
pipeline within the roadway and right-of-way, which may require partial lane or roadway
closures. This would reduce travel lanes and traffic flow, and also could affect alternative
transportation routes. The proposed alignment would follow within and/or across several
roadway right-of-ways as described below.

Within the City of Pomona, the following roadways would be utilized during the
construction of the proposed project, as designated by the City of Pomona General Plan:

Erie Street is considered a local street that runs north-south. The proposed recycled
water pipeline would be constructed within Erie Street from south of the intersection
with West Holt Avenue to the intersection with West Orange Grove Avenue. The
proposed pump station Alternative 1 would be located along Erie Street.

West Orange Grove Avenue is considered a minor arterial that runs northeast-
southwest. The proposed recycled water pipeline would be constructed within West
Orange Grove Avenue, between the intersections of Erie Street and East McKinley
Avenue. The proposed pump station Alternative 2 would be located adjacent to the
intersection of West Orange Grove Avenue and East McKinley Avenue.

East McKinley Avenue is considered a collector road that runs northwest-
southeast. The proposed pipeline would be constructed within East McKinley
Avenue from the intersection of West Orange Grove Avenue to the intersection of
North Towne Avenue.

North Towne Avenue is considered a major arterial that runs north-south. The
proposed pipeline would be constructed within North Towne Avenue from the
intersection of East McKinley Avenue to the intersection of Lincoln Avenue.
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Lincoln Avenue is considered a collector road that runs east-west. The proposed
pipeline would be constructed within Lincoln Avenue from the intersection of North
Towne Avenue to the intersection of South Mills Avenue,

Within the City of Montclair, the following roadways would be utilized during the
construction of the proposed project, as designated by the City of Montclair General
Plan:

Orchard Street is designated as a secondary street that runs east-west. The
proposed pipeline would be constructed within Orchard Street from the intersection
of South Mills Avenue to the intersection of Ramona Avenue.

Ramona Avenue is designated as a major street that runs north-south. The
proposed pipeline would be constructed within Ramona Avenue from the intersection
of Orchard Street to Palo Verde Street. The AWTF would be constructed adjacent to
Ramona Avenue.

Palo Verde Street is designated as a local street that runs east-west. The proposed
pipeline would be constructed within Palo Verde Street form the intersection of
Ramona Avenue to Helena Avenue.

Implementation of Mitigation Measures TR-1 would reduce traffic impacts resulting
from the construction of the proposed project to less than significant levels, by requiring
the construction contractor and IEUA to identify future potential traffic impacts and
implement a Traffic Control Plan to reduce those impacts. The Traffic Control Plan would
require plans for signage and detours, limitations on lane closures during peak traffic
hours, and coordination with transit agencies to facilitate relocation of routes or bus
stops. Impacts would be less than significant with implementation of Mitigation Measure
TR-1.

Mitigation Measures

TR-1: IEUA shall require its construction contractor to prepare and implement a
Traffic Control Plan to show specific methods for maintaining traffic flows.
Examples of traffic control measures to be considered include:

1) Develop circulation and detour plans to minimize impacts to local street
circulation, including use of signing and flagging to guide vehicles through
and/or around the construction zone.

2) Schedule truck trips outside of peak morning (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m.) and
evening (4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.) commute hours.

3) Limit lane closures during peak hours to the extent possible.

4) Use haul routes minimizing truck traffic on local roadways to the extent
possible.
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d)

5) Include accommodations for bicycles and pedestrians in all areas
potentially affected by project construction, including detours and sighage
to maintain connectivity for bikeways and trails.

6) Store construction materials only in designated areas.

7) Coordinate signage for temporarily eliminated on-street parking, with
instructions including timing and duration, and nearby areas where parking
is currently available.

8) Coordinate with local transit agencies for temporary relocation of routes or
bus stops in works zones, as necessary.

9) Develop comprehensive strategies for maintaining emergency flows.
Strategies shall include, but are not limited to, maintaining steel trench
plates at the construction sites to restore access across open trenches and
identification of alternate routing around construction zones. Police, fire,
and other emergency service providers shall be notified of the timing,
location, and duration of the construction activities and the location of
detours and lane closures.

Less Than Significant. Construction and operation of the proposed project would not
affect air traffic patterns, levels, or locations. Portions of the proposed project including
the recycled pipeline along West Orange Grove Avenue and the proposed pump station
sites are located within the Airplane Influence Area for the Brackett Field Airport.
However, the proposed project components would be compatible with the permitted land
uses identified in the ALUCP (Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Commission, 2015).
Refer to section 9.10 Land Use and Land Use Planning, for additional discussion of
project impacts associated with airport land use compatibility plans. Less than significant
impacts would occur.

Less Than Significant with Mitigation. The proposed project would not permanently
modify any roadway designs or introduce incompatible vehicles. Any disturbance to
roadways during pipeline construction would be restored to pre-project conditions. The
presence of construction vehicles, equipment and open trenches would temporarily
introduce potential safety hazards to motorists, cyclists, and pedestrians during pipeline
construction. Implementation of Mitigation Measure TR-1 would minimize potential
hazards to less than significant levels.

Mitigation Measures

Implementation of Mitigation Measure TR-1

Less Than Significant with Mitigation. The proposed project would require partial road
closures during construction of pipeline within roadways. Partial closures impact traffic
flow and could result in inadequate emergency access. However, implementation of
Mitigation Measure TR-1 would require preparation of a Traffic Control Plan, which
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f)

would include measures to maintain emergency flow. Adherence to this mitigation
measure would reduce any potential impacts regarding emergency service access to
less than significant levels.

Mitigation Measures

Implementation of Mitigation Measure TR-1

Less Than Significant with Mitigation. The proposed project, once constructed, would
return roadways to pre-project conditions and would have no long-term impact on
demand for alternative transportation or on alternative transportation facilities (i.e., for
transit and bicyclists). Construction of the proposed pipeline and AWTF could slightly
disrupt alternate forms of transportation due to the proposed pipeline construction and
partial lane closures. Implementation of Mitigation Measure TR-1 would require
preparation of the Traffic Control Plan, which would include measures to maintain
alternative transportation and transit routes. Implementation of Mitigation Measure TR-1
would ensure that impacts associated with temporary disruptions to public transit,
bicycle, or pedestrian facilities would be mitigated to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measures

Implementation of Mitigation Measure TR-1
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8.19 Utilities, Service Systems and Energy

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources):

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

17.

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

f)

9)

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS —
Would the project:

Conflict with wastewater treatment requirements of
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?

Require or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

Require or result in the construction of new storm
water drainage facilities, or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the
project from existing entitlements and resources, or
are new or expanded entitlements needed?

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

Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste
disposal needs?

Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

Energy

h)

K)

Result in a substantial increase in overall or per capita
energy consumption?

Result in wasteful or unnecessary consumption of
energy?

Require or result in the construction of new sources of
energy supplies or additional energy infrastructure
capacity the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

Conflict with applicable energy efficiency policies or
standards?

Discussion

a)

[
[

0O O

[
[

0O O

X
X

X X X

0O O

Less than Significant. The proposed project would extend the existing recycled water
distribution system for IEUA. The proposed distribution pipeline would redirect flow from
the City of Pomona’s existing recycled water pipeline into an AWTF operated by IEUA
and discharge into the existing Montclair Basin. The proposed pipeline would convey
recycled water that comes from the Pomona WRP to the Montclair Basin for ground-
water replenishment and some water may be used for landscape irrigation. Recycled

water use associated with the proposed project would comply with the California

Department of Public Health recycled water regulations contained in Title 22 of the
California Code of Regulations. In addition, the proposed project would be subject to

Page 89



b)

c)

d)

conditions imposed by the Santa Ana RWQCB pursuant to Water Recycling Require-
ments (WRRs). The WRRs would cover the proposed end uses. The proposed project
would not conflict with any wastewater treatment regulations. Impacts would be
considered less than significant

Less than Significant. The proposed project would construct a new recycled water
treatment facility. Wastewater generated during construction of the proposed project
would be minimal, consisting of portable toilet waste generated by construction workers.
The proposed project involves the operation of the AWTF, which is a recycled water
treatment facility; the project’s impacts to various aspects of the environment are
discussed throughout the sections of Chapter 9. All wastewater generated at the
proposed AWTF would be treated and/or disposed of by the IEUA. The proposed
pipeline and proposed booster pump station would not generate wastewater during their
operation. Therefore, the proposed project would not cause significant environmental
effects due to the expansion or construction of a new wastewater treatment facility, and
impacts would be less than significant.

Less Than Significant with Mitigation. As discussed within Section 9.9 (e), construc-
tion of the proposed project would temporarily alter flow at the project site due to ground
disturbing activities. However, with implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1,
BMPs would minimize the potential for flooding on- and off-site, reducing water flow to
stormwater drainage systems. Therefore, construction of the proposed project would not
require construction of new stormwater facilities.

Once construction is complete, the proposed pipeline route would be returned to pre-
construction conditions and would not increase the amount of impervious surfaces.
Thus, the proposed pipeline would not increase surface runoff and would not require
additional stormwater facilities. However, the construction of the pump station and
AWTF may result in a net increase in impervious surfaces, as pump station locations
Alternative 1 and Alternative 2 are undeveloped parcels, and the AWTF location is within
an existing plant treatment site. However, implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-2
would require implementations of operational BMPs, reducing flow to stormwater
drainage systems. Therefore, with implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-2, the
proposed project would not require the construction of new storm water drainage
facilities, and impacts would be less than significant with mitigation.

Mitigation Measures

Implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-2.

Less than Significant. Construction of the proposed project components would require
minimal amounts of water for dust control, concrete mixing, and sanitary purposes.
Operation of the proposed project would convey the existing recycled water supply from
the Pomona WRP to the IEUA proposed recycled water pipeline, Montclair Basin, the
proposed AWTF, and other end users within its service area. The proposed AWTF
would be constructed with sufficient capacity to treat the recycled water. Operation of the
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f)

9)

h-k)

proposed project would require a minimal amount of water for on-site sanitation for
workers. Construction and operational water uses would be negligible, and impacts to
water supply from the proposed project would be less than significant.

No Impact. The proposed project includes the distribution of recycled water, tertiary
treatment of recycled water, and discharge into the Montclair Basin for groundwater
recharge. The proposed project would not generate wastewater treatment demands.
Therefore, no impact would occur.

Less than Significant. The waste generated during construction of the proposed project
would mainly consist of general construction debris, demolition material, building
material wrapping and worker personal waste. Construction and demolition waste
generated would require disposal at a nearby landfill. The project would prepare a
construction and demolition solid waste management plan in accordance with Solid
Waste Management Division (SWMD). The plan would demonstrate a minimum of

50 percent diversion of construction building materials and demolition debris from
landfills through reuse or recycling. Information provided in this waste management plan
would include how the waste would be managed, hauler identification, and anticipated
material wastes. Construction waste would likely be disposed of at the Azusa Land
Reclamation or Mid-Valley Landfill. The Azusa Land Reclamation (1211 W. Gladstone,
Azusa CA 91702) is located approximately 12.7 miles northwest of the proposed project
area, and the Mid Valley Sanitary Landfill (2390 Alder Avenue, Rialto, CA 92377) is
located approximately 17 miles northeast of the proposed project. Both landfills would
have sufficient capacity to accommodate the project’s disposal needs. In addition, IEUA
and the construction contractor would reuse or recycle wastes produced through the
construction, demolition, and excavation activities as much as feasible. Therefore,
impacts regarding sufficient landfill capacity would be considered less than significant.

Less than Significant. The proposed project would comply with all federal, state, and
local construction and demolition requirements during construction of the proposed
structures. The cities in which the project would be located are required to comply with
the California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989, requiring diversion of solid
waste from landfills through reuse and recycling. The project would be required to
recycle during its operation. Project impacts related to potential noncompliance with solid
waste statutes and regulations would be less than significant.

Less than Significant. Some construction activities would require connections to
existing power sources and would slightly increase short-term electricity demand onsite.
However, the increase in energy demand would be temporary and would comply with all
applicable federal, state, and local energy efficiency policies and standards. Further-
more, most construction activities, including excavation and grading, would be powered
by diesel engines and not by electricity. Construction impacts on energy demand area
considered to be less than significant.
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The implementation of the proposed project, specifically the proposed pump station and
AWTF, would slightly increase demands on local energy providers. Once constructed,
the proposed project would involve recharge of the groundwater basin and conveyance
of treated water to/from the proposed project. Thus, the potential impacts of these
actions are based on the amount of energy required to convey recycled water to the
recharge basins. The WateReuse Research Foundation has estimated the energy
intensity for various types of recycled water treatment, including MF, RO, and
UV/advanced oxidation for use in groundwater recharge. It is estimated that the energy
intensity for such advanced membrane treatment is 1,199 kilowatt hour (kWh) per acre
feet (AF) (WRF, 2012). The energy intensity for a local supply of recycled water
conveyance is estimated to vary between 28 and 107 kWh/AF (WRF, 2012). Thus,
based on these assumptions, the total energy intensity for producing advanced treated
recycled water and its conveyance is estimated to be approximately 2,100 kWh/AF.

No additional power generation facilities would be required, current energy providers
have enough capacity to power the proposed project demands. Operational activities
would comply with applicable energy efficiency policies and standards. IEUA would
install energy-efficient equipment (e.g., pumps and motors) to the maximum extent
practicable to minimize the proposed project’s energy consumption. Furthermore,
because the proposed project is intended to meet groundwater recharge quality
standards, the associated energy requirements would not be a wasteful use of energy or
conflict with local or state energy efficiency plans or policies.

In addition, the proposed project would help IEUA improve its local water supply by
recharging the local groundwater basin. Even though adding the project components
would increase energy consumption to power the pumps and AWTF, the proposed
project could serve to reduce the need for imported water and the associated energy
demands of transport.

The increased energy usage required to operate the proposed project would not
represent a wasteful use of energy, require new energy sources, represent a
considerable increase when compared on a per capita basis, or conflict with applicable
energy policies and standards. Impact would be considered less than significant.
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8.20 Mandatory Findings of Significance

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

18. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE —
Would the project:

a) Have the potential to degrade the quality of the ] X ] ]
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?

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

c) Have environmental effects that would cause ] X ] ]

substantial adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly?

Discussion

a) Less than Significant with Mitigation. As discussed in Sections 9.4 of this Initial

b)

Study, construction of the proposed project has the potential to conflict with the City of
Montclair Tree Policy. However, with implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1 would
ensure that impacts to biological resources are mitigated to a less than significant level.
The proposed project also has the potential to adversely affect cultural resources.
Implementation of CUL-1 through CUL-8 would ensure any potential impacts are
mitigated to a less than significant level. Once constructed, operation of the proposed
project would have no long-term permanent impacts to biological or cultural resources.

Less than Significant with Mitigation. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section
15183, the environmental analysis in this IS/MND was conducted to determine if there
were any project-specific impacts as a result of the proposed project. No direct
significant impacts were identified that could not be mitigated to a less than significant
level. However, when combined with other projects in the region, the proposed project
may result in a contribution to a potentially significant cumulative impact.

As discussed in Sections 9.1 through 9.17, the potential environmental impacts of the
proposed project would occur during construction, with no lasting operational effects.
Mitigation measures incorporated herein would mitigate most direct and indirect impacts,
as well as potential contributions to cumulative impacts, associated with implementation
of the proposed project. Because construction-related impacts of the proposed project
would be temporary and localized, they would only have the potential to combine with
similar impacts or other projects if they occur at the same time and in proximity to each
other. To minimize the potential for cumulative impacts to traffic and other construction-
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related effects, implementation of Mitigation Measure CU-1 would require IEUA to
consult with local jurisdictions, such as the City of Pomona and City of Montclair, as well
as other state or regional agencies, such as Caltrans, to coordinate construction
schedules and locations of other related projects in the vicinity, to minimize potential
conflicts or compounding of effects, such as traffic congestions or circulation delays or
increases in ambient noise levels. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant with
mitigation.

Mitigation Measures

CU-1: The construction contractor shall consult with appropriate agencies and
jurisdictions prior to initiating ground-disturbing activities, to determine if other
construction projects would occur coincidentally at the same time and in the
vicinity of the proposed project, depending on project schedule and pipeline
segment installation. Coordination of construction activities for coincident projects
shall occur to ensure impacts to traffic, circulation, access, and noise do not
compound to be cumulatively significant. Adjustments to construction schedules
and plans, such as traffic control plans, shall be made accordingly as necessary.

C) Less than Significant with Mitigation. With implementation of mitigation measures
included in this IS/IMND, the proposed project would not result in substantial adverse
effects to humans (geology, noise, etc.), either directly or indirectly.
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8.21

Summary of Mitigation Measures

Air Quality

AIR-1

AIR-2

AIR-3

Using best available control measures during soil disturbance. The menu of enhanced dust
control measures includes the following:

«  Limit the disturbance “footprint” to as small an area as practical.

e Water all active construction areas at least twice daily.

*  Cover all off-site haul trucks or maintain at least 2 feet of freeboard.

e Pave or apply water four times daily to all unpaved parking or staging areas.

«  Sweep or wash any site access points within 30 minutes of any visible dirt deposition on
any public roadway.

e Cover or water twice daily any on-site stockpiles of debris, dirt or other dusty material.

e Suspend all operations on any unpaved surface if winds exceed 25 mph.

Limit allowable idling to 5 minutes for trucks and heavy equipment before shutting the
equipment down.

Utilize Tier 3 rated diesel engines for off-road construction equipment.

Biological Resources

BIO-1

Prior to removal of the four oak trees present within the proposed AWTF, IEUA shall consult
with the City of Montclair to determine the appropriate location and number of trees to be
planted within the facility according to the regulations outlined in the City of Montclair Tree
Policy.

Cultural Resources

CUL-1

CUL-2

CUL-3

In the event that booster pump station alternative 2 is selected, IEUA shall retain a qualified
architectural historian meeting the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualification
Standards for architectural history to review and approve the preliminary and final project
design plans to ensure that it conforms to the Secretary of the Interior’'s Standards.

A qualified archeologist, defined as an archaeologist who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s
Professional Qualifications Standards for archaeology (36 CFR Part 61), or an archaeologist
working under the direction of a qualified archaeologist, shall conduct pre-construction cultural
resources sensitivity training to inform construction personnel on the types of cultural resources
that may be encountered, and to bring awareness to personnel of actions to be taken in the
event of a cultural resources discovery. IEUA shall complete training for all construction
personnel and retain documentation showing when training of personnel was completed.

Archaeological monitoring shall be conducted for all initial ground-disturbing activities at the
AWTF and booster pump station alternatives. If during initial observations of a fair sampling of
the area, the monitor determines the area lacks archaeological potential due to evidence of
past disturbances, monitoring may be discontinued after consultation with the qualified
archaeologist. If it appears that the area appears undisturbed and there is a potential for intact
subsurface resources, then full-time monitoring shall be implemented to a depth of 5 feet
(anticipated depth of older Quaternary deposits). Monitoring may be discounted at depths
above 5 feet if older Quaternary deposits are encountered. Archaeological monitoring shall be
conducted by a monitor familiar with the types of archaeological resources that could be
encountered within the project area, and under the direct supervision of the qualified
archaeologist. The monitor shall observe all ground-disturbing activities, including but not
limited to, brush clearance, grubbing, demolition and concrete removal, and grading and

Page 95



CuUL-4

CUL 5

CUL-6

excavation and shall be empowered to halt or redirect ground-disturbing activities away from
the vicinity of a discovery until the qualified archaeologist has evaluated the discovery and
determined appropriate treatment (as prescribed in Mitigation Measure CUL-4). The monitor
shall keep daily logs detailing the types of activities and soils observed, and any discoveries.
After monitoring has been completed, the qualified archaeologist shall prepare a monitoring
report that details the results of monitoring. The report shall be submitted to the IEUA, SCCIC,
and any Native American groups who request a copy.

In the event of the discovery of archaeological materials, IEUA shall immediately cease all work
activities in the area (within approximately 50 feet) of the discovery until it can be evaluated by
the qualified archaeologist.. Prehistoric archaeological materials might include obsidian and
chert flaked-stone tools (e.g., projectile points, knives, scrapers) or tool-making debris;
culturally darkened soil (“midden”) containing heat-affected rocks, artifacts, or shellfish remains;
and stone milling equipment (e.g., mortars, pestles, handstones, or milling slabs); and battered
stone tools, such as hammerstones and pitted stones. Historic-period materials might include
stone or concrete footings and walls; filled wells or privies; and deposits of metal, glass, and/or
ceramic refuse. Construction shall not resume until the qualified archaeologist has conferred
with the IEUA on the significance of the resource.

If it is determined that the discovered archaeological resource constitutes a historical or unique
archaeological resource under CEQA, avoidance and preservation in place is the preferred
manner of mitigation. Preservation in place maintains the important relationship between
artifacts and their archaeological context and also serves to avoid conflict with traditional and
religious values of groups who may ascribe meaning to the resource. Preservation in place may
be accomplished by, but is not limited to, avoidance, incorporating the resource into open
space, capping, or deeding the site into a permanent conservation easement. In the event that
preservation in place is demonstrated to be infeasible and data recovery through excavation is
the only feasible mitigation available, a Cultural Resources Treatment Plan shall be prepared
and implemented by a qualified archaeologist in consultation with the IEUA that provides for the
adequate recovery of the scientifically consequential information contained in the archaeolo-
gical resource. The IEUA shall consult with appropriate Native American representatives in
determining treatment for prehistoric or Native American resources to ensure cultural values
ascribed to the resource, beyond that which is scientifically important, are considered.

Prior to earthmoving activities, a Qualified Paleontologist (QP) meeting the Society of
Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP) standards (SVP, 2010) shall be retained. The QP shall
contribute to any construction worker cultural resources sensitivity training either in person or
via a training module provided to the qualified archaeologist. The training session shall focus on
the recognition of the types of paleontological resources that could be encountered within the
project site and the procedures to be followed if they are found. The QP shall also oversee the
paleontological monitoring (as prescribed in CUL-6) and shall be available to ascertain the
significance of any paleontological resources recovered during project excavations (as
prescribed in CUL-7). The QP shall also conduct periodic spot-checks of exposed sediments to
assist the qualified paleontological monitor in determining the age/sensitivity of exposed
sediments and/or paleontological resources encountered during project excavations.

Prior to earthmoving activities, a qualified paleontological monitor meeting the Society of
Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP) standards (SVP, 2010) shall be retained. The qualified
paleontological monitor shall monitor all excavations into native sediments below 5 feet in depth
and have the authority to temporarily halt or divert work away from exposed fossils in order to
recover the fossil specimens safely and quickly. The qualified paleontological monitor shall
complete daily monitoring logs outlining the day’s activities. Paleontological monitoring may be
increased or decreased if fossils are discovered above 5 feet or if the QP determines that
based on subsurface sediments the potential for encountering significant paleontological
resources is low.
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CUL-7

CUL-8

CUL-9

Geology,

If paleontological resources are encountered during ground-disturbing activities, all work within
100 feet of the find shall halt until the find can be evaluated by the QP and appropriate
measures taken to salvage the specimens if they are determined to be potentially significant. If
sediments are encountered that are deemed appropriate for the recovery of microvertebrate
specimens, the QP shall direct the paleontological monitor to collect a test sample (approxi-
mately 600 pounds per SVP standards or an amount determined by the QP) to screen for
microvertebrates either on or off site. The QP, based on observations of subsurface soil
stratigraphy or other factors, may reduce or discontinue monitoring as warranted if he or she
determines that the possibility of encountering fossiliferous deposits is low. The QP shall
prepare a final monitoring report to be submitted to the IEUA and filed with the local repository
along with any fossils and associated data recovered during construction.

If human remains are encountered, the contractor shall halt work in the vicinity (within 100 feet)
of the find and contact the San Bernardino County Coroner in accordance with Public
Resources Code Section 5097.98 and Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5. If the County
Coroner determines that the remains are Native American, the NAHC will be notified in
accordance with Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, subdivision (c), and Public
Resources Code Section 5097.98 (as amended by AB 2641). The NAHC will designate a Most
Likely Descendant (MLD) for the remains per Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. Until
the landowner has conferred with the MLD, the IEUA shall ensure that the immediate vicinity
where the discovery occurred is not disturbed by further activity, is adequately protected
according to generally accepted cultural or archaeological standards or practices, and that
further activities take into account the possibility of multiple burials.

During ground disturbing activities (including but not limited to pavement removal, pot-holing or
auguring, boring, grading, excavation and trenching) at least one Native American Monitor will
be present at the project site. The Native American Monitor will compile monitoring logs on a
daily basis. The logs will provide descriptions of the daily activities, including construction
activities, locations, soil characteristics and any cultural materials identified. The Monitor shall
photo-document the ground disturbing activities. If any cultural materials are identified, the
Monitor shall have the authority to redirect construction activities until the extent and
importance of the materials are assessed. Subsequent management of any Native American
cultural materials shall be determined through consultation between IEUA and the Native
American Band supplying the monitor. Any human remains encountered shall be handled
through the County Coroner’s office and, if necessary, in conjunction with Native American
Heritage Commission and Native American Band.

Soils and Seismicity

GEO-1

In accordance with the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Construction
General Permit, IEUA shall prepare a project specific Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) to minimize soil erosion. The SWPPP shall prescribe temporary Best Management
Practices (BMPs), such as, but not limited to, sediment barriers and traps, silt basins, and silt
fences. In addition, BMPs to permanently stabilize the pipeline alignment and new structural
sites shall be installed prior to completing final construction activities. This shall include onsite
detention or percolation sufficient to offset a substantial increase in the downstream volume of
runoff in the drainage area.

IEUA shall require its construction contractor to implement the following measures during
construction, as needed:

¢ Include design measures necessary to reduce the construction noise levels to surrounding

residential properties and sensitive receptors. These measures may include noise barriers,
curtains, or shields.
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Locate stationary construction noise sources and place noise-generating construction
activities (e.g. operation of compressors and generator, or general truck idling) as far from
adjacent noise-sensitive receptors as possible.

If construction is to occur near a school, the construction contractor shall coordinate with
school administration in order to limit disturbance to the campus. Efforts to limit
construction activities to non-school days shall be encouraged.

For construction occurring adjacent to noise-sensitive land uses, identify a liaison for
sensitive receptors, such as residents and property owners, to contact with concerns
regarding construction noise and vibration. The liaison’s telephone number(s) shall be
prominently displayed at construction locations.

For project components located adjacent to noise-sensitive land uses, notify in writing all
landowners and occupants of properties adjacent to the construction area of the anticipated
construction schedule at least 2 weeks prior to groundbreaking, when feasible.

Restrict construction activities to between the hours of 7:00AM and 8:00PM in residentially-
zoned areas within the City of Pomona.

NOI-2 Haul routes shall be restricted to arterial roads and shall not be designated through residential
areas or near schools, whenever feasible.

NOI-3  Where permanent noise sources generate noise that exceeds 50 dBA at the nearest sensitive
noise receptor, additional noise attenuation components (walls, insulation, etc.) shall be
installed to ensure that noise does not exceed this 50 dBA noise threshold at the exterior wall
of the receptor.

Transportation and Traffic

TR-1 IEUA shall require its construction contractor to prepare and implement a Traffic Control Plan to
show specific methods for maintaining traffic flows. Examples of traffic control measures to be
considered include:

1)

2)
3)

4)
5)

6)
7)
8)

9)

Develop circulation and detour plans to minimize impacts to local street circulation,
including use of signing and flagging to guide vehicles through and/or around the
construction zone.

Schedule truck trips outside of peak morning (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m.) and evening

(4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.) commute hours.

Limit lane closures during peak hours to the extent possible.

Use haul routes minimizing truck traffic on local roadways to the extent possible.

Include accommodations for bicycles and pedestrians in all areas potentially affected by
project construction, including detours and signage to maintain connectivity for bikeways
and trails.

Store construction materials only in designated areas.

Coordinate signage for temporarily eliminated on-street parking, with instructions including
timing and duration, and nearby areas where parking is currently available.

Coordinate with local transit agencies for temporary relocation of routes or bus stops in
works zones, as necessary.

Develop comprehensive strategies for maintaining emergency flows. Strategies shall
include, but are not limited to, maintaining steel trench plates at the construction sites to
restore access across open trenches and identification of alternate routing around
construction zones. Police, fire, and other emergency service providers shall be notified of
the timing, location, and duration of the construction activities and the location of detours
and lane closures.
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Mandatory Findings of Significance

Cu-1

The construction contractor shall consult with appropriate agencies and jurisdictions prior to
initiating ground-disturbing activities, to determine if other construction projects would occur
coincidentally at the same time and in the vicinity of the proposed project, depending on project
schedule and pipeline segment installation. Coordination of construction activities for coincident
projects shall occur to ensure impacts to traffic, circulation, access, and noise do not compound
to be cumulatively significant. Adjustments to construction schedules and plans, such as traffic
control plans, shall be made accordingly as necessary.
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Pomona Pipeline & AWTF
South Coast AQMD Air District, Summer

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population

Manufacturing . 127.00 . 1000sqft ' 2.92 ! 127,000.00 ' 0

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 31

Climate Zone 9 Operational Year 2018
Utility Company Southern California Edison

CO2 Intensity 630.89 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWHhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data
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Project Characteristics -

Land Use -

Construction Phase - Phases adjusted for duration of construction provided.

Off-road Equipment - Equipment adjusted for list provided.

Off-road Equipment -

Off-road Equipment - Equipment adjusted for list provided. Concrete and water truck input as off-hwy truck.
Off-road Equipment - Equipment adjusted from list provided in PD.

Trips and VMT - assume 23 daily haul trips for demo phase =46 total trips

Vehicle Trips - 48 total deliveries per yr/252 wkdays/yr / 127 (1000SF)=.0008 wkdy trip rates
Vechicle Emission Factors - HHD vehicles only for deliveries

Vechicle Emission Factors - HHD only for deliveries throughout the year

Vechicle Emission Factors -

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value
tblConstructionPhase . NumDays . 220.00 283.00
"""" iconsiuctionPhase & T  Rumbays T 220.00 :13000
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & 7 bhaseEndoate 3 212812018 : T T apipois T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & 7 bhaseEndoate 3 5/1/2017 : B V777 Y A
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & 7 bhaseEndoate 3 8/1/2018 : T Teoorr T
"""" iConsiuctonPhase & T Phaseswanbate 3 1/28/2017 : T apor T
"""" iConsiuctonPhase & T Phaseswanbate 3 41412017 : T apor T
"""" iConsiuctonPhase & T Phaseswanbate 3 2/1/2018 : T apor T
"""" biofRoadEquipment + T Horsepower 8.00 :8400
"""" biofRoadEquipment & T Horsepower 97.00 :8900
"""" biofRoadEquipment & T Horsepower 46.00 :17400
"""" biofRoadEquipment & T Horsepower 162.00 :25500
"""" biofRoadEquipment + T Hosepower 8.00 :17400
"""" biofRoadEquipment & T Hosepower 162.00 P 0T
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tblOffRoadEquipment

tblVehicleEF

HorsePower

0.38

0.43

0.38

0.38

0.38

Generator Sets

Graders

Rubber Tired Dozers

Graders

Scrapers

Welders

6.00

6.00

6.00

2014

0.00

21.00

0.03

0.03

0.51

0.51

hesduaaduaaduacduacduaaduacduacduacduaaduacduacduacduaaduacduacduaaduacduacduacduaaduacduacduacduaaduacdaaadans

0.06
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tblVehicleEF

tbIVehicleTrips

0.04

0.04

6.6810e-003

6.6810e-003

4.3700e-003

4.3700e-003

0.14

0.14

2.1350e-003

2.1350e-003

0.02

0.02

1.9380e-003

1.9380e-003

5.8600e-004

5.8600e-004

2.4930e-003

2.4930e-003

1.49

0.62

hssduaadeaaduacduacduaaduacduacduacduaaduacduacduacduacduacduacduaaduacduacduacduaaduaaduaaduns

3.82

8.0000e-004

2.0 Emissions Summary




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2 Page 5 of 26 Date: 3/11/2016 10:09 AM
2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Unmitigated Construction
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2016 » 19881 ' 19.8413 ' 12.8599 ' 00300 ' 01453 ' 09927 @ 11380 ' 00385 ' 09348 ' 09734 0.0000 :2997.587 12,997,587 1 0.6971 ! 0.0000 !3,012.226
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 7 1 7 1] 1] 1 2
----------- H i ——————y : R : ey : ———g e el ———— : e LT
2017 » 51941 1 494940 ' 39.6463 ! 00837 ! 15909 ! 26756 ! 42665 ! 04248 ! 24808 ! 2.9056 0.0000 :8,082.887 ! 8,082.887 1 17408 ! 0.0000 !8,119.443
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] O 1 O 1] 1] 1 5
----------- H f———————— : ey : oy : ———g e el ———— : e SR
2018 » 12696 ' 12.1854 ' 105224 ' 00222 ' 07237 ' 05857 ' 13094 ' 01945 ! 05389 ' 0.7334 0.0000 :2,043.15212,043.152 1 03473 ! 0.0000 ! 2,050.445
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 2 1 2 1] 1
Total 8.4517 | 81.5207 | 63.0286 | 0.1359 | 24600 | 42540 | 6.7140 | 06579 | 3.9545 46123 0.0000 |13,123.62[13,12362| 27852 | 0.0000 |13,182.11
70 70 52
Mitigated Construction
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2016 E: 1.9881 : 19.8413 : 12.8599 : 0.0300 : 0.1453 : 0.9927 : 1.1380 : 0.0385 : 0.9348 : 0.9734 0.0000 :2,997.587:2,997.587: 0.6971 : 0.0000 :3,012.226
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 7 1 7 [} [} L} 2
----------- n fm——————y : ey : ey : ——— e e e ———— : s g
2017 :: 5.1941 : 49.4940 : 39.6463 : 0.0837 : 1.5909 : 2.6756 : 4.2665 : 0.4248 : 2.4808 : 2.9056 0.0000 :8,082.887:8,082.887: 1.7408 : 0.0000 :8,119.443
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] O 1 O [} [} L} 5
----------- H i ——————ny : ey : ey : ——— e e e ———— : T T
2018 » 12696 : 121854 ! 10.5224 1 00222 @ 07237 ! 05857 ' 13094 @ 01945 ' 05389 @ 0.7334 0.0000 12,043.15212,043.152 1 03473 : 0.0000 !2,050.445
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 2 1 2 [} L} 5
- 1
Total 8.4517 81.5207 63.0286 0.1359 2.4600 4.2540 6.7140 0.6579 3.9545 4.6123 0.0000 13,123.62 | 13,123.62 2.7852 0.0000 13,182.11
69 69 51
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ROG NOx co S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
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2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Totalco2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area = 33222 1+ 1.2000e- + 0.0132 + 0.0000 * ' 5.0000e- ' 5.0000e- ! ' 5.0000e- ' 5.0000e- + 0.0278 1 0.0278 1 8.0000e- * 1 0.0294
- v 004, : : \ 005 1 005 | v 005 1 005 . . V005 | '
----------- H fm——————y : f———————— : f———————— : ———g el ———— : fm = = e
Energy = 00706 ! 06417 ! 05390 ! 3.8500e- ! | 00488 ' 00488 ! 100488 ' 0.0488 1 769.9823 1 769.9823 1 0.0148 ' 0.0141 ! 774.6683
- 1] 1 1] 003 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- H ey : iy : i ——————y : ———g e el ———— : e ————
Mobile = 1.1800e- + 00150 ! 00154 ! 50000e- ! 1.0800e- ! 2.5000e- * 1.3200e- ! 2.9000e- ! 2.3000e- ! 5.2000e- 1 44763 1 44763 1 3.0000e- ! 144771
o 003 ' . 005 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 004 , 004 , 004 . . , 005 .
Total 3.3940 0.6568 0.5675 | 3.9000e- | 1.0800e- | 0.0491 0.0501 | 2.9000e- | 0.0491 0.0493 774.4864 | 774.4864 | 0.0149 0.0141 | 779.1747
003 003 004
Mitigated Operational
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area = 33222 1 1.2000e- + 0.0132 + 0.0000 + ' 5.0000e- + 5.0000e- 1 ' 5.0000e- + 5.0000e- v 0.0278 1 0.0278 + 8.0000e- + v 0.0294
- Vo004 . : \ 005 . 005 ., , 005 . 005 : . v 005 | .
----------- H -y : f———————— ] ———————g - - . ] R T
Energy = 00706 ' 06417 ' 05390 @ 3.8500e- ! 100488 1 00488 10,0488 1 0.0488 1 769.9823 1 769.9823 1 0.0148 ' 0.0141 ' 774.6683
L 1] 1] 1 1] 003 [} 1 [} 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1]
----------- H ey : ey ] ———————g - ———g e e ————y ] R T
Mobile = 1.1800e- + 0.0150 & 0.0154 + 5.0000e- + 1.0800e- ' 2.5000e- 1 1.3200e- 1 2.9000e- + 2.3000e- + 5.2000e- v 44763 1 4.4763 1+ 3.0000e- » v 44771
n 003 | . . 005 . 003 , 004 , 003 , 004 , 004 ., 004 . . v 005 .
- 1
Total 3.3940 0.6568 0.5675 | 3.9000e- | 1.0800e- | 0.0491 0.0501 | 2.9000e- | 0.0491 0.0493 774.4864 | 774.4864 | 0.0149 0.0141 | 779.1747
003 003 004
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ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase

Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 *Pipeline = Trenching 17/1/2016 14/3/12017 ! 5! 197,
2 T Demolition Exsiting Faciity | +Demoliton 11007 2172'77501'7'“""E'“““1—:;“"““""'2'5;' I
3 AWTE T liding Construction 412007 2173'172'0'1%'""";"""'?E"""""'z"s'éf;' I
4 tcoser Pamp Staton T FBuiing Gonstrucion Hisotr a0y ST gy T

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0
Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0 (Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor
AWTF *Plate Compactors ! 1 8.00: 84 0.74
AWTE T :'c'r;;r?e's """"""""""" ""'1 """""" 8. 65§ Soer T 0.29
AWTE T :-TFe:c-t(;r-s/-L-o-aaér-s7l?:a-1c-k-hzx-a; """" ""'1 """""" 7.00 Bor TN 0.20
Pipeline Welders T TTTTTTTTTTITI ""'1 """""" 8. 65§ AT 0.41
Booster Pump Station :;E;(Ea-lv-a-tc;r-s """""""""" ""'1 """""" 8.00 S55i T 0.40
AWTE T :-TFe:c-t(;r-s/-L-o-aaér-s7l?:a-1c-k-hzx-a; """" ""'1 """""" 8.00 g7 0.37
Demolition-Exsiting Facility :-TFe:c-t(;r-s/-L-o-aaér-s7l?:a-1c-k-hzx-a; """" ""'3 """""" 8.00 g7 0.37
Booster Pump Station :-TFe:c-t(;r-s/-L-o-aaér-s7l?:a-1c-k-hzx-a; """" ""'1 """""" 8. 65§ g7 0.37
Pipeline :'Rlaﬂér's """"""""""" ""'1 """""" 8. 65§ B0t T 0.38
Pipeline :-TFe:c-t(;r-s/-L-o-aaér-s7l?:a-1c-k-hzx-a; """" ""'1 """""" 7. 65§ g7 0.37
Booster Pump Station :'pfa'té Compactors ""'1 """""" 8.00 AT 0.41
Pipeline :'pfa'té Compactors ""'1 """""" 8. 65§ g 0.43
Pipeline :;E;(Ea-lv-a-tc;r-s """""""""" ""'1 """""" 8. 65§ Seni T 0.48
AWTE T S Tighway Tracks 2! 5.00" A 0.45
Trips and VMT
Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class

Efmg‘liltion-Exsiting E 3: 8.005 0.00 46.005 14.70: 6.QOE 20.00! LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix i HHDT
Pipeline : sr"""l'eiac')i' T 000! 0.00: 14.7o§' 690! 2000iLD_Mix THDT Mix -E-I:II;I-D:I' """
Booster Pump Station + 3:%"""5?566 Y R 6.00: 14.7o§' s T 2000iLD_Mix DT Mix -E-I:II;I-D:I' """
AwTE T : 3 5300, 21.00° 500+ 1470 6.90§ 3600110, Mix ot Mk T

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
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3.2 Pipeline - 2016

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx (6{0) SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 1.9338 ! 19.7734 + 12,0149 ' 0.0282 ! 09915 1 09915 ! 09337 1+ 0.9337 12,842.958 1 2,842,958 1 0.6891 ! ! 2,857.430
- 1 L} 1 L} L} 1 L} 1 1] L] l 1] l 1 1] 1]
Total 1.9338 19.7734 | 12.0149 0.0282 0.9915 0.9915 0.9337 0.9337 2,842,958 | 2,842.958 | 0.6891 2,857.430
1 1 0

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Hauling = 00000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 * 00000 ' 0.0000 * 00000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 * 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ¢ *0.0000

1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————g ] ———————g ———————g - ———m ———————g ] rem -
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 * 00000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 * 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ¢ ' 0.0000

1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————g ] ———————g ———————g - ———m ———————g ] rem -
Worker 1 0.0679 + 0.8450 1 1.8400e- + 0.1453 1+ 1.2100e- + 0.1465 + 0.0385 + 1.1200e- + 0.0397 ' 154.6296 1+ 154.6296 1 7.9300e- ' 154.7962

. . v 003 | V003 . v 003 | . : v 003 | .
Total 0.0543 | 0.0679 | 08450 | 1.8400e- | 0.1453 | 1.2100e- | 0.1465 | 0.0385 | 1.1200e- | 0.0397 154.6296 | 154.6296 | 7.9300e- 154.7962

003 003 003 003
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3.2 Pipeline - 2016

Mitigated Construction On-Site

Page 11 of 26

Date: 3/11/2016 10:09 AM

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 1.9338 ! 19.7734 + 12,0149 ' 0.0282 ! 09915 1 09915 ! 09337 1+ 0.9337 0.0000 :2,842.958 12,842,958 ! 0.6891 ! ! 2,857.430
- 1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] l 1] l 1 1] 1]
Total 1.9338 19.7734 | 12.0149 0.0282 0.9915 0.9915 0.9337 0.9337 0.0000 | 2,842.958 | 2,842.958 | 0.6891 2,857.430
1 1 0
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n :
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e} ———————n :
Worker ' 0.0679 '+ 0.8450 ' 1.8400e- * 0.1453 1 1.2100e- * 0.1465 * 0.0385 ' 1.1200e- * 0.0397 v 154.6296 ' 154.6296 ' 7.9300e- ! v 154.7962
' : V003 . v 003 : V003 . : : V003 . .
Total 0.0543 0.0679 0.8450 1.8400e- 0.1453 1.2100e- 0.1465 0.0385 1.1200e- 0.0397 154.6296 | 154.6296 | 7.9300e- 154.7962
003 003 003 003
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3.2 Pipeline - 2017

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx (6{0) SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road E: 1.7911 ! 17.9234 ! 11.8643 ! 0.0282 ! ! 0.8957 ! 0.8957 ! ! 0.8432 ! 0.8432 ! 2,811.102 ! 2,811.102 ! 0.6843 ! ! 2,825.473
- 1 L} 1 L} L} 1 L} 1 1] L] 4 1] 4 1 1] 1]
Total 1.7911 17.9234 | 11.8643 0.0282 0.8957 0.8957 0.8432 0.8432 2,811.102 | 2,811.102 | 0.6843 2,825.473
4 4 0

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Hauling = 00000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 * 00000 ' 0.0000 * 00000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 * 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ¢ *0.0000

1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————g ] ———————g ———————g - ———m ———————g ] rem -
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 * 00000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 * 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ¢ ' 0.0000

1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————g ] ———————g ———————g - ———m e ———————g ] rem e
Worker ' 0.0613 + 07644 1 1.8400e- + 0.1453 1 1.1700e- + 0.1465 + 0.0385 + 1.0800e- + 0.0396 ' 148.7114 1 148.7114 + 7.3200e- + ' 148.8651

. . v 003 | V003 . v 003 | . : v 003 | .
Total 0.0488 | 00613 | 0.7644 | 1.8400e- | 0.1453 | 1.1700e- | 0.1465 | 0.0385 | 1.0800e- | 0.0396 148.7114 | 148.7114 | 7.3200e- 148.8651

003 003 003 003
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3.2 Pipeline - 2017

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 3/11/2016 10:09 AM

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road - 17911 : 17.9234 ! 11.8643 : 0.0282 ! 0.8957 1 0.8957 ! : 0.8432 ! 0.8432 0.0000 1+ 2,811.102 ! 2,811.102 : 0.6843 ! ! 2,825.473
:: 1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] : 4 1] 4 1 1] 1]
Total 1.7911 17.9234 | 11.8643 0.0282 0.8957 0.8957 0.8432 0.8432 0.0000 | 2,811.102 | 2,811.102 | 0.6843 2,825.473
4 4 0
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n :
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n :
Worker ' 0.0613 + 0.7644 1 1.8400e- * 0.1453 1+ 1.1700e- * 0.1465 +* 0.0385 ' 1.0800e- * 0.0396 v 148.7114 v 148.7114 » 7.3200e- 1 v 148.8651
' : V003 . v 003 : i 003 . : : V003 . .
Total 0.0488 0.0613 0.7644 1.8400e- 0.1453 1.1700e- 0.1465 0.0385 1.0800e- 0.0396 148.7114 | 148.7114 | 7.3200e- 148.8651
003 003 003 003
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3.3 Demolition-Exsiting Facility - 2017

Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 3/11/2016 10:09 AM

ROG NOx (6{0) SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 0.9504 1 9.1316 : 7.1815 ! 9.3300e- ! ! 06868 1 0.6868 ! ! 06318 @ 0.6318 ' 954.7948 1 954.7948 1 0.2926 ! ! 960.9383
- 1 L} 1 003 L} L} 1 L} 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.9504 9.1316 7.1815 9.3300e- 0.6868 0.6868 0.6318 0.6318 954.7948 | 954.7948 | 0.2926 960.9383
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 00372 + 05779 1 0.4277 + 1.6900e- + 0.0401 + 9.1500e- ' 0.0492 1+ 0.0110 + 8.4100e- + 0.0194 v 168.1190 * 168.1190 * 1.1900e- 1 ' 168.1440
L1 ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) L} L] L} 1 L} L}
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n :
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 ] L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n :
Worker ' 0.0377 + 0.4704 1+ 1.1300e- * 0.0894  7.2000e- ' 0.0901 ' 0.0237 ' 6.6000e- * 0.0244 v 91.5147 + 91.5147 1+ 4.5000e- * ' 91.6093
: : V003 . \ o004 : \ o004 . : : V003 . .
Total 0.0672 0.6156 0.8980 2.8200e- 0.1295 9.8700e- 0.1394 0.0347 9.0700e- 0.0438 259.6337 | 259.6337 | 5.6900e- 259.7533
003 003 003 003
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3.3 Demolition-Exsiting Facility - 2017
Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 3/11/2016 10:09 AM

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 0.9504 1 9.1316 : 7.1815 ! 9.3300e- ! ! 06868 1 0.6868 ! ! 06318 @ 0.6318 0.0000 @ 954.7948 1 954.7948 ! 0.2926 ! ! 960.9383
- 1 L} 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.9504 9.1316 7.1815 9.3300e- 0.6868 0.6868 0.6318 0.6318 0.0000 | 954.7948 | 954.7948 | 0.2926 960.9383
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 00372 + 05779 1 0.4277 + 1.6900e- + 0.0401 + 9.1500e- ' 0.0492 1+ 0.0110 + 8.4100e- + 0.0194 v 168.1190 * 168.1190 * 1.1900e- 1 ' 168.1440
L 1] 1 L} 1 L} L} 1 L} 1 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n :
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n :
Worker v 0.0377 + 0.4704 1 1.1300e- * 0.0894 1 7.2000e- * 0.0901 ' 0.0237 ' 6.6000e- * 0.0244 v 91,5147 1+ 91.5147 1 4.5000e- 1 ' 91.6093
' : V003 . \ o004 : \ o004 . : : V003 . .
Total 0.0672 0.6156 0.8980 2.8200e- 0.1295 9.8700e- 0.1394 0.0347 9.0700e- 0.0438 259.6337 | 259.6337 | 5.6900e- 259.7533
003 003 003 003
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3.4 AWTF - 2017

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx (6{0) SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 11023 ! 12.0578 @ 6.1890 ! 00101 ' 06712 1 06712 ! 06175 @ 0.6175 ' 1,033.618 1 1,033.618 1 0.3167 ! ! 1,040.269
- 1 L} 1 L} L} 1 L} 1 1] L] 8 1] 8 1 1] 1]
Total 1.1023 12.0578 6.1890 0.0101 0.6712 0.6712 0.6175 0.6175 1,033.618 | 1,033.618 | 0.3167 1,040.269
8 8 4

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 ] [} ] 1 ] ]
----------- - —————— : —————— —————— : ——— ey —————— : remmmea
Vendor v 1.6503 '+ 1.9668 ' 4.5600e- * 0.1313 + 0.0266 ' 0.1579 + 0.0374 ' 0.0245 + 0.0619 v 450.4447 v 450.4447 v 3.1600e- 1 ' 450.5110
) L} ) L} L} ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) L)
' ' 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 003, '
----------- - —————— : —————— —————— : ——— ey —————— : I
Worker v 0.2499 + 3.1162 v 7.5000e- * 0.5924 1 4.7600e- * 0.5972 1+ 0.1571 ' 4.3900e- * 0.1615 ' 606.2848 * 606.2848 v 0.0299 ' 606.9115
) L} ) L} L} ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) L)
' ' 003, 003, ' 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3592 1.9002 5.0830 0.0121 0.7237 0.0314 0.7551 0.1945 0.0289 0.2234 1,056.729 | 1,056.729 | 0.0330 1,057.422

4 4 5
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3.4 AWTF - 2017

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 3/11/2016 10:09 AM

ROG NOx (6{0) SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 11023 ! 12.0578 @ 6.1890 ! 00101 ' 06712 1 06712 ! 06175 @ 0.6175 0.0000 :1,033.618:1,033.618! 0.3167 ! ! 1,040.269
- 1 L} 1 L} L} 1 1] 1 1] L] 8 1] 8 1 1] 1]
Total 1.1023 12.0578 6.1890 0.0101 0.6712 0.6712 0.6175 0.6175 0.0000 | 1,033.618 | 1,033.618 | 0.3167 1,040.269
8 8 4
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n :
Vendor ' 16503 + 1.9668 1 4.5600e- * 0.1313 + 0.0266 ' 0.1579 + 0.0374 + 0.0245 + 0.0619 v 450.4447 v 450.4447 v 3.1600e- 1 ' 450.5110
) L} ) 003 L} L} ) ) ) L} L] L} 1 003 L} L}
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n :
Worker v 0.2499 1+ 3.1162 1 7.5000e- * 0.5924 1 4.7600e- * 0.5972 + 0.1571 1 4.3900e- * 0.1615 ' 606.2848 1 606.2848 + 0.0299 ' 606.9115
) L} ) L} ) ) ) L} L] L} 1 L} L}
' ' v 003, 003, ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3592 1.9002 5.0830 0.0121 0.7237 0.0314 0.7551 0.1945 0.0289 0.2234 1,056.729 | 1,056.729 0.0330 1,057.422
4 4 5
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3.4 AWTF - 2018

Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 3/11/2016 10:09 AM

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 0.9400 ! 10.4441 ! 5.8180 ! 0.0101 ! ! 0.5560 ' 0.5560 ! ! 0.5115 ! 0.5115 ' 1,016.540 ! 1,016.540 ! 0.3165 ! ! 1,023.186
L1} 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 6 1] 6 1 1] 1]
Total 0.9400 10.4441 5.8180 0.0101 0.5560 0.5560 0.5115 0.5115 1,016.540 | 1,016.540 | 0.3165 1,023.186
6 6 3
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n - ———————— ———————— : ———— ey ———————n -
Vendor v 15146 + 1.8737 1 45600e- * 0.1313 + 0.0251 ' 0.1564 +* 0.0374 + 0.0231 + 0.0605 v 442.8860 + 442.8860 ' 3.1400e- 1 v 442.9519
1 L] 1 003 L] L] 1 L} 1 L} L] L} 1 003 L} L}
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n - ———————— ———————— : ———— ey ———————n -
Worker v 0.2267 1+ 2.8307 1 7.5000e- * 0.5924 1 4.6400e- * 0.5971 + 0.1571 1 4.2900e- * 0.1614 v 583.7257 + 583.7257 v 0.0277 ' 584.3073
1 L] 1 L] 1 L} 1 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
' ' 003, v 003 ' 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3296 1.7413 4.7044 0.0121 0.7237 0.0297 0.7535 0.1945 0.0274 0.2219 1,026.611 | 1,026.611 0.0308 1,027.259
6 6 2
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3.4 AWTF - 2018

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 3/11/2016 10:09 AM

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 0.9400 ! 10.4441 ! 5.8180 ! 0.0101 ! ! 0.5560 ' 0.5560 ! ! 0.5115 ! 0.5115 0.0000 ' 1,016.540 ! 1,016.540 ! 0.3165 ! ! 1,023.186
- 1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 6 1] 6 1 1] 1]
Total 0.9400 10.4441 5.8180 0.0101 0.5560 0.5560 0.5115 0.5115 0.0000 | 1,016.540 | 1,016.540 | 0.3165 1,023.186
6 6 3
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -} ———————n :
Vendor v 15146 + 1.8737 1 45600e- * 0.1313 + 0.0251 ' 0.1564 +* 0.0374 + 0.0231 + 0.0605 v 442.8860 + 442.8860 ' 3.1400e- 1 v 442.9519
) L} ) 003 L} L] 1 L} 1 L} L] L} 1 003 L} L}
1 L} 1 L} 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n :
Worker v 0.2267 1+ 2.8307 1 7.5000e- * 0.5924 1 4.6400e- * 0.5971 + 0.1571 1 4.2900e- * 0.1614 v 583.7257 + 583.7257 v 0.0277 ' 584.3073
) L} ) L] 1 L} 1 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
' ' v 003, 003, ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3296 1.7413 4.7044 0.0121 0.7237 0.0297 0.7535 0.1945 0.0274 0.2219 1,026.611 | 1,026.611 0.0308 1,027.259
6 6 2
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3.5 Booster Pump Station - 2017

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx (6{0) SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 0.6762 ! 7.5542 ! 4.5499 ! 0.0119 ! ! 0.3748 ! 0.3748 ! ! 0.3448 ! 0.3448 11,212.011 ! 1,212.011 ! 0.3714 ! ! 1,219.810
:: 1 L} 1 L} L} 1 L} 1 1] : 8 1] 8 1 1] 1]
Total 0.6762 7.5542 4.5499 0.0119 0.3748 0.3748 0.3448 0.3448 1,212.011 | 1,212.011 | 0.3714 1,219.810
8 8 3

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 ] [} ] 1 ] ]
----------- - —————— : —————— —————— : ——— ey —————— : remme .
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 ] [} ] 1 ] ]
----------- - —————— : —————— —————— : ——— ey —————— : I
Worker v 0.2499 + 3.1162 v 7.5000e- * 0.5924 1 4.7600e- * 0.5972 1+ 0.1571 ' 4.3900e- * 0.1615 ' 606.2848 * 606.2848 v 0.0299 ' 606.9115
) L} ) L} L} ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) L)
' ' 003, 003, ' 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.1990 0.2499 3.1162 7.5000e- 0.5924 4.7600e- 0.5972 0.1571 4.3900e- 0.1615 606.2848 | 606.2848 0.0299 606.9115

003 003 003
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3.5 Booster Pump Station - 2017
Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 3/11/2016 10:09 AM

ROG NOx (6{0) SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 06762 ' 75542 1 45499 1 0.0119 ! 0.3748 ' 0.3748 ! ! 0.3448 ! 0.3448 0.0000 r1,212.011 ! 1,212.011 ! 0.3714 ! ! 1,219.810
:: 1 L} 1 L} L} 1 1] 1 1] : 8 1] 8 1 1] 1]
Total 0.6762 7.5542 4.5499 0.0119 0.3748 0.3748 0.3448 0.3448 0.0000 | 1,212.011 | 1,212.011| 0.3714 1,219.810
8 8 3
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n :
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n :
Worker v 0.2499 1+ 3.1162 1 7.5000e- * 0.5924 1 4.7600e- * 0.5972 + 0.1571 1 4.3900e- * 0.1615 ' 606.2848 1 606.2848 + 0.0299 ' 606.9115
) L} ) L} L} ) ) ) L} L] L} 1 L} L}
' ' v 003, 003, ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.1990 0.2499 3.1162 7.5000e- 0.5924 4.7600e- 0.5972 0.1571 4.3900e- 0.1615 606.2848 | 606.2848 0.0299 606.9115
003 003 003

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile
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4.1 Mitigation Measures Maobile
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ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust | PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust | Pm2.5 [ Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Mitigated = 1.1800e- * 0.0150 * 0.0154 ' 5.0000e- * 1.0800e- * 2.5000e- ' 1.3200e- * 2.9000e- 1 2.3000e- 1 5.2000e- v 44763 1 4.4763 1 3.0000e- v 44771
o003 : \ 005 , 003 ., 004 , 003 , 004 , 004 ., 004 . . \ 005 ,
----------- et T T T T e T T N T et LR L T T L e L
Unmitigated = 1.1800e- + 0.0150 + 0.0154 + 5.0000e- * 1.0800e- * 2.5000e- + 1.3200e- + 2.9000e- + 2.3000e- * 5.2000e- = v 44763 1+ 4.4763 1+ 3.0000e- v 44771
o003 | . , 005 . 003 . 004 , 003 , 004 . 004 . 004 . . . . 005 . .
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Manufacturing M 0.10 ! 0.00 0.00 . 321 . 321
Total | 0.10 0.00 0.00 | 321 | 321
4.3 Trip Type Information
Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-W or C-W | H-Sor C-C | H-O or C-NW [H-W or C-W| H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Manufacturing ' 16.60 840 6.90 * 5000 ' 2800 ! 13.00 : 92 : 5 . 3
oA | wm | w2 | mov | w2 | o2 | wep | weD | oBus | ueus | wmcy | ssBus | MH
0.000000®  0.000000*  0.000000°  0.000000*  0.000000' 0.000000* 0.000000' 1.000000* 0.000000! 0.000000* 0.000000'  0.000000: 0.000000

%9 Engr gy, Detail

Historical Energy Use: N
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ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
NaturalGas = 0.0706 ' 0.6417 + 0.5390 ' 3.8500e- ! v 0.0488 1+ 0.0488 ' 0.0488 ' 0.0488 1 769.9823 + 769.9823 + 0.0148 * 0.0141  774.6683
Mitigated & ' : v 003 : : : : : : : : : :
L 1] 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- B = = = = = e = =y - e e e e e e e e = = e R N N N e e e e e e e e e = mp == === =
NaturalGas == 0.0706 * 0.6417 + 0.5390 : 3.8500e- * + 0.0488  0.0488 + 0.0488 + 0.0488 = 1 769.9823 » 769.9823 + 0.0148 + 0.0141  774.6683
Unmitigated &, . . . 003 . . . . . . . . . . .
5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas
Unmitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Manufacturing * 6544.85 E: 0.0706 ' 0.6417 ' 0.5390 ! 3.8500e- ! ! 0.0488 ' 0.0488 ! 0.0488 ' 0.0488 ! 769.9823 1 769.9823 1 0.0148 @ 0.0141 ! 774.6683
' :- [ [ [] 003 [ [] [ [ [] [ ' [] [ [ ]
Total 0.0706 0.6417 0.5390 3.8500e- 0.0488 0.0488 0.0488 0.0488 769.9823 | 769.9823 | 0.0148 0.0141 | 774.6683

003
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Mitigated
NaturalGaf|] ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| Total cO2| CH4 N20 CcO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Manufacturing + 6.54485 : 0.0706 + 06417 ' 05390 ! 3.8500e- 100488 ' 00488 ! 100488 ' 0.0488 ' 769.9823 1 769.9823 ¢ 0.0148 ' 0.0141 ! 774.6683
' :- [ [ 003 [ ] [ [ ] [ ' ] [ ] ]
Total 0.0706 0.6417 0.5390 | 3.8500e- 0.0488 0.0488 0.0488 0.0488 769.9823 | 769.9823 | 0.0148 0.0141 | 774.6683
003
6.0 Area Detail
6.1 Mitigation Measures Area
ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Mitigated = 3.3222 1+ 1.2000e- * 0.0132 * 0.0000 ¢ ' 5.0000e- ' 5.0000e- ¢ 1 5.0000e- ' 5.0000e- v 0.0278 1 0.0278 1 8.0000e- 1 1 0.0294
- v o004, . : , 005 ., 005 , \ 005 . 005 . . v 005 .
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- e e e = e - === ===
Unmitigated = 3.3222 1+ 1.2000e- + 0.0132 * 0.0000 * '+ 5.0000e- * 5.0000e- ¢ + 5.0000e- * 5.0000e- = v 0.0278 1+ 0.0278 1 8.0000e- 1 v 0.0294
- , 004 . . . , 005 . 005 . » 005 . 005 . . . » 005 . .
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Unmitigated
ROG NOx CcoO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural = 0.8064 ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' '+ 0.0000 ¢ ' ' 0.0000
Coating . ' : : ' : : ' : . ' : : '
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : - S - m——————— e e
Consumer u 25146 ! ' ' ! 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 +* 0.0000 ' ! 0.0000 ' ! 0.0000
Products  m : . : : . : : . : . . : : .
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : ———g el ————eg - m——————— e e e
Landscaping = 1.2600e- * 1.2000e- ! 0.0132 + 0.0000 ! 5.0000e- * 5.0000e- ! 5.0000e- * 5.0000e- v 0.0278 ! 0.0278 + 8.0000e- * ! 0.0294
w003 | 004 . : v 005 § 005 i 005 , 005 . ' . 005 '
Total 3.3222 1.2000e- 0.0132 0.0000 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 5.0000e- 5.0000e- 0.0278 0.0278 8.0000e- 0.0294
004 005 005 005 005 005
Mitigated
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural = 0.8064 1 ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 +* 0.0000 -+ '+ 0.0000 + 0.0000 ' '+ 0.0000 ¢ ' ' 0.0000
Coating  m . : . . : . . : . : ' : : :
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : ———k e e m——— g - m———————— e
Consumer m 25146 » ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 + 0.0000 -+ '+ 0.0000 + 0.0000 ' '+ 0.0000 ¢ ' ' 0.0000
Products - . . . . . . : . : . . : : .
----------- n ———————n - ———————— - ———————— : ———k e e ——— g - m——————— ==
Landscaping = 1.2600e- * 1.2000e- * 0.0132  0.0000 1 5.0000e- + 5.0000e- 1 5.0000e- * 5.0000e- v 0.0278 '+ 0.0278 1 8.0000e- v 0.0294
- 003 , o004 . : i 005 , 005 i 005 , 005 . ' , 005 . :
- 1
Total 3.3222 1.2000e- 0.0132 0.0000 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 5.0000e- 5.0000e- 0.0278 0.0278 8.0000e- 0.0294
004 005 005 005 005 005

7.0 Water Detalil




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2 Page 26 of 26 Date: 3/11/2016 10:09 AM

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

8.0 Waste Detail

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

9.0 Operational Offroad

Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

10.0 Vegetation




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2 Page 1 of 30 Date: 3/11/2016 10:11 AM

Pomona Pipeline & AWTF
South Coast AQMD Air District, Annual

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population

Manufacturing . 127.00 . 1000sqft ' 2.92 ! 127,000.00 ' 0

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 31

Climate Zone 9 Operational Year 2018
Utility Company Southern California Edison

CO2 Intensity 630.89 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWHhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data
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Project Characteristics -

Land Use -

Construction Phase - Phases adjusted for duration of construction provided.

Off-road Equipment - Equipment adjusted for list provided.

Off-road Equipment -

Off-road Equipment - Equipment adjusted for list provided. Concrete and water truck input as off-hwy truck.
Off-road Equipment - Equipment adjusted from list provided in PD.

Trips and VMT - assume 23 daily haul trips for demo phase =46 total trips

Vehicle Trips - 48 total deliveries per yr/252 wkdays/yr / 127 (1000SF)=.0008 wkdy trip rates
Vechicle Emission Factors - HHD vehicles only for deliveries

Vechicle Emission Factors - HHD only for deliveries throughout the year

Vechicle Emission Factors -

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value
tblConstructionPhase . NumDays . 220.00 283.00
"""" iconsiuctionPhase & T  Rumbays T 220.00 :13000
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & 7 bhaseEndoate 3 212812018 : T T apipois T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & 7 bhaseEndoate 3 5/1/2017 : B V777 Y A
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & 7 bhaseEndoate 3 8/1/2018 : T Teoorr T
"""" iConsiuctonPhase & T Phaseswanbate 3 1/28/2017 : T apor T
"""" iConsiuctonPhase & T Phaseswanbate 3 41412017 : T apor T
"""" iConsiuctonPhase & T Phaseswanbate 3 2/1/2018 : T apor T
"""" biofRoadEquipment + T Horsepower 8.00 :8400
"""" biofRoadEquipment & T Horsepower 97.00 :8900
"""" biofRoadEquipment & T Horsepower 46.00 :17400
"""" biofRoadEquipment & T Horsepower 162.00 :25500
"""" biofRoadEquipment + T Hosepower 8.00 :17400
"""" biofRoadEquipment & T Hosepower 162.00 P 0T
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tblOffRoadEquipment

tblVehicleEF

HorsePower

0.38

0.43

0.38

0.38

0.38

Generator Sets

Graders

Rubber Tired Dozers

Graders

Scrapers

Welders

6.00

6.00

6.00

2014

0.00

21.00

0.03

0.03

0.51

0.51

hesduaaduaaduacduacduaaduacduacduacduaaduacduacduacduaaduacduacduaaduacduacduacduaaduacduacduacduaaduacdaaadans

0.06
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tblVehicleEF

tbIVehicleTrips

0.04

0.04

6.6810e-003

6.6810e-003

4.3700e-003

4.3700e-003

0.14

0.14

2.1350e-003

2.1350e-003

0.02

0.02

1.9380e-003

1.9380e-003

5.8600e-004

5.8600e-004

2.4930e-003

2.4930e-003

1.49

0.62

hssduaadeaaduacduacduaaduacduacduacduaaduacduacduacduacduacduacduaaduacduacduacduaaduaaduaaduns

3.82

8.0000e-004

2.0 Emissions Summary




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2 Page 5 of 30 Date: 3/11/2016 10:11 AM
2.1 Overall Construction
Unmitigated Construction
ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitve | Exhaust | PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM25 | Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| Totalco2| cH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year tonsl/yr MT/yr
2016 = 01301 * 1.3002 ' 0.8392 + 1.9600e- * 9.3400e- ' 0.0650 * 0.0744 + 2.4800e- 1 0.0612 ' 0.0637 0.0000 + 177.6826 1 177.6826 + 0.0414 + 0.0000 ' 178.5525
- L] 1 L] 003 L] 003 1 L] L] 003 1 L] L] 1 L] L] 1
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- H ———————g ] ———————g ] ———————g - LT Sey——. ] R T
2017 = 03174 1 30294 ! 24696 ' 51800e- ! 01362 ! 01526 ' 02888 ' 00365 ! 01410 ' 01775 0.0000 + 447.8275 1 447.8275 + 0.0883 * 0.0000 ' 449.6822
- : , , 003 . : : . : . . : : .
___________ L 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 ____‘________:______ 1 1 1 _____.:________
2018 = 00146 ! 01412 ! 01230 ! 2.5000e- ! 8.1700e- ! 6.7400e- ' 0.0149 ! 2.2000e- ! 6.2000e- ! 8.4000e- § 0.0000 : 21.0088 ' 210088 ' 3.6200e- ' 0.0000 ! 21.0849
- : , v 004 . 003 , 003 , 003 , 003 , 003 . ' \ 003 '
Total 0.4621 4.4708 3.4318 | 7.3900e- | 0.1537 0.2244 0.3780 0.0412 0.2084 0.2496 0.0000 | 646.5190 | 646.5190 | 0.1334 0.0000 | 649.3195
003
Mitigated Construction
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year tons/yr MT/yr
2016 = 01301 + 1.3002 + 0.8392 + 1.9600e- + 9.3400e- + 0.0650 + 0.0744 1+ 2.4800e- + 0.0612 + 0.0637 0.0000 + 177.6824 1 177.6824 + 0.0414 + 0.0000 ' 178.5523
L 1] 1] 1 1] 003 1] 003 1 1] 1] 003 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] L]
L 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1]
----------- 1 ———————g ] ———————g ] ———————g - LT re——— ] R
2017 » 03174 1 30294 ' 24696 ! 51800e- + 01362 ' 01526 @ 02888 @ 00365 ! 01410 @ 01775 0.0000 : 447.8272 1 447.8272 1 0.0883 ! 0.0000 ! 449.6818
L 1] 1] 1 1] 003 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1]
----------- 1 ———————g ] ———————g ] ———————g - LT rer—— ] R T
2018 = 00146 + 01412 1 01230 + 2.5000e- + 8.1700e- + 6.7400e- + 0.0149 1 2.2000e- ' 6.2000e- + 8.4000e- # 0.0000 + 21.0088 + 21.0088 + 3.6200e- + 0.0000 '+ 21.0849
- . . 1 004 i 003 , 003 v 003 , 003 , 003 : . v 003 | :
- 1
Total 0.4621 4.4708 3.4318 | 7.3900e- | 0.1537 0.2244 0.3780 0.0412 0.2084 0.2496 0.0000 | 646.5184 | 646.5184 | 0.1334 0.0000 | 649.3190

003
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ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Area = 06062 ' 2.0000e- ' 1.6400e- + 0.0000 * 1 1.0000e- ' 1.0000e- 1 1 1.0000e- ' 1.0000e- *# 0.0000 ' 3.1500e- ' 3.1500e- '+ 1.0000e- + 0.0000 ' 3.3300e-
- , 005 , 003 : , 005 ., 005 , \ 005 . 005 v 003 , 003 , 005 , 003
----------- H - : ——————q : ——————q : T T — : —— e e - -
Energy = 00129 + 0.1171 ' 0.0984 1 7.0000e- * 1 8.9000e- ' 8.9000e- 1 ' 8.9000e- * 8.9000e- % 0.0000 + 565.4147 1 565.4147 + 0.0226 '+ 6.5000e- ' 567.9044
- . . Vo004 ) \ 003 . 003 ., , 003 . 003 : . . V003
----------- H R —— : . : - : T T — : L
Mobile = 1.6000e- + 2.0500e- 1 2.3200e- + 1.0000e- + 1.4000e- ' 3.0000e- + 1.7000e- * 4.0000e- 1 3.0000e- + 7.0000e- # 0.0000 * 05264 1 05264 s+ 0.0000 *+ 0.0000 ' 0.5265
o 004 , 003 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 005 , 005 . . : : .
----------- H ——————q : ——————q : ——————q : B LRl — : S LT
Waste u ' ' ' ' ' 00000 * 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 31.9670 : 0.0000 ! 31.9670 ! 18892 ! 0.0000 ! 71.6401
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1]
----------- H ——————q : ——————q : ——————q : R : : S LT
Water - ' ' ' ' ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! ' 00000 ' 0.0000 1 118.7506 ' 0.9620 ! 0.0236 ! 146.2803
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1]
- 1
Total 0.6193 0.1192 0.1023 | 7.1000e- | 1.4000e- | 8.9400e- | 9.0800e- | 4.0000e- | 8.9400e- | 8.9800e- | 41.2844 | 675.3775 | 716.6619 | 2.8738 0.0301 | 786.3547
004 004 003 003 005 003 003
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2.2 Overall Operational
Mitigated Operational
ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Totalco2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Area = 0.6062 ' 2.0000e- ' 1.6400e- + 0.0000 * 1 1.0000e- * 1.0000e- 1 1.0000e- * 1.0000e- # 0.0000 * 3.1500e- ' 3.1500e- ' 1.0000e- + 0.0000 ' 3.3300e-
- , 005 , 003 : , 005 , 005 , \ 005 . 005 " 003 , 003 , 005 v 003
----------- H . : ——————q : ——————q : L T H e — : R T T
Energy = 00129 * 01171 ' 00984 ' 7.0000e- ! ! 8.9000e- ! 8.9000e- ! ! 8.9000e- ' 8.9000e- § 0.0000 @ 565.4147 ! 565.4147 ' 0.0226 * 6.5000e- ! 567.9044
- . , \ 004 , 003 , 003 , , 003 ., 003 . , : v 003
----------- H . : . : . : B L T —— : S T
Mobile = 1.6000e- + 2.0500e- ! 2.3200e- * 1.0000e- ! 1.4000e- ! 3.0000e- ! 1.7000e- ! 4.0000e- ! 3.0000e- ' 7.0000e- § 0.0000 @ 0.5264 ' 0.5264 ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.5265
. 004 , 003 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 005 , 005 . ' : : .
----------- H ——————q : ——————q : ——————q : B Ll — : S LT
Waste " ' ' ' ' ' 00000 * 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 31.9670 : 0.0000 ! 31.9670 ! 18892 ' 0.0000 ! 71.6401
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- H ——————q : ——————q : ——————q : Y TS —— : S LT
Water " ' ' ' ' ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 9.3174 1109.4332 1 118.7506 ! 0.9618 ' 0.0236 ! 146.2655
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
Total 0.6193 0.1192 0.1023 | 7.1000e- | 1.4000e- | 8.9400e- | 9.0800e- | 4.0000e- | 8.9400e- | 8.9800e- | 41.2844 | 675.3775 | 716.6619 | 2.8736 0.0301 | 786.3398
004 004 003 003 005 003 003
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.13 0.00
Reduction

3.0 Construction Detalil

Construction Phase
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Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 =Pipeline *Trenching :7/1/2016 14/3/2017 ! 5! 197,
2 T  Demeition-Exsiting Fadilty — sDemliton ""'"""""!17172'61'7""" ;172'772'0'1'7'""";"""'%’E""""""EEJE' T
3 fAwTE T EEaLﬁ&iﬁé'c'o'n's{raéu'o'n""""!17172'51'7""" ;173'172'0'1?3'""";""""s'E"""""'éE's'E' T
4 FSooster Pump Station Building Construction 172017 ;6/30/2017 I 5; 130? """""""""""""

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0

Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0 (Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment

Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor
AWTF *Plate Compactors ! 1 8.00: 84, 0.74
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccacenaaana
AWTF :Cranes ! 1 8.00: 226, 0.29
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccanenaaana
AWTF 'Tractors/Loaders/ Backhoes ! 1 7.00 ! 89 0.20
....................................................... e bFereccacenanana
Pipeline 'Welders ! 1 8.00: 174, 0.41
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I Fereccacenaaana
Booster Pump Station sExcavators ! 1 8.00: 255, 0.40
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccacenaaana
AWTF *Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes ! 1 8.00 ! 97 0.37
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccacenaaana
Demolition-Exsiting Facility *Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes ! 3 8.00: 97 0.37
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccacenaaana
Booster Pump Station *Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes ! 1 8.00: 97 0.37
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccecenaaana
Pipeline *Rollers ! 1 8.00: 80 0.38
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccacenaaana
Pipeline *Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes ! 1 7.00: 97 0.37
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccacenanana
Booster Pump Station *Plate Compactors ! 1 8.00: 174, 0.41
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccacenanana
Pipeline *Plate Compactors ! 1 8.00: 8; 0.43
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccacenaaana
Pipeline sExcavators ! 1 8.00: 361, 0.48
AWTE T =Off-Highway Trucks : 2! 6.00° a6t T 0.45
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Trips and VMT
Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class
Demolition-Exsiting  * 3: 8.00! 0.00 46.00! 14.70: 6.90] 20.00: LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
Canilitv . N ] 1
----------------- | ettt E R R | }- B ] I
Pipeline . 5:r 13.00: 0.00 0.00: 14.7OE 6.90] 20.00: LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
e LT LT T ; - demmmmmaaaa |mmmmmm———————— J-mmmmmmmmm e
Booster Pump Station * 3:r 53.00! 0.00 0.00: 14.7OE 6.90] 20.00: LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
................ = } ! ' 4+ ! } 3 R
AWTF . 6! 53.00: 21.00: 0.00: 14.70: 6.90: 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix 'HHDT
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
3.2 Pipeline - 2016
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 0.1267 1 1.2952 1 07870 1 1.8500e- * v 0.0649 ' 0.0649 v 0.0612 + 0.0612 0.0000 + 168.9303 » 168.9303 + 0.0410 * 0.0000 ' 169.7902
- : : i 003 : : : ' : . : : : '
Total 0.1267 1.2952 0.7870 | 1.8500e- 0.0649 0.0649 0.0612 0.0612 0.0000 | 168.9303 | 168.9303 | 0.0410 0.0000 | 169.7902
003
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ROG NOx CO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling E: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ey : ey ey : ———g = m- oy R : e
! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: ey : i ——————y i ——————y : ———-mm-aa- B R : R
Worker 3.4200e- ! 5.0300e- * 0.0523 ! 1.1000e- * 9.3400e- * 8.0000e- ' 9.4200e- * 2.4800e- ' 7.0000e- * 2.5500e- 0.0000 + 8.7524 1 8.7524 ! 4.7000e- *+ 0.0000 '+ 8.7623
w 003 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 003 , 005 , 003 . . \ 004 .
Total 3.4200e- | 5.0300e- 0.0523 1.1000e- | 9.3400e- | 8.0000e- | 9.4200e- | 2.4800e- | 7.0000e- 2.5500e- 0.0000 8.7524 8.7524 4.7000e- 0.0000 8.7623
003 003 004 003 005 003 003 005 003 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5- 0.1267 : 1.2952 + 0.7870 : 1.8500e- v 0.0649 '+ 0.0649 v 0.0612 + 0.0612 0.0000  168.9301 * 168.9301 : 0.0410 + 0.0000 ! 169.7900
- . . v 003 . ' . ' . : . ' . .
Total 0.1267 1.2952 0.7870 1.8500e- 0.0649 0.0649 0.0612 0.0612 0.0000 168.9301 | 168.9301 0.0410 0.0000 169.7900

003
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling E: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ey : ey ey : ———g = m- oy R : e
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ey : i ——————y i ——————y : ———gm = m -y R : R
Worker 3.4200e- ! 5.0300e- * 0.0523 ! 1.1000e- * 9.3400e- * 8.0000e- ! 9.4200e- * 2.4800e- * 7.0000e- * 2.5500e- 0.0000 + 8.7524 1 8.7524 ! 4.7000e- *+ 0.0000 '+ 8.7623
w 003 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 003 , 005 , 003 . : \ 004 :
Total 3.4200e- | 5.0300e- 0.0523 1.1000e- | 9.3400e- | 8.0000e- | 9.4200e- | 2.4800e- | 7.0000e- 2.5500e- 0.0000 8.7524 8.7524 4.7000e- 0.0000 8.7623
003 003 004 003 005 003 003 005 003 004
3.2 Pipeline - 2017
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5: 0.0591 : 0.5915 : 0.3915 : 9.3000e- : : 0.0296 : 0.0296 v 0.0278 + 0.0278 0.0000 : 84.1562 : 84.1562 : 0.0205 : 0.0000 ! 84.5865
- 1 1] 1 004 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Total 0.0591 0.5915 0.3915 9.3000e- 0.0296 0.0296 0.0278 0.0278 0.0000 84.1562 84.1562 0.0205 0.0000 84.5865

004
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ROG NOx CO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling E: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ey : ey ey : ———g = m- oy R : e
! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: ey : iy R : ———-mm-aa- B ey : Fm=---
Worker 1.5400e- ! 2.2900e- * 0.0237 ! 6.0000e- * 4.7100e- * 4.0000e- ' 4.7500e- * 1.2500e- ' 4.0000e- * 1.2900e- 0.0000 * 4.2403 ' 4.2403 ! 2.2000e- * 0.0000 * 4.2449
w 003 , 003 . 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 003 , 005 , 003 . . \ 004 .
Total 1.5400e- | 2.2900e- 0.0237 6.0000e- | 4.7100e- | 4.0000e- | 4.7500e- | 1.2500e- | 4.0000e- 1.2900e- 0.0000 4.2403 4.2403 2.2000e- 0.0000 4.2449
003 003 005 003 005 003 003 005 003 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5- 0.0591 : 0.5915 1 0.3915 : 9.3000e- v 0.0296 1+ 0.0296 v 0.0278 + 0.0278 0.0000 +* 84.1561 + 84.1561 : 0.0205  0.0000 ! 84.5864
- . . v 004 . ' . ' . : . ' . .
Total 0.0591 0.5915 0.3915 9.3000e- 0.0296 0.0296 0.0278 0.0278 0.0000 84.1561 84.1561 0.0205 0.0000 84.5864

004
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3.2 Pipeline - 2017
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ' 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : - : R —— R —— : ——— e eeaan] R —— :
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : - : . . : ——— e e eaan] - :
Worker 1.5400e- ' 2.2900e- ¢ 0.0237 ' 6.0000e- ! 4.7100e- ! 4.0000e- ! 4.7500e- ' 1.2500e- ! 4.0000e- ' 1.2900e- § 0.0000 ' 4.2403 *: 4.2403 ! 2.2000e- * 0.0000 ' 4.2449
o 003 , o003 , , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 003 , 005 , 003 . : \ 004 :
Total 1.5400e- | 2.2900e- | 0.0237 | 6.0000e- | 4.7100e- | 4.0000e- | 4.7500e- | 1.2500e- | 4.0000e- | 1.2900e- | 0.0000 4.2403 4.2403 | 2.2000e- | 0.0000 4.2449
003 003 005 003 005 003 003 005 003 004
3.3 Demolition-Exsiting Facility - 2017
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 9.5000e- * 0.0913 + 0.0718 + 9.0000e- + ' 6.8700e- 1 6.8700e- 1 ' 6.3200e- * 6.3200e- & 0.0000 + 8.6618 + 8.6618 1 2.6500e- + 0.0000 ' 8.7175
o003 : \ 005 , 003 ; 003 v 003 . 003 . : \ 003 .
Total 9.5000e- | 0.0913 0.0718 | 9.0000e- 6.8700e- | 6.8700e- 6.3200e- | 6.3200e- | 0.0000 8.6618 8.6618 | 2.6500e- | 0.0000 8.7175
003 005 003 003 003 003 003
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3.3 Demolition-Exsiting Facility - 2017
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 3.9000e- ' 6.0900e- ' 4.8400e- * 2.0000e- * 3.9000e- + 9.0000e- ' 4.9000e- * 1.1000e- ' 8.0000e- * 1.9000e- # 0.0000 : 1.5236 + 1.5236 ' 1.0000e- * 0.0000 ' 1.5239
o 004 , 003 , 003 , 005 , O0O4 , ©005 , 004 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : V005 . :
----------- : ey - ey ey : ——— e R -
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 * 00000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ‘' 0.000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : iy - iy f———————ny : ——— e ey -
Worker 2.9000e- ! 4.3000e- * 4.4300e- ! 1.0000e- ! 8.8000e- ! 1.0000e- ! 8.8000e- ' 2.3000e- ! 1.0000e- ! 2.4000e- i 0.0000 : 07907 ' 0.7907 ! 4.0000e- ! 0.0000 ! 0.7916
- 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 004 , 004 , 005 , 004 . . \ 005 .
Total 6.8000e- | 6.5200e- | 9.2700e- | 3.0000e- | 1.2700e- | 1.0000e- | 1.3700e- | 3.4000e- | 9.0000e- | 4.3000e- | 0.0000 2.3144 2.3144 | 5.0000e- | 0.0000 2.3154
004 003 003 005 003 004 003 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 9.5000e- * 0.0913 + 0.0718 + 9.0000e- + ' 6.8700e- 1 6.8700e- 1 ' 6.3200e- * 6.3200e- & 0.0000 *+ 8.6617 + 8.6617 ' 2.6500e- * 0.0000 ' 8.7175
o003 . \ 005 . 003 , 003 v 003 . 003 . . \ 003 .
Total 9.5000e- | 0.0913 0.0718 | 9.0000e- 6.8700e- | 6.8700e- 6.3200e- | 6.3200e- | 0.0000 8.6617 8.6617 | 2.6500e- | 0.0000 8.7175
003 005 003 003 003 003 003
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ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 3.9000e- ' 6.0900e- ' 4.8400e- * 2.0000e- * 3.9000e- + 9.0000e- ' 4.9000e- * 1.1000e- ' 8.0000e- * 1.9000e- # 0.0000 : 1.5236 + 1.5236 ' 1.0000e- * 0.0000 ' 1.5239
o 004 , 003 , 003 , 005 , O0O4 , ©005 , 004 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : V005 . :
----------- : ey - ey ey : ——— e R -
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 * 00000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ‘' 0.000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : iy - iy f———————ny : ——— e ey -
Worker 2.9000e- ! 4.3000e- * 4.4300e- ! 1.0000e- ! 8.8000e- ! 1.0000e- ! 8.8000e- ' 2.3000e- ! 1.0000e- ! 2.4000e- i 0.0000 : 07907 ' 0.7907 ! 4.0000e- ! 0.0000 ! 0.7916
- 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 004 , 004 , 005 , 004 . . \ 005 .
Total 6.8000e- | 6.5200e- | 9.2700e- | 3.0000e- | 1.2700e- | 1.0000e- | 1.3700e- | 3.4000e- | 9.0000e- | 4.3000e- | 0.0000 2.3144 2.3144 | 5.0000e- | 0.0000 2.3154
004 003 003 005 003 004 003 004 005 004 005
3.4 AWTF - 2017
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 0.1433 1 15675 1 0.8046 ' 1.3100e- * v 0.0873 1 0.0873 1 1 0.0803 * 0.0803 0.0000 : 121.8988 ' 121.8988 ! 0.0374 ' 0.0000 : 122.6832
- . . v 003 . . . . . . : . : .
Total 0.1433 1.5675 0.8046 | 1.3100e- 0.0873 0.0873 0.0803 0.0803 0.0000 | 121.8988 | 121.8988 | 0.0374 0.0000 | 122.6832

003
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ——— ey ———————n - Fmmm e
Vendor ! 0.2242 + 0.3011 ! 5.9000e- * 0.0168 1 3.4800e- ! 0.0203 * 4.8000e- ! 3.2000e- * 7.9900e- 0.0000 +* 52.9352 ' 52,9352 ! 3.8000e- * 0.0000 ' 52.9431
' . \ 004 V003 . 003 , 003 , 003 . : \ 004 :
----------- : ———————n - ———————— ———————— : ———mmm ey ———————— - Fmmm
Worker ' 0.0367 * 0.3813 ' 9.3000e- * 0.0756 ' 6.2000e- * 0.0762 * 0.0201 * 5.7000e- * 0.0207 0.0000 +* 68.1015 * 68.1015 ' 3.5200e- * 0.0000 '+ 68.1754
1 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 1 L] L] L] 1 L] L]
1 1] 1 004 1] 1] 004 1 1] 1 004 1] L] 1] 1 003 1] 1]
Total 0.0469 0.2609 0.6824 1.5200e- 0.0924 4.1000e- 0.0965 0.0249 3.7700e- 0.0286 0.0000 121.0366 | 121.0366 | 3.9000e- 0.0000 121.1185
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5- 0.1433 : 1.5675 + 0.8046 : 1.3100e- v 0.0873 1+ 0.0873 '+ 0.0803 '+ 0.0803 0.0000 1 121.8987 » 121.8987 : 0.0374 1+ 0.0000 ! 122.6830
- ' : v 003 . ' . ' . : . ' . .
Total 0.1433 1.5675 0.8046 1.3100e- 0.0873 0.0873 0.0803 0.0803 0.0000 121.8987 | 121.8987 0.0374 0.0000 122.6830

003
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3.4 AWTF - 2017
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling E: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ey : f——————— i ——————y : ———gm = mm oy i ——————y : Fm----
Vendor ! 0.2242 + 0.3011 ! 5.9000e- * 0.0168 1 3.4800e- ! 0.0203 * 4.8000e- ! 3.2000e- * 7.9900e- 0.0000 +* 52.9352 ' 52,9352 ! 3.8000e- * 0.0000 ' 52.9431
' . \ 004 , 003 . 003 , 003 , 003 . . \ 004 .
----------- : ey : iy ey : ———g = mm oy f———————— : T
Worker ' 0.0367 * 0.3813 ' 9.3000e- * 0.0756 ' 6.2000e- * 0.0762 * 0.0201 * 5.7000e- * 0.0207 0.0000 +* 68.1015 * 68.1015 ' 3.5200e- * 0.0000 '+ 68.1754
1 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 1 L] L] L] 1 L] L]
1 1] 1 004 1] 1] 004 1 1] 1 004 1] L] 1] 1 003 1] 1]
Total 0.0469 0.2609 0.6824 1.5200e- 0.0924 4.1000e- 0.0965 0.0249 3.7700e- 0.0286 0.0000 121.0366 | 121.0366 | 3.9000e- 0.0000 121.1185
003 003 003 003
3.4 AWTF - 2018
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 00108 ' 0.1201 * 0.0669 1+ 1.2000e- * ' 6.3900e- ' 6.3900e- 1 5.8800e- * 5.8800e- 0.0000 +* 10.6052 '+ 10.6052 '+ 3.3000e- * 0.0000 * 10.6745
- ' : \ 004 . . 003 , 003 \ 003 . 003 . : \ 003 . :
Total 0.0108 0.1201 0.0669 1.2000e- 6.3900e- | 6.3900e- 5.8800e- 5.8800e- 0.0000 10.6052 10.6052 3.3000e- 0.0000 10.6745
004 003 003 003 003 003
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3.4 AWTF - 2018
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ' 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : - : . ——————q : ——— e eeaaa] ——————q :
Vendor 1.8300e- * 00182 ¢ 0.0255 ! 5.0000e- ! 1.4900e- ! 2.9000e- ! 1.7800e- ! 4.2000e- ! 2.7000e- ' 6.9000e- § 0.0000 ' 4.6041 ' 4.6041 ! 3.0000e- * 0.0000 ' 4.6048
003 : , 005 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 004 , 004 , 004 . : \ 005 .
---------------- : - : - . : ——— e e eaan] - :
Worker 1.9700e- + 2.9500e- ¢+ 0.0305 ! 8.0000e- ! 6.6900e- ! 5.0000e- ! 6.7400e- ' 1.7800e- ! 5.0000e- ' 1.8300e- § 0.0000 @ 5.7995 : 57995 ! 2.9000e- * 0.0000 * 5.8056
o 003 , o003 , , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 003 , 005 , 003 . : \ 004 :
Total 3.8000e- | 0.0211 0.0561 | 1.3000e- | 8.1800e- | 3.4000e- | 8.5200e- | 2.2000e- | 3.2000e- | 2.5200e- | 0.0000 | 10.4036 | 10.4036 | 3.2000e- | 0.0000 | 10.4104
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 0.0108 * 01201 + 0.0669 + 1.2000e- + ' 6.3900e- 1 6.3900e- 1 ' 5.8800e- * 5.8800e- & 0.0000 + 10.6052 + 10.6052 ' 3.3000e- ' 0.0000 ' 10.6745
- . . y 004 ) \ 003 , 003 \ 003 . 003 : : y 003 | .
Total 0.0108 0.1201 0.0669 | 1.2000e- 6.3900e- | 6.3900e- 5.8800e- | 5.8800e- | 0.0000 | 10.6052 | 10.6052 | 3.3000e- | 0.0000 | 10.6745
004 003 003 003 003 003
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ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ' 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : - : . ——————q : ——— e eeaaa] ——————q :
Vendor 1.8300e- * 00182 ¢ 0.0255 ! 5.0000e- ! 1.4900e- ! 2.9000e- ! 1.7800e- ! 4.2000e- ! 2.7000e- ' 6.9000e- § 0.0000 ' 4.6041 ' 4.6041 ! 3.0000e- * 0.0000 ' 4.6048
003 : , 005 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 004 , 004 , 004 . : \ 005 .
---------------- : - : - . : ——— e e eaan] - :
Worker 1.9700e- + 2.9500e- ¢+ 0.0305 ! 8.0000e- ! 6.6900e- ! 5.0000e- ! 6.7400e- ' 1.7800e- ! 5.0000e- ' 1.8300e- § 0.0000 @ 5.7995 : 57995 ! 2.9000e- * 0.0000 * 5.8056
o 003 , o003 , , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 003 , 005 , 003 . : \ 004 :
Total 3.8000e- | 0.0211 0.0561 | 1.3000e- | 8.1800e- | 3.4000e- | 8.5200e- | 2.2000e- | 3.2000e- | 2.5200e- | 0.0000 | 10.4036 | 10.4036 | 3.2000e- | 0.0000 | 10.4104
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 004
3.5 Booster Pump Station - 2017
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 0.0440 ' 04910 ' 0.2958 ! 7.7000e- ! 100244 1 00244 1 v 0.0224 + 0.0224 0.0000 ' 71.4687 ' 71.4687 ! 00219 ' 00000 ! 71.9286
- ' : v 004 : ' . ' . . : ' : .
Total 0.0440 0.4910 0.2958 | 7.7000e- 0.0244 0.0244 0.0224 0.0224 0.0000 | 71.4687 | 71.4687 | 0.0219 0.0000 | 71.9286

004
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -] ———————n : N
Vendor ! 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -] ———————n : rmm--a--
Worker ' 0.0184 ' 0.1906 ' 4.6000e- * 0.0378 * 3.1000e- ' 0.0381 ' 0.0100 ' 2.9000e- * 0.0103 0.0000 '+ 34.0507 * 34.0507 ' 1.7600e- * 0.0000 ' 34.0877
1 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 1 L] L] L] 1 L] L]
1 1] 1 004 1] 1] 004 1 1] 1 004 1] L] 1] 1 003 1] 1]
Total 0.0124 0.0184 0.1906 4.6000e- 0.0378 3.1000e- 0.0381 0.0100 2.9000e- 0.0103 0.0000 34.0507 | 34.0507 | 1.7600e- 0.0000 34.0877
004 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5- 0.0440 : 0.4910 + 0.2958 : 7.7000e- 1 v 0.0244 : 0.0244 1 0.0224 + 0.0224 0.0000 + 71.4686 * 71.4686 : 0.0219 + 0.0000 ! 71.9285
- ' : v 004 : ' : ' : : : ' : .
Total 0.0440 0.4910 0.2958 7.7000e- 0.0244 0.0244 0.0224 0.0224 0.0000 71.4686 71.4686 0.0219 0.0000 71.9285

004
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ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitve | Exhaust | PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 | Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| Totalco2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ey : ey ey : ——— e R : e
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ey : fm———————ny ey : ——— e iy : e
Worker ' 00184  0.1906 ' 4.6000e- + 0.0378 + 3.1000e- ' 0.0381 +* 0.0100 1 2.9000e- * 0.0103 0.0000 * 34.0507 ' 34.0507 ' 1.7600e- * 0.0000 *+ 34.0877
1 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 1 L] L] L] 1 L] L]
1 1] 1 004 1] 1] 004 1 1] 1 004 [ L] 1] 1 003 1] 1]
Total 0.0124 0.0184 0.1906 | 4.6000e- | 0.0378 | 3.1000e- | 0.0381 0.0100 | 2.9000e- | 0.0103 0.0000 | 34.0507 | 34.0507 | 1.7600e- | 0.0000 | 34.0877
004 004 004 003
4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile
4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Mitigated = 1.6000e- 1 2.0500e- + 2.3200e- + 1.0000e- + 1.4000e- + 3.0000e- 1 1.7000e- '+ 4.0000e- + 3.0000e- + 7.0000e- # 0.0000 + 0.5264 + 0.5264 + 0.0000 + 0.0000 ' 0.5265
o 004 , 003 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 005 , 005 . : . : .
E T T R R ——————— ,—————— —————— ——————— e—————— B LTy ey Fem———— —————— e—————— ——————— o mmmma
Unmitigated = 1.6000e- + 2.0500e- * 2.3200e- * 1.0000e- * 1.4000e- * 3.0000e- * 1.7000e- * 4.0000e- * 3.0000e- * 7.0000e- = 0.0000 * 0.5264 :* 0.5264 :+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.5265
w 004 . o003 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 ., 004 ., 005 , 005 , 005 @ . . . . .
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Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Manufacturing . 0.10 ! 0.00 0.00 . 321 . 321
Total | 0.10 0.00 0.00 | 321 | 321
4.3 Trip Type Information
Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-W or C-W | H-Sor C-C | H-O or C-NW JH-W or C-W| H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Manufacturing . 16.60 8.40 ' 6.90 = 5900 :+ 2800 13.00 . 92 . 5 . 3
tbA | wrt | wr2 | wov | w1 | wHp2 | wmep | mHD | oBus | usus | wmcy | sBus | MH
0.000000z  0.000000: 0.000000: 0.000000: 0.000000: 0.000000: 0.000000: 1.000000: 0.000000: 0.000000: 0.000000: 0.000000: 0.000000
29 Fngrgy,Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
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ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr

Electricity = ' ' ' ' + 0.0000 ' 0.0000 1 '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000  437.9355 1 437.9355 + 0.0201 * 4.1600e- * 439.6494

Mitigated : : ' : : ' : ' : . : ' i 003
: ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ——— e : ———————n - R L
Electricity = ' ' ' ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 : 437.9355 & 437.9355 ' 0.0201 ! 4.1600e- ! 439.6494

Unmitigated :: ] : ] : : [ : [ : : : [ : 003 :

----------- hm——————n ———————— - ———————— ———————— : ——— ey f———————— - F=mm -
NaturalGas = 00129 ' 0.1171 ' 0.0984 ' 7.0000e- ! ' 8.9000e- ! 8.9000e- ! ! 8.9000e- * 8.9000e- 0.0000 : 127.4792 + 127.4792 ! 2.4400e- + 2.3400e- ! 128.2550

Mitigated =, , . \ 004 i 003 ; 003 , 003 ., 003 . . , 003 , 003 ,

----------- T Tl . T T D e T T e et L T e T P T
NaturalGas = 0.0129 + 0.1171 + 0.0984 s 7.0000e- * '+ 8.9000e- ' 8.9000e- 1 1 8.9000e- ' 8.9000e- = 0.0000 @ 127.4792 + 127.4792 + 2.4400e- * 2.3400e- ' 128.2550
Unmitigated 5, ' ' , 004 , 003 , 003 ., , 003 , 003 : ' ' . 003 , o003 ,

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Unmitigated

NaturalGa ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr tonslyr MTl/yr

Manufacturing '+ 2.38887e : 0.0129 ' 0.1171 '+ 0.0984 1 7.0000e- * ' 8.9000e- ' 8.9000e- ¢ 1 8.9000e- ' 8.9000e- 0.0000 1 127.4792 v 127.4792 v 2.4400e- + 2.3400e- * 128.2550

\+006 . : \ 004 i 003 , 003 ., i 003 . 003 . : i 003 , 003

[ [
Total 0.0129 0.1171 0.0984 | 7.0000e- 8.9000e- | 8.9000e- 8.9000e- | 8.9000e- 0.0000 | 127.4792 | 127.4792 | 2.4400e- | 2.3400e- | 128.2550

004 003 003 003 003 003 003
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Mitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr tonsl/yr MTl/yr
Manufacturing * 2.38887e E- 0.0129 + 0.1271 + 0.0984 ' 7.0000e- * 1 8.9000e- * 8.9000e- * 1 8.9000e- * 8.9000e- 0.0000 * 127.4792 v 127.4792 + 2.4400e- '+ 2.3400e- ' 128.2550
I +006 & : : i 004 \ 003 . o003 . \ 003 . 003 . ' V003 1 003
[N
Total 0.0129 0.1171 0.0984 7.0000e- 8.9000e- | 8.9000e- 8.9000e- 8.9000e- 0.0000 127.4792 | 127.4792 | 2.4400e- | 2.3400e- | 128.2550
004 003 003 003 003 003 003
5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity
Unmitigated
Electricity J| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use
Land Use kWh/yr MTlyr
Manufacturing '+ 1.53035e :- 437.9355 + 0.0201 + 4.1600e- ' 439.6494
\ +006 : v 003
[ [
Total 437.9355 0.0201 4.1600e- | 439.6494
003
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Mitigated
Electricity J| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use
Land Use kWh/yr MTlyr
Manufacturing + 153035 & 437.9355 1 0.0201 ' 4.1600e- ! 439.6494
Y +006 4 : V003
[N
Total 437.9355 | 0.0201 | 4.1600e- | 439.6494
003
6.0 Area Detail
6.1 Mitigation Measures Area
ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| Totalco2| cH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Mitigated = 0.6062 1 2.0000e- ' 1.6400e- * 0.0000 ¢ ' 1.0000e- * 1.0000e- 1 1.0000e- * 1.0000e- # 0.0000 + 3.1500e- ' 3.1500e- + 1.0000e- + 0.0000 ' 3.3300e-
- , 005 , 003 : , 005 ., 005 , , 005 . 005 v 003 , 003 , 005 . \ 003
----------- T T T T T LT T T . T T . e R L T T STTRPpu RS R
Unmitigated = 0.6062 + 2.0000e- * 1.6400e- + 0.0000 * + 1.0000e- * 1.0000e- + 1.0000e- * 1.0000e- = 0.0000 + 3.1500e- : 3.1500e- * 1.0000e- *+ 0.0000 * 3.3300e-
- V005 . 003 . , 005 . 005 . v 005 . 005 =1 » 003 ; 003 ; 005 , 003
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Unmitigated
ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Totalco2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory tonsl/yr MT/yr
Architectural = 0.1472 ' ' ' ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 1 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 0.0000
Coating - : : : : . : : . : . . : : .
----------- H f———————— : f———————— : f———————— : ———g e el ———— : e ST
Consumer = 0.4589 ' ' ' ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
Products :: : ] : : ] : : ] : ' ] : : ]
----------- H fm———————ny : f———————— : f———————— : ———g e el ————— : e
Landscaping = 1.6000e- ' 2.0000e- ! 1.6400e- ' 0.0000 ! ! 1.0000e- ' 1.0000e- ! ! 1.0000e- ! 1.0000e- § 0.0000 @ 3.1500e- ! 3.1500e- ' 1.0000e- ' 0.0000 ! 3.3300e-
o 004 , 005 , 003 , : , 005 , 005 , , 005 . 005 003 , 003 , 005 \ 003
Total 0.6062 | 2.0000e- | 1.6400e- | 0.0000 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- | 0.0000 | 3.1500e- | 3.1500e- | 1.0000e- | 0.0000 | 3.3300e-
005 003 005 005 005 005 003 003 005 003
Mitigated
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr
Architectural = 0.1472 » ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 1 '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 0.0000
Coating - : . : : . : : . : . : : .
----------- H f———————— : f———————— : f———————— : - : ] R T
Consumer = 0.4589 1 ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 1 '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000
Products : . : . . . . . . . . . . :
----------- H T : f———————— : f———————— - LT re——— ] T
Landscaping = 1.6000e- * 2.0000e- 1 1.6400e- + 0.0000 + '+ 1.0000e- + 1.0000e- 1 + 1.0000e- + 1.0000e- % 0.0000 @ 3.1500e- 1 3.1500e- + 1.0000e- + 0.0000 * 3.3300e-
o004 . 005 , 003 . , 005 , 005 , \ 005 . 005 v 003 , 003 , 005 , 003
- 1
Total 0.6062 | 2.0000e- | 1.6400e- | 0.0000 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- | 0.0000 | 3.1500e- | 3.1500e- | 1.0000e- | 0.0000 | 3.3300e-
005 003 005 005 005 005 003 003 005 003

7.0 Water Detalil
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7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e

Category MT/yr

Mitigated - 118.7506 ! 0.9618 0.0236 * 146.2655

[
- -
Unmitigated - 118.7506 ! 0.9620

-
0.0236 ! 146.2803

7.2 Water by Land Use
Unmitigated

Indoor/Out}| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
door Use

Land Use Mgal MT/yr

Manufacturing :29.3687/:: 118.7506: 0.9620 ! 0.0236 146.2803
0

Total 118.7506 0.9620 0.0236 146.2803
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7.2 Water by Land Use

Mitigated
Indoor/Out | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
door Use
Land Use Mgal MT/yr

Manufacturing '29.3687/:' 118.7506: 0.9618 ! 0.0236 :146.2655
' 0 "

[
Total 118.7506 0.9618 0.0236 146.2655

8.0 Waste Detail

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

Category/Year

Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e

Mitigated - 31.9670 71.6401

[ [
Unmitigated - 31.9670

71.6401

R
S
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Unmitigated
Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Disposed
Land Use tons MT/yr
Manufacturing ! 157.48 :: 31.9670 ! 1.8892 ! 0.0000 ! 71.6401
' :: [ ] '
Total 31.9670 1.8892 0.0000 71.6401
Mitigated
Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Disposed
Land Use tons MT/yr
Manufacturing + 157.48 & 31.9670 @ 1.8892 ' 0.0000 : 71.6401
: : : : ;
Total 31.9670 1.8892 0.0000 71.6401
9.0 Operational Offroad
Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
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10.0 Vegetation




APPENDIX B




GADBRIELENO BAND OF MISSIONINDIANS - KIZHNATION
}ﬂistorica”y known as The San Gabriel Bancl of Mission lnc]ians
recognized b}j the State of Ca]iFornia as the aboriginal tribe of the | os Ange[es basin

RE: AB52 consultation response for the Pomona Intertie Project

Dear Sylvia Lee
Manager of Planning & Environmental Resources

May4, 2016
Please find this letter in response to your request for consultation dated April 7, 2016. | have reviewed the project site and do have concerns for cultural
resources. Your project lies in an area where the Ancestral territories of the Kizh (Kitc) Gabrielefio’s villages adjoined and overlapped with each other, at
least during the Late Prehistoric and Protohistoric Periods. The homeland of the Kizh Gabrielefio was probably the most influential Native American group
in aboriginal southern California (Bean and Smith 1978a:538), was centered in the Los Angeles Basin, and reached as far east as the San Bernardino-
Riverside area. The homeland of our neighbors the Serranos was primarily the San Bernardino Mountains, including the slopes and lowlands on the north
and south flanks. Whatever the linguistic affiliation, Native Americans in and around the project area exhibited similar organization and resource
procurement strategies. Villages were based on clan or lineage groups. Their home/ base sites are marked by midden deposits often with bedrock mortars.
During their seasonal rounds to exploit plant resources, small groups would migrate within their traditional territory in search of specific plants and
animals. Their gathering strategies of ten left behind signs of special use sites, usually grinding slicks on bedrock boulders, at the locations of the resources.

Due to the project location and the high sensitivity of the area location, we would like to request one of our certified Native American Monitor to be on

site during any and all ground disturbances (including but not limited to pavement removal, post holing, auguring, boring, grading, excavation and
trenching) to protect any cultural resources which may be effected during construction or development. In all cases, when the Native American Heritage
Commission states there are ““no records of sacred sites in the project area” the NAHC will always refer lead agencies to the respective Native American
Tribe because the NAHC is only aware of general information and are not the experts on each California Tribe. Our Elder Committee & Tribal Historians
are the experts for our Tribe and are able to provide a more complete history (both written and oral) regarding the location of historic villages, trade routes,
cemeteries and sacred/religious sites in the project area. While the property may be located in an area that has been previously developed, numerous
examples can be shared to show that there still is a possibility that unknown, yet significant, cultural resources will be encountered during ground
disturbance activities. Please note, if they haven’t been listed with the NAHC, it doesn’t mean that they aren’t there. Not everyone reports what they know.

The recent implementation of AB52 dictates that lead agencies consult with Native American Tribes who can prove and document traditional and cultural
affiliation with the area of said project in order to protect cultural resources. However our tribe is connected Ancestrally to this project location area, what
does Ancestrally or Ancestral mean? The people who were in your family in past times, Of, belonging to, inherited from, or denoting an ancestor or
ancestors http://www.thefreedictionary.com/ancestral. Our priorities are to avoid and protect without delay or conflicts — to consult with you to avoid
unnecessary destruction of cultural and biological resources, but also to protect what resources still exist at the project site for the benefit and education of
future generations.

CC: NAHC

With respect,
]
2

(_,_,z,/-/

Andrew Salas, Chairman
cell (626)926-4131

Andrew Salas, Chairman Nadine Salas, Vice-Chairman Christina Swindall Martinez, secretary

Albert Perez, treasurer | Martha Gonzalez Lemos, treasurer Il Richard Gradias, Chairman of the council of Elders

FO Box 3%9% Covina, CA 91723 www.gabriclcnoin&i;—ms@qahoo.com gabriclcnoiﬂc{ians@yahoo.com



FINAL MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION



ATTACHMENT 2:

Comments and Responses



ToMm DODSON & ASSOCIATES —~—
2150 N. ARROWHEAD AVENUE K
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92405
TEL (909) 882-3612 * FAX (909) 882-7015 / |
E-MAIL tda@tdaenv.com L

MEMORANDUM

June 22, 2016
From: Tom Dodson
To: Mr. Joshua Aguilar

Subj:  Completion of the Mitigated Negative Declaration for the IEUA Pomona Intertie Project
(SCH#2016051051)

The Inland Empire Utilities Agency (IEUA or Agency) received three written comments on the
proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the IEUA Pomona Intertie Project
(SCH# 2016051051). CEQA requires a Negative Declaration, in this case with mitigation
measures, to consist of the Initial Study, copies of the comments, any responses to comments
as compiled on the following pages; and any other project related material prepared to address
issues evaluated in the Initial Study or prepared as part of the planning review of the project.

For this project, the original Initial Study will be utilized as one component of the final MND
package. The attached responses to comments, combined with the Initial Study and the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, constitute the final MND package that will be
used by IEUA to consider the environmental effects of implementing the proposed project. The
following parties submitted comments. These letters are addressed in the attached Responses
to Comments:

1. State Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse
2. California Department of Transportation, District 7
3. California State Water Resources Control Board

Because mitigation measures are required for this project to reduce potentially significant
impacts to a less than significant level, the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
(MMRP) attached to this package is required to be adopted as part of this final MND package by
the Agency Board. Tom Dodson will be attending the public meeting on this project to address
any questions that the Agency Board members may have regarding the adoption of the MND for
the proposed project. This Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration and the IEUA Pomona
Intertie Project will be considered by the Agency Board it its meeting on July 20, 2016. Do not
hesitate to give me a call if you have any questions regarding the contents of this package.

v Db

Tom Dodson

Attachments



Chino, CA 91708

Subject: IEUA Pomona Intertie Project
SCH#: 2016051051

éﬁ\(’?:“?\['{'&/g&
~ STATE OF CALIFORNIA § % "~
GOVERNOR S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH .« tqfR ¢
O e & '
: . STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT .. . 2 0p caeS™
EDMUND G. BROWN JR. : ‘ S KEN ALEX
. GOVERNOR Lo DIRECTOR
June 15,2016
Sylv1e Lee
Inland Empire Utility Aoency
6075 Kimball Avenue - l
|
|

. Dear Sylvie Lee:

" The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Mitigated Negative Declaration to selected state
agencies for review. On the enclosed Document Details Report please note that the Clearinghouse has -
listed the state.agencies that reviewed your document. The review period closed on June 14,2016, and the:
comments from the responding agency: (ies) is (are) enclosed. If this comment package is not in order,
please notify the State Clearinghouse immediately. Please refer to the project’s ten-digit State

. Clearinghouse number in future correspondence so that we may respond promptly. -

Please note that:Section 21104(c) of the California Public Resources Code states that: |

“A responsible or other public agency shail only make substantive comuments regarding those -
" activities involved in:a project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or which are
* -Tequired to be carried out or approved by the agency. Those comments shall be supported by - -
specific documentation.”

These comments are forwarded for use in preparing your final environmental document. Should you need
more information or clarification of the enclosed comments, we recommend that you contact the.
commenting agency directly. : gt

This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for :
draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. Please ¢ontact the.
State Clearinghouse at (916).445-0613 if you have any.questions regarding the environmental review
process.

Siﬁcerely,

a0 %3 e
S/ﬁz:f
ott Morgan

Director, State Clearinghouse

Enclosures
cc: Resources Agency

1400 10th Street  P.O.Box 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044 -
(916) 445-0613 . FAX (916) 323-3018  www.0pr.ca.gov
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RESPONSES TO COMMENTS
LETTER #1
OFFICE OF PLANNING AND RESEARCH, STATE CLEARINGHOUSE

This is an acknowledgment letter verifying that the State Clearinghouse submitted the
Initial Study and the Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration to
selected state agencies for review, and that one state agency (California Department of
Transportation District 7) submitted comments through the Clearinghouse by the close of
the review period, which occurred on June 14, 2016. Responses to the District 7
comment letter are provided in responses to comments letter #2. The State assigned
this project the following tracking number, SCH #2016051051. This letter is for
information only and does not require additional formal response.



. Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2016051051 ‘
Project Title. |EUA Pomona Intertie Project , : Lo
Lead Agency Inland Empire Utilities Agency - -~ : : ‘ me A

Type MND Mitigated Negative Declaration

. Description * The proposed project includes the construction of a recycled water pipeline; booster pump station; and
‘ advanced water treatment facility. The purpose of the project is to improve the groundwater
replenishment system within the IEUA's service area. The project would serve to consolidate
- wastewater treatment service in the area by maximizing the recovery of water supply:from brine
sources within the City of Pomona, IEUA, and Monte Vista Water District service areas.

Lead Agency Contact
Name  Sylvie Lee
Agency Inland Empire Utility Agency

Phone 909-993-1600 ' Fax
‘email '
.-Address 6075 Kimball Avenue R : ,
City Chino . : State CA  Zip 91708

“Project Location
County Los Angeles, San Bernardino
City Pomona, Montclair
Region
Lat/Long 34°2'N/117°28'36"W
‘Cross Streets Lincoind Ave/Ramona Ave
Parcel No. 8355017006, 8339020028
Township Range Section Base

Proximity to:
Highways 110
Airports
Railways
Waterways San Antonio Creek
Schools
Land Use GPD: Urban Neighborhood, Activity Center, Residential Nelghborhood Low Res, Public/Quasi Public
: and Conservation Basins
Z: Light Industrial (M-1), Corridors Specific Plan, Single Family (R-1- 6000) Slngle Famlly (R 1-7200)
and Single Family Res

-'Pioject Issues = Aesthetic/Visual; Agricultural Land; Air Quality; Archaeologic-HiStoric; Biological Resources; Coastal
‘ Zone; Fiood Plain/Fiooding; Forest Land/Fire Hazard; Geologic/Seismic; Public Services; Noise;
Recreation/Parks; Soil Erosmn/Compac’non/Gradmg Traffic/Circulation; Toxnc/Hazardous Vegetation; -
- Water Supply; Wetland/Rlparlan Wildlife; Landuse :

Agencies Region 6: Department of Parks and Recreation; Department of Water Resources; Caltrans, District 7;
Caltrans, District 8; Native American Heritage Commission; State Water Resources Control Board,”
Division of Drinking Water; State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Drinking Water, District
15; State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Drinking Water, District 13; State Water.
Resources Control Board, Divison of Financial Assistance; State Water Resources Control Board,
Division of Water Rights; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 8; Regional Water Quahty
Control Board, Region 4

N . . L |
Reviewing - Resources Agency; Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 5; Department of Fish and Wildlife, - l
|

Date Received 05/16/2016 Start of Review 05/16/2016 End of Review 06/14/2016

Note: Blanks in data fields result-from insufficient information provided by lead agency.



;.:DISTRICT T+ OFF lCE OF TRANSPGRTATION PLANNING e
100 S. MAIN'STREET, M§16" ; :
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‘environmental réview.

Some of the constriction’ work is mthl“ Stats

Govewmr”s(lﬂ"ceofplannma&Reseamh '

May 26,2016 L - MAY 26 2015
SIATECLEARINGHOYS
. MS Sylme LCG OO ) [T CBN ........ e o
Inland Empire Utilities. Agency R LS Wwlilbht '
6075 Kimball Avenue ..~ ..~ %/M“é E -
Chmo CA9I708 e S e
RE :';5 Pomona Tntertie Project.
" Vie, LA-10/PMi44.17 to 48.26 .
SCH#2016051051

IGR/CEQA No. 16054GAL-MND?

Dear Ms. Lee:

Thank ‘you for -including

;the Cahfonna Department of Transportatlon (Caltrans) m thea' o

the -construction of’

‘Water Treatment Facility).

perforined within the: State Right-of-wi WIH T Encroachment Perm:tt from Caltrans

Any modificationsto:State facilities:must meet: all mandatory design standard and: spemﬁcatmns

-Storm water run-off is. a sensmve lssue for Los: Angeies and Ventura counties. Please be;;f

_,dlschaifgc clean run-off water Addmonally B

...... ' ' A .Seriousdmughl
: Heipsaww ‘r/:vv.

1SPO
baltrans It is recommended that large size truck mps be hmxted to off-peak commutc penod:.

In addition, a. truck/uafﬁc constructioff management pIan is‘needed -for-this. project. T raffic
"Managemeat Plans: involving lane closures or street detours: which: will impact the circulation
_system affectmg trafﬁc to and h:om ﬁeeway onfoﬁ~ramps shouid ‘-e coordmated with Caltrans

fo. enhance ('al formxz s economy and Tivab rln:y
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RESPONSES TO COMMENTS
LETTER #2
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7 (CALTRANS)

Your comment is noted and will be retained in the project file that is made available to
the Agency decision-makers prior to a decision on the proposed project. IEUA will
acquire the appropriate encroachment permits prior to initiating disturbance within any
State right-of-way.

Your comment is noted and will be retained in the project file that is made available to
the Agency decision-makers prior to a decision on the proposed project. Specific
mitigation, measure GEO-1, will be implemented to control surface water runoff and
minimize generation of water pollutants.

Your comment is noted and will be retained in the project file that is made available to
the Agency decision-makers prior to a decision on the proposed project. [IEUA will
require its contractor to acquire the appropriate transportation permits prior to delivery of
heavy construction equipment and will also direct such deliveries during off-peak
commute periods when possible.

Your comment is noted and will be retained in the project file that is made available to
the Agency decision-makers prior to a decision on the proposed project. Specific
mitigation, measure TR-1, will be implemented to control hazards during construction
activities within road rights-of-way.



_

~Singerely,.

'Ms SyM’e“’Lée S

Page” o

If you have any questlons, please feel free to contact AIan Lm the pro;ect coordmator at (213)
897-8391 and refer to IGR/CEQA No. 160540AL : :

DIANNA'WATSO‘N’”" o
Branch Chief ~ ~ -~ RO T

Community Planmno & LD IGR Rev1ew

ce: Soott Motgan; -.S‘tate:f.@l‘e.am:nghom@i T

« Prowde - mfe sustainable,: mtegrated and qﬁ“ cient: tran.gporzatton Systeny
10 enhanc' alifornia’s economy aid divability™ i




Your comment is noted and will be retained in the project file that is made available to
the Agency decision-makers prior to a decision on the proposed project. Future
communications with District 7 will be submitted with the appropriate project reference
and with Mr. Lin.
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Sylvie Lee

Inland Empire Utilities Agency
8075 Kimball Avenue

Chino, CA 91708

Dear Ms. Lee:

INITIAL STUDY MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION (IS/MND) FOR INLAND EMPIRE
UTILITIES AGENCY (AGENCY); IEUA POMONA INTERTIE PROJECT (PROJECT); SAN
BERNARDINO COUNTY; STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NO. 2016051051

We understand that the Agency may be pursuing Clean Water State Revolving Fund (CWSRF)
financing for this Project. As a funding agency and a state agency with jurisdiction by law to
preserve, enhance, and restore the quality of California’s water resources, the State Water
Resources Control Board (State Water Board) is providing the following information on the
IS/MND to be prepared for the Project.

The State Water Board, Division of Financial Assistance, is responsible for administering the
CWSRF Program. The primary purpose for the CWSRF Program is to implement the Clean
Water Act and various state laws by providing financial assistance for wastewater treatment
facilities necessary to prevent water pollution, recycle water, correct nonpoint source and storm
drainage pollution problems, provide for estuary enhancement, and thereby protect and promote
health, safety and welfare of the inhabitants of the state. The CWSRF Program provides low-
interest funding equal to one-half of the most recent State General Obligation Bond Rates with a
30-year term. Applications are accepted and processed continuously. Please refer to the State
Water Rnard's CWSRF website at:

The CWSRF Program is partially funded by the United States Environmental Protection Agency
and requires additional “CEQA-Plus” environmenta! documentation and review. Three
enclosures are included that further explain the CWSRF Program environmental review process
and the additional federal requirements. For the compiete environmental application package,
nleasea visit:

The
OIAle ¥vdier Doara 15 requirea (0 Consuit amecly wWitn agencies responsicic ror |mp|ementing
federal environmental laws and regulations. Any environmental issues raised by federal
agencies or their representatives will need to be resolved prior to State Water Board approval of
a CWSRF financing commitment for the proposed Project. For further information on the
CWSREF Program, please contact Mr. Ahmad Kashkoli, at (916} 341-5855.



Ms. Sylvie Lee -2-

It is important to note that prior to a CWSRF financing commitment, projects are subject to
provisions of the Federal Endangered Species Act (ESA), and must obtain Section 7 clearance
from the United States Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and/or
the United States Department of Commerce National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) for any potential effects to special-status species.

Please be advised that the State Water Board will consult with the USFWS, and/or the NMFS
regarding all federal special-status species that the Project has the potential to impact if the
Project is to be financed by the CWSRF Program. The Agency will need to identify whether the
Project will involve any direct effects from construction aclivities, or indirect effects such as
growth inducement, that may affect federally listed threatened, endangered, or candidate
species that are known, or have a potential to occur in the Project site, in the surrounding areas,
or in the service area, and to identify applicable conservation measures to reduce such effects.

In addition, CWSRF projects must comply with federal laws pertaining to cultural resources,
specifically Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (Section 108). The State
Water Board has responsibility for ensuring compliance with Section 106, and must consult
directly with the California State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO). SHPO consultation is
initiated when sufficient information is provided by the CWSRF applicant. If the Agency decides
to pursue CWSREF financing, please retain a consultant that mests the Secretarv of the Interinr's
Professional Qualifications Standards

to prepare a Section 106 compliance repor.

Note that the Agency will need to identify the Area of Potential Effects (APE), including
construction and staging areas, and the depth of any excavation. The APE is three-dimensional
and includes all areas that may be affected by the Project. The APE includes the surface area
and extends below ground to the depth of any Project excavations. The records search request
should extend to a “2-mile beyond Project APE. The appropriate area varies for different
projects but should be drawn large enough to provide information on what types of sites may
exist in the vicinity.

Other federal environmental requirements pertinent to the Project under the CWSRF Program
include the followina (far a comnlete list of all federal renuirements nlease visit

A. An alternative analysis discussing environmental impacts of the project in either the
CEQA document (Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration or
Environmental Impact Report) or in a separate report.

B. A public meeting or hearing for adoption/certification of all environmental documents,
except for those with little to no environmental impacts.



RESPONSES TO COMMENTS
LETTER #3
STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

IEUA may pursue funding through the State Board for CWSRF in the future, and the
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) was prepared under this
assumption. As the State Board is aware, IEUA is very familiar with the CWSRF CEQA-
Plus environmental requirements and when CWSRF funding is considered in the future,
the appropriate documentation to comply with the State Board’'s CEQA-Plus program will
be compiled and submitted..



Ms. Sylvie Lee -3-

C. Compliance with the Federal Clean Air Act: (a) Provide air quality studies that may have
been done for the Project; and (b) if the Project is in a nonattainment area or attainment
area subject to a maintenance plan; (i) provide a summary of the estimated emissions
(in tons per year) that are expected from both the construction and operation of the
Project for each federal criteria pollutant in a nonattainment or maintenance area, and
indicate if the nonattainment designation is moderate, serious, or severe (if applicable);
(i) if emissions are above the federal de minimis levels, but the Project is sized to meet
only the needs of current population projections that are used in the approved State
Implementation Plan for air quality, quantitatively indicate how the proposed capacity
increase was calculated using population projections.

D. Compliance with the Coastal Zone Management Act: Identify whether the Project is
within a coastal zone and the status of any coordination with the California Coastal
Commission.

E. Protection of Wetlands: Identify any portion of the proposed Project area that should be
evaluated for wetlands or United States waters delineation by the United States Army
Corps of Engineers (USACE), or requires a permit from the USACE, and identify the
status of coordination with the USACE.

F. Compliance with the Farmland Protection Policy Act: Identify whether the Project will
result in the conversion of farmland. State the status of farmland (Prime, Unique, or
Local and Statewide Importance) in the Project area and determine if this area is under a
Williamson Act Contract.

G. Compliance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act: List any birds protected under this act
that may be impacted by the Project and identify conservation measures to minimize
impacts.

H. Compliance with the Flood Plain Management Act: Identify whether or not the Project is
in a Flood Management Zone and include a copy of the Federal Emergency
Management Agency flood zone maps for the area.

|. Compliance with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act: Identify whether or not any Wild and
Scenic Rivers would be potentially impacted by the Project and include conservation
measures to minimize such impacts.

Following are specific comments on the Agency’s draft |S/MND:

» On page 186, please check the appropriate box under Air Quality - point b (Violate
any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or project air
quality violation).

« |n an event alternative 2 is chosen for booster pump station, then please attach
the preliminary and final Project design plan to the cultural resources report.

» Cultural Resources mitigation measure 5 (page 40) states that there will be a
cultural resources sensitivity training either in person or via a training module.
Please retain a log of training documentation.

e Under Geology, Soils, and Seismicity, part of the Project footprint falls under the
liquefaction zone (figure 5). Specifically state how the CBC and Standard
engineering and construction practices would protect the booster pump station
and part of the pipeline from seismic ground-related failure, including liquefaction.
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The correct box is the “Less Than Significant With Mitigation.” The change requested is
hereby incorporated by reference.

The final project design will be incorporated into the cultural resources report when the
CEQA Plus package is submitted to the State Board..

Based on this request, a log of training field personnel will be maintained by IEUA or the
contractor.

The facilities referenced in this comment will be protected by establishing proper
foundations to ensure that any liquefaction hazards will be controlled to a less than
significant impact level.



Ms. Sylvie Lee -4-

Please provide us with the following documents applicable to the proposed Project following the
Agency’s California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process: (1) one copy of the draft and
final IS/MND, (2} the resolution adopting the iIS/MND and making CEQA findings, (3) all
comments received during the review period and the Agency’s response to those comments, (4)
the adopted Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), and (5) the Notice of
Determination filed with the San Bernardino County Clerk and the Governor's Office of Planning
and Research, State Clearinghouse. We would appreciate notices of any hearings or meetings
held regarding environmental review of any projects to be funded by the State Water Board.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Agency’s draft IS/MND. If you have any questions
or concerns, please feel free to contact me at (916) 319-0220, or by email at

Sabhil. Pathak@waterboards.ca.gov, or contact Ahmad Kashkoli at (916) 341-5855, or by email
at Ahmad.Kashkoli@waterboards.ca.gov.

Sincerel:iw
Sahil Pathak
Environmental Scientist

Enclosures (3)

1. Clean Water State Revolving Fund Environmental Review Requirements
2. Quick Reference Guide to CEQA Requirements for State Revolving Fund Loans
3. Basic Criteria for Cultural Resources Reports

CC: State Clearinghouse
(Re: SCH# 2016051051)
P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044
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Your comment is noted and will be retained in the project file that is made available to
the Agency decision-makers prior to a decision on the proposed project. When CWSRF
funding is sought in the future, IEUA will provide the information listed in this comment.

Your comment is noted and will be retained in the project file that is made available to
the Agency decision-makers prior to a decision on the proposed project.



S N\dtifor;falzldiscoric P‘I‘Fé‘;e‘rriatioh Act (NHPA)

" Section 106 of the NHPA requires an analysis of the effects
~ - on “historic properties” The Section 106 processis designed -
«;.-+ toaccommodate historic preservatron concens for federal
T *"actions with the potentialto affect historic propertres EarIy ;
© . consultation with appropriate qovernment agencies, Indian
-~ tribes, and members of the public, will ensure that their =+

= vrewsand concerns are addressed durrng 1he plannrng phase

Hrstorrc propertres(re burldrngs structures objects et

andarchaeologrcalsrtesSOyears or older) are propertres ’
1" thatare included in the National Register of Historic ¢
Placesormeetthecrrterra forthe NatronaIRegrster 3

Required Documents. .

o Kdraft State Historic Preservatron Ofﬁcer consultatron
request letter, and S R e

" A cultural resources report on hrsrorrc propertres conducted
according fo the Secretary ofthe Interrors Standards o

including: g
o A cIearIy def ned Area of Potentral Effect (APE)

specifying the length, width, and depth of exca.vatron, ‘,:ud

with a map clearly illustrating the project APE,

» A records search, less than one year old, extendrng toa |

half-mile beyond the project APE;

+ Witten description of field methods |

« Identification and evaluation of hrstorrc propertres
within the project’s APE; and

= Documentation of consultatron wrth the Native
American Herrtage Commrssron and Iocal Natrve
Amerrcan trrbes < i

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

If your project has the potential to affect biological resources
or historic properties, the consultation process can be
lengthy. Please contact the State Water Board staff early

in your planning process to discuss what additional
information may be needed for your specific project.

Please contact your State Water Board Project Manager

or Mr. Ahmad Kashkoli at (916) 341-5855 or

Ahmad Kashkoli@waterboards.ca.gov for more
information related to the CWSRF Program environmental
review process and requirements.

We've got the green...
to keep California’s water clean.

CLEAN WATER STATE REVOLVING FUND

Water Boards

STATE WATER RESOURCES GUNTAOL BOARD
REGIONAL WATER QUALITY GONTROL BOARDS

www.waterboards.ca.gov

7102 °8934 :03S1A3Y

WATER STATE REVOLVING FUND

| Environmental

Review
Requrrements

State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Financial Assistance




ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
REQUIREMENTS

The Clean Water State Revalving Fund (CWSRF) Program is
partially funded by the United States Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA), and is subject to federal environmental regulations
as well as the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

All applicants seeking CWSRF financing must comply with

both CEQA and the federal cross-cutting requlations. The
"Environmental Package" provides the forms and instructions
needed to complete the environmental review requirements
for CWSRF financing. The forms and instructions are available
at: http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/
programs/grants_loans/srf/srf_forms.shtml.

Lead Agency/Applicant

The applicant will generally act as the "Lead Agency" for
environmental review. It will prepare, circulate, and consider
the environmental documents prior to approving the
project. It also provides the State Water Board with copies
of the CEQA documents, and a completed “Environmental
Evaluation Form for Environmental Review and Federal
Coordination” (http.//www.waterboards.ca.gov/
water_issues/programs/grants_loans/srf/docs/forms/
application_environmental_package.pdf) with supporting
documents as part of the "Environmental Package."

Responsible Agency/State Water Board
The State Water Board acts on behalf of EPA to review and
consider the environmental documents before approving
financing. The State Water Board may require additional
studies or documentation to make its own CEQA findings, as
well as circulate CEQA documents and other environmental
reports to relevant federal agencies for consultation before
making a determination about the project financing.

The Applicant must address all relevant federal agendies'
comments before project financing is approved.

FEDERAL CROSS-CUTTING REGULATIONS

The CWSRF Program requires consultation with - y
relevant federal agencies on the following federal s
environmental regulatlons if appllcable to the prOJect g

« CeanAirAct = s
- Coastal Barriers Resources At -+
+ (oastal Zone Management At
+ Endangered Species Act

» Environmental Justice - )

« Farmland Protection Palicy Act
» Floodplain Management .= .
« Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservanon

and ManagementAct .= 0.
« Migratory Bird Treaty Act k
« National Historic Preservation Act
+ Protection of Wetlands
= Safe Drinking Water Act,

Sole Source Aquifer Protection -

. Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

The followmg isa bnef overview of requnements
for some of the key regulatlons i

Clean Air Act (CAR) -
The CAA general conformity analyS|s only applies to
projects in areas not meeting the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards or subject 0.2 maintenance plan :

If project emissions are below the federal”de m1n|m|s Ievels
then: oot £o = R
Lo A general conformny analy5|s Isnot requned

then: e ,
* A general conformny determmatlon for the prOJect must

population projections used in an approved State
Implementation Plan for air quality. '

If project emlssmnsare above thefederal”de mlﬂImIS Ievels »

: ‘/2 . &vidence
be made. A general conformity determination canbe =~ s NG

made if facilties are sized to meet the needs of current \

S \‘ '\K\Q\\{V‘L\\
- ‘k N % ‘\| " >

VAN
TR

- Using population projections, applicants must explain

howthe proposedcapacltymcreasewascalculated ‘R

An air quallty modehng analySIS Is necessary of -
all projects for the following criteria pollutants
regardless of attainment status: ‘

« (arbon monoxide

o lead -

. OdeeS of nltrogen

C Bl e o

« Particulate matter (PM2.5 and PM10)
« Sulfur dioxide

Endangered Species Act (ESA)
The ESA requires an analysis of the effects on federally listed
species. The State Water Board will determine the project’s
potential effects on federally listed species, and will initiate
informal/formal consultation with the United States Fish
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and/or the National Marine
Fisheries Service, as necessary under Section 7 of the ESA

A species list, less than oneyearold from the USFWS and
the California Department of Flsh and Wildlife's Natural
Diversity Database; T

Abiological survey conducted dunng the appropnate

- time of year; T

/" Maps or documents (blologlcal reports or b|olog|ca!
assessments, if necessary); and

An assessment of the direct or indirect impacts to any
federally listed species and/or critical habitat. If no effects
are expected, explain why and provide the supportlng




Basic Criteria for Cultural Resources Report Preparatlon

State Water Resources Control Board

Division of Financial Assistance

For Section 106 Consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO)
under the National Historic Preservation Act

CULTURAL RESOURCES REPORT

The Cultural Resources Report must be prepared by a
qualified researcher that meets the Secretary of the Interior’s
Professional Qualifications Standards. Please see the
Professional Qualifications Standards at the following website
at: http://www.cr.nps.gov/local-law/arch_stnds_9.htm

The Cultural Resources Report should include one of the
four “findings”listed in Section 106. These include:

“No historic properties affected”
{no properties are within the area of potential
effect (APE; including below the ground).

“No effect to historic properties”
(properties may be near the APE, but the
project will not have any adverse effects).

“No adverse effect to historic properties”
(the project may affect “historic properties’,
but the effects will not be adverse).

“Adverse effect to historic properties”
Note: Consultation with the SHPO will be required if a
“no adverse effect to historic properties”or an “adverse
effect to historic properties” determination is made,
to develop and evaluate alternatives or modifications
to the proposed project that could avoid, minimize or
mitigate adverse effects on“historic properties”

RECORDS SEARCH

« Arecords search (less than ane year old) extending to a half-
mile beyond the project APE from a geographically appropriate
Information Center is required. The records search should
include maps that show all recorded sites and surveys in
relation to the APE for the proposed project, and copies of the
confidential site records included as an appendix to the Cultural
Resources Report.

- The APE is three-dimensional (depth, length and width) and
all areas (e.g, new construction, easements, staging areas, and
access roads) directly affected by the proposed project.

We've got the green..
‘to keep California’s water clean.

CLEAN WATEf STATE REVOLVING FUND



NATIVE AMERICAN
and INTERESTED PARTY CONSULTATION

- Native American and interested party consultation should
be initiated at the planning phase of the proposed project
to gather information to assist with the preparation of an
adequate Cultural Resources Report.

« The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) must be
contacted to obtain documentation of a search of the Sacred
Lands Files for or near the project APE.

+ Alllocal Native American tribal organizations or individuals
identified by the NAHC must be contacted by certified mal,
and the letter should include a map and a description of the
proposed project.

+ Follow-up contact should be made by telephone and a phone
log maintained to document the contacts and responses.

« Letters of inquiry seeking historical information on the
project area and local vicinity should be sent to local historical
societies, preservation organizations, or individual members
of the public with a demonstrated interest in the proposed
project.

Copies of all documents mentioned above (project
description, map, phone log and letters sent to the
NAHC and Native American tribal organizations

or individuals and interested parties) must be
included in the Cultural Resources Report.

(ontact Information: For more information related to the CWSRF Program
Cuttural Resources and Requirments, please contact Mr Ahmad Kashkoll at
916-341-5855 or Ahmad Kashkoli@waterboards ca gov

REVISED: JAN. 2014

PRECAUTIONS

Afinding of “no kmown resources” without supporting
evidence Is unacceptable. The Cultural Resources Report
must identify resources within the APE or demonstrate
with sufficient evidence that none are present.

“The area is sensitive for buried archaeological
resources,” followed by a statement that “monitoring is
recommended.” Monitoring is not an acceptable option
without good-faith effort to demonstrate that no known
resource Is present.

If “the area is already disturbed by previous
construction” documentation is still required to demonstrate
that the proposed project wilf not affect “historic properties”
An existing road can be protecting a buried archaeological
deposit or may itself be a “historic property” Additionally,
previous construction may have impacted an archaeological
site that has not been previously documented.

SHPO CONSULTATION LETTER

Submit a draft consultation letter prepared by the qualified
researcher with the Cultural Resources Report to the State Water
Resources Control Board. A draft consultation letter template is
available for download on the State Water Board webpage at:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/
grants_loans/cwsrf_requirements.shtml

nnnnnnnnnn
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CLEAN WATER STATE REVOLVING FUND

California Environmental Quality Act Requwements

The State Water Resources Control Board
(State Water Board), Division of Financial
Assistance, administers the Clean

Water State Revolving Fund (CWSRF)
Program. The CWSRF Program is partially
funded by grants from the United States
Environmental Protection Agency. All
applicants seeking CWSRF financing
must comply with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and
provide sufficient information so that
the State Water Board can document
compliance with federal environmental
laws. The “Environmental Package”
provides the forms and instructions
needed to complete the environmental
review requirements for CWSRF Program
financing. ltis available at:
http.//www.waterboards.ca.gov/
water_issues/programs/grants_
loans/srf/srf_forms.shtml

We've got the green...
to keep California’s water clean

CLEAN WATER STATE REVOLVING FUND

LEAD AGENCY

The applicant is usually the “Lead Agency”and
must prepare and circulate an environmental
document before approving a project. Only

a public agency, such as a local, regional or
state government, may be the “Lead Agency”
under CEQA. Ifa project will be completed by a

non-governmental organization, “Lead Agency”

responsibility goes to the first public agency
providing discretionary approval for the project

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY

The State Water Board is generally a
“Responsible Agency” under CEQA. As a
“Responsible Agency,” the State Water Board
must make findings based on information
provided by the “Lead Agency” before financing
aproject

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The State Water Board's environmental review
of the project’s compliance with both CEQA
and federal cross-cutting requlations must be
completed before a project can be financed by
the CWSRF Program

DOCUMENT REVIEW

Applicants are encouraged to consult with
State Water Board staff early during preparation
of CEQA document if considering CWSRF
financing. Applicants shall also send their
environmental documents to the State Water
Board, Environmental Review Unit during

the CEQA public review period. This way, any
environmental concerns can be addressed early
In the process

Contact Information: For more information related to the CWSRF Program environmental
review process and requirements, please contact your State Water Board Project Manager
or Mr. Ahmad Kashkoli at 916-341-5855 or Ahmad Kashkoli@waterboards ca gov

REVISED FEB. 2014

State Water Resources Control Board

Division of Financial Assistance

REQUIRED DOCUMENTS

The Environmental Review Unit requires the
documents listed below to make findings and
complete its environmental review. Once the
State Water Board receives all the required
documents and makes its own findings, the
environmental review for the project will be
complete

v Draft and Final Environmental Documents:
Environmental Impact Report, Negative
Dedlaration, and Mitigated Negative Decla-
ration as appropriate to the project

v Resolution adopting/certifying the environ-
mental document, making CEQA findings,
and approving the project

" All comments received during the public
review period and the “Lead Agency’s”
responses io those comments

v Adopted Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Plan, if applicable

v Date-stamped copy of the Notice of
Determination or Notice of Exemption filed
with the County Clerk(s) and the Governor's
Office of Planning and Research

v CWSRF Evaluation Form for Environmental
Review and Federal Coordination with
supporting documents

E\NAE aeu GES CONTAOL
h | % - GONTASE RDARDE
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ATTACHMENT 3:

Mitigation, Monitoring, and
Reporting Program



INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY
IEUA POMONA INTERTIE PROJECT
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measure

Implementation Schedule

Verification

Air Quality
AIR-1

Using best available control measures during soil disturbance. The

menu of enhanced dust control measures includes the following:

Limit the disturbance “footprint” to as small an area as practical.
Water all active construction areas at least twice daily.

Cover all off-site haul trucks or maintain at least 2 feet of
freeboard.

Pave or apply water four times daily to all unpaved parking or
staging areas.

Sweep or wash any site access points within 30 minutes of any
visible dirt deposition on any public roadway.

Cover or water twice daily any on-site stockpiles of debris, dirt or
other dusty material.

Suspend all operations on any unpaved surface if winds exceed
25 mph.

This measure shall be incorporated into the
construction contract when it is prepared. This
measure shall be implemented and monitored
by the Contractor during construction. Field
notes documenting implementation shall be
maintained onsite by the Contractor.

A copy of the construction contract shall be
retained in the project file. Verification of
implementation shall be based on field
inspections by Agency inspection personnel
during construction, including contractor field
notes documenting implementation. Field
notes documenting verification shall be
retained in the project file.

Source

Responsible Party

Status / Date / Initials

Initial Study

IEUA / Contractor

Mitigation Measure

Implementation Schedule

Verification

Air Quality
AIR-2

Limit allowable idling to 5 minutes for trucks and heavy equipment

before shutting the equipment down.

This measure shall be incorporated into the
construction contract when it is prepared. This
measure shall be implemented and monitored
by the Contractor during construction. Field
notes documenting implementation shall be
maintained onsite by the Contractor.

A copy of the construction contract shall be
retained in the project file. Verification of
implementation shall be based on field
inspections by Agency inspection personnel
during construction, including contractor field
notes documenting implementation. Field
notes documenting verification shall be
retained in the project file.

Source

Responsible Party

Status / Date / Initials

Initial Study

IEUA / Contractor

MMRP Table, Page 1




INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY
IEUA POMONA INTERTIE PROJECT
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measure

Implementation Schedule

Verification

Air Quality
AIR-3  Utilize Tier 3 rated diesel engines for off-road construction equipment.

This measure shall be incorporated into the
construction contract when it is prepared. This
measure shall be implemented and monitored
by the Contractor during construction. Field
notes documenting implementation shall be
maintained onsite by the Contractor.

A copy of the construction contract shall be
retained in the project file. Verification of
implementation shall be based on field
inspections by Agency inspection personnel
during construction, including contractor field
notes documenting implementation. Field
notes documenting verification shall be
retained in the project file.

Source

Responsible Party

Status / Date / Initials

Initial Study

IEUA / Contractor

Mitigation Measure

Implementation Schedule

Verification

Biological Resources

BIO-1  Prior to removal of the four oak trees present within the proposed
AWTF, IEUA shall consult with the City of Montclair to determine the
appropriate location and number of trees to be planted within the facility
according to the regulations outlined in the City of Montclair Tree
Policy.

The oak tree management plan shall be
completed and approved prior to removal of
the oak trees, and the plan shall be
implemented during project construction.

A copy of the oak tree management plan shall
be retained in the project file. Verification of
implementation shall be based on field
inspections by Agency inspection personnel
during and after construction, including
contractor field notes documenting implemen-
tation. Field notes documenting verification
shall be retained in the project file.

Source

Responsible Party

Status / Date / Initials

Initial Study

IEUA / Contractor

MMRP Table, Page 2




INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY
IEUA POMONA INTERTIE PROJECT
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measure

Implementation Schedule

Verification

Cultural Resources

CUL-1

In the event that booster pump station alternative 2 is selected, IEUA
shall retain a qualified architectural historian meeting the Secretary of
the Interior's Professional Qualification Standards for architectural
history to review and approve the preliminary and final project design
plans to ensure that it conforms to the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards.

Under this measure and prior to construction a
historical report on the project’s final design
shall be completed and concurrence in final
design shall receive review and approval from
the historian. The approved final design shall
be implemented in accordance with the
approved plans during construction.

A copy of the approved historical report on
final design shall be retained in the project file.
Verification of implementation shall be based
on field inspections by Agency inspection
personnel during and after construction,
including contractor field notes documenting
implementation. Field notes documenting
verification shall be retained in the project file.

Source

Responsible Party

Status / Date / Initials

Initial Study

IEUA / Contractor

Mitigation Measure

Implementation Schedule

Verification

Cultural Resources

CUL-2

A qualified archeologist, defined as an archaeologist who meets the
Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualifications Standards for
archaeology (36 CFR Part 61), or an archaeologist working under the
direction of a qualified archaeologist, shall conduct pre-construction
cultural resources sensitivity training to inform construction personnel
on the types of cultural resources that may be encountered, and to
bring awareness to personnel of actions to be taken in the event of a
cultural resources discovery. IEUA shall complete training for all
construction personnel and retain documentation showing when
training of personnel was completed.

The pre-construction sensitivity training shall
be conducted for all onsite employees prior to
entering the work site(s).

A log of all trained employees shall be
compiled and retained in the project file,
including the date of training and the date that
an employee reaches the work site(s).

Source

Responsible Party

Status / Date / Initials

Initial Study

IEUA / Contractor

MMRP Table, Page 3




INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY
IEUA POMONA INTERTIE PROJECT
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measure

Implementation Schedule

Verification

Cultural Resources
CUL-3 Archaeological monitoring shall be conducted for all initial ground-

disturbing activities at the AWTF and booster pump station alternatives.
If during initial observations of a fair sampling of the area, the monitor
determines the area lacks archaeological potential due to evidence of
past disturbances, monitoring may be discontinued after consultation
with the qualified archaeologist. If it appears that the area appears
undisturbed and there is a potential for intact subsurface resources,
then full-time monitoring shall be implemented to a depth of 5 feet
(anticipated depth of older Quaternary deposits). Monitoring may be
discounted at depths above 5 feet if older Quaternary deposits are
encountered. Archaeological monitoring shall be conducted by a
monitor familiar with the types of archaeological resources that could
be encountered within the project area, and under the direct super-
vision of the qualified archaeologist. The monitor shall observe all
ground-disturbing activities, including but not limited to, brush
clearance, grubbing, demolition and concrete removal, and grading and
excavation and shall be empowered to halt or redirect ground-
disturbing activities away from the vicinity of a discovery until the
qualified archaeologist has evaluated the discovery and determined
appropriate treatment (as prescribed in Mitigation Measure CUL-4). The
monitor shall keep daily logs detailing the types of activities and soils
observed, and any discoveries. After monitoring has been completed,
the qualified archaeologist shall prepare a monitoring report that details
the results of monitoring. The report shall be submitted to the IEUA,
SCCIC, and any Native American groups who request a copy.

This monitoring measure shall be
implemented during initial ground disturbing
activities. Monitoring logs shall be compiled
daily and a final report shall be compiled and
submitted at the end of the monitoring effort.

Monitoring logs and the final monitoring report
shall be retained in the project file. Field
inspectors shall verify that monitors are in the
field during construction activities and provide
notes to the file verifying this finding.

Source

Responsible Party

Status / Date / Initials

Initial Study

. IEUA / Contractor
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INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY
IEUA POMONA INTERTIE PROJECT
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measure

Implementation Schedule

Verification

Cultural Resources

CUL-4

In the event of the discovery of archaeological materials, IEUA shall
immediately cease all work activities in the area (within approximately
50 feet) of the discovery until it can be evaluated by the qualified
archaeologist. Prehistoric archaeological materials might include
obsidian and chert flaked-stone tools (e.g., projectile points, knives,
scrapers) or tool-making debris; culturally darkened soil (“midden”)
containing heat-affected rocks, artifacts, or shellfish remains; and stone
milling equipment (e.g., mortars, pestles, handstones, or milling slabs);
and battered stone tools, such as hammerstones and pitted stones.
Historic-period materials might include stone or concrete footings and
walls; filled wells or privies; and deposits of metal, glass, and/or
ceramic refuse. Construction shall not resume until the qualified
archaeologist has conferred with the IEUA on the significance of the
resource.

If it is determined that the discovered archaeological resource
constitutes a historical or unique archaeological resource under CEQA,
avoidance and preservation in place is the preferred manner of
mitigation. Preservation in place maintains the important relationship
between artifacts and their archaeological context and also serves to
avoid conflict with traditional and religious values of groups who may
ascribe meaning to the resource. Preservation in place may be
accomplished by, but is not limited to, avoidance, incorporating the
resource into open space, capping, or deeding the site into a
permanent conservation easement. In the event that preservation in
place is demonstrated to be infeasible and data recovery through
excavation is the only feasible mitigation available, a Cultural
Resources Treatment Plan shall be prepared and implemented by a
qualified archaeologist in consultation with the IEUA that provides for
the adequate recovery of the scientifically consequential information
contained in the archaeological resource. The IEUA shall consult with
appropriate Native American representatives in determining treatment
for prehistoric or Native American resources to ensure cultural values
ascribed to the resource, beyond that which is scientifically important,
are considered.

This measure shall be implemented during
ground disturbing construction activities.

If any cultural resources or human remains are
discovered, the reports compiled regarding
management of any discovery shall be
retained in the project file.

Source Responsible Party Status / Date / Initials

Initial Study

IEUA / Contractor
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INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY
IEUA POMONA INTERTIE PROJECT
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measure

Implementation Schedule

Verification

Cultural Resources

CULS5

Prior to earthmoving activities, a Qualified Paleontologist (QP) meeting
the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP) standards (SVP, 2010)
shall be retained. The QP shall contribute to any construction worker
cultural resources sensitivity training either in person or via a training
module provided to the qualified archaeologist. The training session
shall focus on the recognition of the types of paleontological resources
that could be encountered within the project site and the procedures to
be followed if they are found. The QP shall also oversee the
paleontological monitoring (as prescribed in CUL-6) and shall be
available to ascertain the significance of any paleontological resources
recovered during project excavations (as prescribed in CUL-7). The QP
shall also conduct periodic spot-checks of exposed sediments to assist
the qualified paleontological monitor in determining the age/sensitivity
of exposed sediments and/or paleontological resources encountered
during project excavations.

This measure shall be implemented during

ground disturbing construction activities.

If any paleontological resources are
discovered, the reports compiled regarding
management of any discovery shall be
retained in the project file.

Source

Responsible Party

Status / Date / Initials

Initial Study

IEUA / Contractor

Mitigation Measure

Implementation Schedule

Verification

Cultural Resources

CUL-6

Prior to earthmoving activities, a qualified paleontological monitor
meeting the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP) standards (SVP,
2010) shall be retained. The qualified paleontological monitor shall
monitor all excavations into native sediments below 5 feet in depth and
have the authority to temporarily halt or divert work away from exposed
fossils in order to recover the fossil specimens safely and quickly. The
qualified paleontological monitor shall complete daily monitoring logs
outlining the day’s activities. Paleontological monitoring may be
increased or decreased if fossils are discovered above 5 feet or if the
QP determines that based on subsurface sediments the potential for
encountering significant paleontological resources is low.

This measure shall be implemented during

ground disturbing construction activities.

If any paleontological resources are
discovered, the reports compiled regarding
management of any discovery shall be
retained in the project file.

Source

Responsible Party

Status / Date / Initials

Initial Study

IEUA / Contractor

MMRP Table, Page 6




INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY
IEUA POMONA INTERTIE PROJECT
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measure

Implementation Schedule

Verification

Cultural Resources

CUL-7

If paleontological resources are encountered during ground-disturbing
activities, all work within 100 feet of the find shall halt until the find can
be evaluated by the QP and appropriate measures taken to salvage the
specimens if they are determined to be potentially significant. If
sediments are encountered that are deemed appropriate for the
recovery of microvertebrate specimens, the QP shall direct the
paleontological monitor to collect a test sample (approximately 600
pounds per SVP standards or an amount determined by the QP) to
screen for microvertebrates either on or off site. The QP, based on
observations of subsurface soil stratigraphy or other factors, may
reduce or discontinue monitoring as warranted if he or she determines
that the possibility of encountering fossiliferous deposits is low. The QP
shall prepare a final monitoring report to be submitted to the IEUA and
filed with the local repository along with any fossils and associated data
recovered during construction.

This measure shall be implemented during
ground disturbing construction activities.

If any paleontological resources are
discovered, the reports compiled regarding
management of any discovery shall be
retained in the project file.

Source

Responsible Party

Status / Date / Initials

Initial Study

IEUA / Contractor

Mitigation Measure

Implementation Schedule

Verification

Cultural Resources

CUL-8

If human remains are encountered, the contractor shall halt work in the
vicinity (within 100 feet) of the find and contact the San Bernardino
County Coroner in accordance with Public Resources Code Section
5097.98 and Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5. If the County
Coroner determines that the remains are Native American, the NAHC
will be notified in accordance with Health and Safety Code Section
7050.5, subdivision (c), and Public Resources Code Section 5097.98
(as amended by AB 2641). The NAHC will designate a Most Likely
Descendant (MLD) for the remains per Public Resources Code Section
5097.98. Until the landowner has conferred with the MLD, the IEUA
shall ensure that the immediate vicinity where the discovery occurred is
not disturbed by further activity, is adequately protected according to
generally accepted cultural or archaeological standards or practices,
and that further activities take into account the possibility of multiple
burials.

This measure shall be implemented during
ground disturbing construction activities.

If any cultural resources or human remains are
discovered, the reports compiled regarding
management of any discovery shall be
retained in the project file.

Source

Responsible Party

Status / Date / Initials

Initial Study

IEUA / Contractor
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INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY
IEUA POMONA INTERTIE PROJECT
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measure

Implementation Schedule

Verification

Cultural Resources

CUL-9

During ground disturbing activities (including but not limited to
pavement removal, pot-holing or auguring, boring, grading, excavation
and trenching) at least one Native American Monitor will be present at
the project site. The Native American Monitor will compile monitoring
logs on a daily basis. The logs will provide descriptions of the daily
activities, including construction activities, locations, soil characteristics
and any cultural materials identified. The Monitor shall photo-document
the ground disturbing activities. If any cultural materials are identified,
the Monitor shall have the authority to redirect construction activities
until the extent and importance of the materials are assessed.
Subsequent management of any Native American cultural materials
shall be determined through consultation between IEUA and the

Native American Band supplying the monitor. Any human remains
encountered shall be handled through the County Coroner’s office and,
if necessary, in conjunction with Native American Heritage Commission
and Native American Band.

This measure shall be implemented during
ground disturbing construction activities.

If any cultural resources or human remains are
discovered, the reports compiled regarding
management of any discovery shall be
retained in the project file, including Native
American resources.

Source

Responsible Party

Status / Date / Initials

Initial Study

IEUA / Contractor

Mitigation Measure

Implementation Schedule

Verification

Geology, Soils and Seismicity

GEO-1

In accordance with the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) Construction General Permit, IEUA shall prepare a project
specific Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to minimize
soil erosion. The SWPPP shall prescribe temporary Best Management
Practices (BMPs), such as, but not limited to, sediment barriers and
traps, silt basins, and silt fences. In addition, BMPs to permanently
stabilize the pipeline alignment and new structural sites shall be
installed prior to completing final construction activities. This shall
include onsite detention or percolation sufficient to offset a substantial
increase in the downstream volume of runoff in the drainage area.

The SWPPP shall be completed by the
Contractor prior to initiating construction and
provided to the Agency. The SWPPP shall be
implemented during construction.

A copy of the SWPPP shall be retained in the
project file and at the construction job site.
Field inspections shall verify that the best
management practices required by a project
specific SWPPP are effective in controlling
erosion and water quality degradation, and a
copy of inspection notes shall be retained in
the project file.

Source

Responsible Party

Status / Date / Initials

Initial Study

IEUA / Contractor
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INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY
IEUA POMONA INTERTIE PROJECT
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measure Implementation Schedule

Verification

Noise
NOI-1

This measure shall be incorporated into the
construction contract. This measure shall be
implemented and monitored by the Contractor
during construction. Field notes documenting
implementation shall be maintained onsite by
the Contractor.

IEUA shall require its construction contractor to implement the following
measures during construction, as needed:

e Include design measures necessary to reduce the construction
noise levels to surrounding residential properties and sensitive
receptors. These measures may include noise barriers, curtains, or
shields.

e Locate stationary construction noise sources and place noise-
generating construction activities (e.g. operation of compressors
and generator, or general truck idling) as far from adjacent noise-
sensitive receptors as possible.

e If construction is to occur near a school, the construction contractor
shall coordinate with school administration in order to limit
disturbance to the campus. Efforts to limit construction activities to
non-school days shall be encouraged.

e For construction occurring adjacent to noise-sensitive land uses,
identify a liaison for sensitive receptors, such as residents and
property owners, to contact with concerns regarding construction
noise and vibration. The liaison’s telephone number(s) shall be
prominently displayed at construction locations.

e For project components located adjacent to noise-sensitive land
uses, notify in writing all landowners and occupants of properties
adjacent to the construction area of the anticipated construction
schedule at least 2 weeks prior to groundbreaking, when feasible.

e Restrict construction activities to between the hours of 7:00AM and
8:00PM in residentially-zoned areas within the City of Pomona.

Verification of implementation shall be based
on field inspections by Agency inspection
personnel during construction. Field notes
documenting verification shall be retained in
the project file.

Source Responsible Party Status / Date / Initials

Initial Study IEUA / Contractor
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INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY
IEUA POMONA INTERTIE PROJECT
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measure

Implementation Schedule Verification

Noise ) ) ) o ] ]

NOI-2  Haul routes shall be restricted to arterial roads and shall not be This measure shall be incorporated into the Verification of implementation shall be based
designated through residential areas or near schools, whenever construction contract. This measure shall be on field inspections by Agency inspection
feasible ' implemented and monitored by the Contractor | personnel during construction. Field notes

' during construction. Field notes documenting | documenting verification shall be retained in
implementation shall be maintained onsite by the project file.
the Contractor.
Source Responsible Party Status / Date / Initials
Initial Study IEUA / Contractor
Mitigation Measure Implementation Schedule Verification
Noise ) ) ] ) )
NOI-3  Where permanent noise sources generate noise that exceeds 50 dBA | NOiSe attenuation measures shall be A copy of the noise attenuation design

at the nearest sensitive noise receptor, additional noise attenuation
components (walls, insulation, etc.) shall be installed to ensure that
noise does not exceed this 50 dBA noise threshold at the exterior wall
of the receptor.

designed prior to construction and the
measures shall be implemented during
construction.

measures shall be retained in the project file.
Verification of implementation shall be based
on field inspections by IEUA/FWC inspection
personnel that verify this noise measure has
been implemented as required in this
measure. Field notes documenting verification
shall be retained in the project file.

Source

Responsible Party

Status / Date / Initials

Initial Study

IEUA / Contractor
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INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY
IEUA POMONA INTERTIE PROJECT
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measure

Implementation Schedule

Verification

Transportation and Traffic

TR-1

IEUA shall require its construction contractor to prepare and implement

a Traffic Control Plan to show specific methods for maintaining traffic
flows. Examples of traffic control measures to be considered include:

1)

2)

3)
4)

5)

8)

9)

Develop circulation and detour plans to minimize impacts to local
street circulation, including use of signing and flagging to guide
vehicles through and/or around the construction zone.

Schedule truck trips outside of peak morning (7:00 a.m. to 9:00
a.m.) and evening (4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.) commute hours.

Limit lane closures during peak hours to the extent possible.

Use haul routes minimizing truck traffic on local roadways to the
extent possible.

Include accommodations for bicycles and pedestrians in all areas
potentially affected by project construction, including detours and
signage to maintain connectivity for bikeways and trails.

Store construction materials only in designated areas.
Coordinate signage for temporarily eliminated on-street parking,
with instructions including timing and duration, and nearby areas
where parking is currently available.

Coordinate with local transit agencies for temporary relocation of
routes or bus stops in works zones, as necessary.

Develop comprehensive strategies for maintaining emergency
flows. Strategies shall include, but are not limited to, maintaining
steel trench plates at the construction sites to restore access
across open trenches and identification of alternate routing around
construction zones. Police, fire, and other emergency service
providers shall be notified of the timing, location, and duration of
the construction activities and the location of detours and lane
closures.

This measure shall be completed prior to
initiation of construction activities for the
Pomona Intertie Project.

A copy of the approved traffic management
plan shall be retained in the project file.
Verification of implementation shall be based
on field inspections by Agency inspection
personnel during construction. Field notes
documenting verification shall be retained in
the project file.

Source

Responsible Party

Status / Date / Initials

Initial Study

IEUA / Contractor
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INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY
IEUA POMONA INTERTIE PROJECT
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measure

Implementation Schedule

Verification

Mandatory Findings of Significance

The construction contractor shall consult with appropriate agencies and Tht's tr_neasuretshatl_l be implemented prior to
jurisdictions prior to initiating ground-disturbing activities, to determine if inftiating construction.

CuU-1

other construction projects would occur coincidentally at the same time
and in the vicinity of the proposed project, depending on project
schedule and pipeline segment installation. Coordination of
construction activities for coincident projects shall occur to ensure
impacts to traffic, circulation, access, and noise do not compound to be
cumulatively significant. Adjustments to construction schedules and
plans, such as traffic control plans, shall be made accordingly as

necessary.

Measures needed to address coincident
construction activities shall be identified prior
to initiating construction. IEUA staff shall
verify that the measures shall be implemented
in a timely manner to ensure that construction
conflicts shall be minimized.

Source Responsible Party Status / Date / Initials

Initial Study IEUA / Contractor
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ATTACHMENT 4.

Notice of Determination



NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

To: San Bernardino County and Los Angeles County
Clerk of the Board Registrar-Recorder/County Clerk
385 North Arrowhead Avenue Attn: Business Filing & Registration
San Bernardino, CA 92415 12400 Imperial Highway

and Norwalk, CA 90650

Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse From: Inland Empire Utilities Agency
1400 Tenth Street 6075 Kimball Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95814 Chino, CA 91708

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

IEUA POMONA INTERTIE PROJECT

Project Title
SCH #2016051051 Sylvie Lee, P.E. (909) 993-1600
State Clearinghouse Number Lead Agency Contact Person Area Code/Telephone/Extension

Project Location:

The project regional pipeline would begin in the City of Pomona, traverse east to the City of Montclair,
and would discharge into the Montclair Basin. The proposed regional pipeline will be located along the
following street segments: Erie Street between Mt Vernon Ave and Orange Grove Ave in Pomona where
the proposed pipeline meets the proposed booster pump station and continues on Orange Grove Ave
between Erie Street and Garey Avenue in Pomona; McKinley Avenue between Garey Avenue and Towne
Avenue in Pomona, Towne Avenue between McKinley Avenue and Lincoln Avenue in Pomona; Lincoln
Avenue which becomes Orchard Street between Towne Avenue and Ramona Avenue in both Montclair
and Pomona; and Ramona Avenue between Orchard Street and Palo Verde Street in Montclair where it
meets the proposed advanced water treatment site at the corner of Palo Verde Street and Ramona
Avenue. From the proposed advanced water treatment site the proposed regional pipeline travels to the
Montclair Groundwater Recharge Basin from Palo Verde Street at Ramona Avenue in Montclair to
Helena Avenue where the proposed regional pipeline travels under the 1-10 freeway to end at the
Montclair Groundwater Recharge Basin. There are two proposed locations for the pump station,
Alternative 1 would be located within an empty, disturbed lot on the westside of Eerie Street between
West Holt Avenue and West Orange Grove Avenue (APN 8355017006) and Alternative 2 would be
located within an empty, disturbed lot on the southwest corner of North Orange Grove Avenue and East
McKinley Avenue (APN 8339020028).

Project Description:

The proposed project includes the construction of a recycled water pipeline, booster pump station, and
advanced water treatment facility. The purpose of the project is to improve the groundwater replenish-
ment system within IEUA’s service area. The project would serve to consolidate wastewater treatment
service in the area by maximizing the recovery of water supply from brine sources within the City of
Pomona, IEUA, and Monte Vista Water District service areas.

This is to advise that the Inland Empire Utilities Agency  has approved the above described
M Lead Agency [] Responsible Agency

project on and has made the following determination regarding the project:
(Date)




Notice of Determination
Page 2 of 2

1. The project [ will ® will not] have a significant effect on the environment.
2. U An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

B A Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

3. Mitigation measures [l were [1 were not] made a condition of the approval of the project and a
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan was adopted.

4. A Statement of Overriding Considerations [[] was B was not] adopted for this project.

This is to certify that the Mitigated Negative Declaration/Initial Study and record of project approval is
available to the general public at:

Inland Empire Utilities Agency located at 6075 Kimball Avenue, Chino, CA 91708

Signature Title Date



ATTACHMENT 5:

Mitigated Negative Declaration



MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Lead Agency: Inland Empire Utilities Agency Contact: Sylvie Lee, P.E.
6075 Kimball Avenue Phone: (909) 993-1600
Chino, CA 91708 Email: slee@ieua.org
Project Title: IEUA POMONA INTERTIE PROJECT

State Clearinghouse Number: SCH#2016051051

Project Location:

Project Description:

Finding:

Initial Study:

The project regional pipeline would begin in the City of Pomona, traverse east to the City
of Montclair, and would discharge into the Montclair Basin. The proposed regional
pipeline will be located along the following street segments: Erie Street between Mt
Vernon Ave and Orange Grove Ave in Pomona where the proposed pipeline meets the
proposed booster pump station and continues on Orange Grove Ave between Erie Street
and Garey Avenue in Pomona; McKinley Avenue between Garey Avenue and Towne
Avenue in Pomona, Towne Avenue between McKinley Avenue and Lincoln Avenue in
Pomona; Lincoln Avenue which becomes Orchard Street between Towne Avenue and
Ramona Avenue in both Montclair and Pomona; and Ramona Avenue between Orchard
Street and Palo Verde Street in Montclair where it meets the proposed advanced water
treatment site at the corner of Palo Verde Street and Ramona Avenue. From the
proposed advanced water treatment site the proposed regional pipeline travels to the
Montclair Groundwater Recharge Basin from Palo Verde Street at Ramona Avenue in
Montclair to Helena Avenue where the proposed regional pipeline travels under the 1-10
freeway to end at the Montclair Groundwater Recharge Basin. There are two proposed
locations for the pump station, Alternative 1 would be located within an empty, disturbed
lot on the westside of Eerie Street between West Holt Avenue and West Orange Grove
Avenue (APN 8355017006) and Alternative 2 would be located within an empty,
disturbed lot on the southwest corner of North Orange Grove Avenue and East McKinley
Avenue (APN 8339020028).

The proposed project includes the construction of a recycled water pipeline, booster
pump station, and advanced water treatment facility. The purpose of the project is to
improve the groundwater replenishment system within IEUA’s service area. The project
would serve to consolidate wastewater treatment service in the area by maximizing the
recovery of water supply from brine sources within the City of Pomona, IEUA, and Monte
Vista Water District service areas.

Inland Empire Utilities Agency's (IEUA) decision to facilitate implementation of this
proposed project is a discretionary decision or “project” that requires evaluation under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Based on the information in the project
Initial Study, IEUA has made a preliminary determination that a Mitigated Negative
Declaration will be the appropriate environmental determination for this project to comply
with CEQA.

Copies of the Mitigated Negative Declaration/Initial Study are available for public review
at the Copies of the Mitigated Negative Declaration/Initial Study are available for review
at the IEUA's office located at 6075 Kimball Avenue, Chino, CA 91708. The proposed
Mitigated Negative Declaration was available for public review and comment from May
16, 2016 through June 14, 2016. Any comments were to be submitted in writing no later
than June 14, 2016.



Mitigated Negative Declaration
Page 2 of 2

Mitigation Measures: All mitigation measures identified in the Initial Study are summarized on pages 95-99 and
are proposed for adoption as conditions of the project. These measures will be
implemented through a mitigation monitoring and reporting program if the Mitigated
Negative Declaration is adopted.

Signature Title Date



CEQA Adoption for
IEUA-Pomona-MVWD Intertie

| Joshua Aguilar
( Inland Empire Utilities Agency

A MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT IEUA Board of Directors Meeting
July 2016




Project Background

= |RP identified recycled water intertie as a potential water supply
= Collaboration between Pomona, MVWD and IEUA

= Preparing Feasibility Study for a potential recycled water intertie
= Utilize excess recycled water from the City of Pomona

= Utilize groundwater from Spadra Basin of City of Pomona

= Mitigate potential land subsidence in Pomona and Montclair

= CEQA prepared for the Proposition 1 Grant and SRF loan

(‘ Inand Empire Utilities Agency I[EUA Board of Directors Meeting

A MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT
20f5 July 2016



Project Scope
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(\ Infand Empire Utilities Agency IEUA Board of Directors Meeting

A MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT
30f5 July 2016



CEQA Findings

= Mitigated Negatlve Declaration. -‘_.-_, ND) to comply with CEQA
= Initial Study (IS) states findings and supports MND detemmaﬁon

= Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program mitigates
significant impact for the following:

Air Quality Hazards and Hazardous Materials Transportation and Traffic
Biological Resources Hydrology and Water Quality Utilities, Service Systems and Energy
Cultural Resources Land Use and Land Use Planning Mandatory Findings of Significance

Geology, Soils, and Seismicity Noise

= |S/MND public review completed on June 14, 2016
= Received/responded to three comments in the final IS/MND

(‘ inland Empire Utilities Agency IEUA Board of Directors Meeting

A MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT
40of5 July 2016




Recommendation

Staff recommends that the Board of Directors approve
the adoption of CEQA Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration for the IEUA-Pomona-MVWD Intertie,
and Authorize the General Manager to file
the Notice of Determination (NOD) with
the San Bérnardm@ C@uni;y and Los Angeles County
n Clerk o1 the w g_m " Mt A

]|Pr0|e tis c;pnﬁsterﬂf ith the IIEU%Lbusmess g03 NVater Rel

r‘L ] J., 'i'*' D |r' oviding
new water supplies and maximizing the beneficial reuse of recycled water‘ﬁﬁm@a
the enhancement of groundwater recharge.

(\ Inland Empire Utilities Agency [EUA Board of Directors Meeting

A MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT
5of5 July 2016



	Agenda 1
	Agenda 2
	Agenda 3
	Agenda 4
	Agenda 5
	Agenda 6
	Agenda 7
	Action Item 1A
	Action Item 1B
	Action Item 1C
	Consent Calendar Item 2A
	Consent Calendar Item 2B
	Consent Calendar Item 2C
	Consent Calendar Item 2D
	Consent Calendar Item 2E
	Consent Calendar Item 2F
	Consent Calendar Item 2G



