MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE
BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF
VISTA IRRIGATION DISTRICT
August 5, 2020

A Regular Meeting of the Board of Directors of Vista Irrigation District was held on Wednesday,
August 5, 2020 at the offices of the District, 1391 Engineer Street, Vista, California.

1. CALL TO ORDER

President Vasquez called the meeting to order at 9:01 a.m.
2. ROLL CALL

Directors present: Miller, Vasquez, Dorey, Sanchez, and MacKenzie.

Directors absent: None.

Staff present: Brett Hodgkiss, General Manager; Lisa Soto, Secretary of the Board; Don Smith,
Director of Water Resources; Randy Whitmann, Director of Engineering; Frank Wolinski, Director of
Operations and Field Services; Greg Keppler, Engineering Project Manager; and Marlene Kelleher,
Director of Administration. General Counsel David Cosgrove was also present.

Other attendees via teleconference: Andrew Talbert of Dudek
3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Director Sanchez led the pledge of allegiance.

4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

20-08-70 Upon motion by Director MacKenzie, seconded by Director Sanchez and unanimously
carried (5 ayes: Miller, Dorey, Sanchez, MacKenzie, and Visquez), the Board of
Directors approved the agenda as presented.

5. ORAL COMMUNICATIONS
No public comments were presented on items not appearing on the agenda.

6. CONSENT CALENDAR

20-08-71 Upon motion by Director Dorey, seconded by Director Miller and unanimously carried
(5 ayes: Miller, Dorey, Sanchez, MacKenzie, and Visquez), the Board of Directors
approved the Consent Calendar, including Resolution Nos. 20-19 and 20-20 19 setting
the terms and conditions of detachment and approving disbursements, respectively.
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General Manager Brett Hodgkiss provided clarification regarding Consent Calendar Item 6.A,
comparing Fiscal Year 2021 tax levies to the previous year. He noted that the number of levies and amounts
vary from year to year depending largely on the economy. Mr. Hodgkiss noted that these levies are all for
inactive accounts and do not include customers who have not paid during the COVID-19 pandemic
(pandemic) moratorium on water shut-offs.

A. Tax levies for unpaid bills

See staff report attached hereto. The Board noted and filed this informational report concerning
unpaid charges added to tax rolls.

B. Treasurer’s Report as of June 30, 2020

See staff report attached hereto. The Board noted and filed this informational report concerning the
investments of the District.

C. Detachment terms and conditions

See staff report attached hereto.

The Board adopted Resolution No. 20-19 setting the terms and conditions of detachment of 4.00
acres for the Lindauer — Olive Street Reorganization and directed staff to file the resolution with
San Diego Local Agency Formation Commission (LN 2020-014; CF 500-373; LAFCO RO20-
11; APN 182-101-01; DIV NO 5), by the following roll call vote:

AYES: Directors Miller, Dorey, Sanchez, MacKenzie and Visquez
NOES: None
ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: None

Resolution No. 20-19 is on file in the official Resolution book of the District.

D. Minutes of Board of Directors meeting on July 15, 2020

The minutes of July 15, 2020 2020 were approved as presented.

E. Resolution ratifying check disbursements
RESOLUTION NO. 20-20

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Directors of Vista Irrigation District does hereby
approve checks numbered 64780 through 64879 drawn on Union Bank totaling $780,925.35.

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Directors does hereby authorize the execution of
the checks by the appropriate officers of the District.

PASSED AND ADOPTED unanimously by a roll call vote of the Board of Directors of Vista
Irrigation District this 5™ day of August 2020.
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7. EDGEHILL (E) RESERVOIR REPLACEMENT AND PUMP STATION
See staff report attached hereto.

Engineering Project Manager Greg Keppler summarized the Edgehill (E) Reservoir Replacement
and Pump Station Project (Project) to date stating that in October 2018 the Board authorized the execution
of an agreement for professional services with Dudek for the planning, design and environmental services
for the Project. In October 2019, the Board reviewed the primary findings and recommendations from the
preliminary design report. As part of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process, an Initial
Study (IS) was prepared indicating that a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) would be the appropriate
environmental review document for the Project. Mr. Keppler stated that the mitigation requirements to be
implemented during construction would include measures for biological and cultural resources as well as
noise.

Mr. Keppler stated that in February 2020 notices were mailed to tenants and property owners on
Edgehill Road east of Foothill Drive and to all of the associated subdivisions that connect to that stretch of
Edgehill Road (approximately 83 notices) informing them of the potential Project. In March 2020, a Notice
of Intent was filed with the San Diego County Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, the State Clearinghouse
and circulated to all interested parties. After the 30-day review period, the District received and responded
to comments, which are included in Appendix G of the MND. Mr. Keppler said that according to the IS
there is no significant evidence that the Project will have immitigable impacts on the environment. He stated
that staff is working with Dudek to finish the project design; funding for construction may be considered
for inclusion in a second phase capital budget recommendation to the Board in fall 2020 if updated financial
data supports doing so.

Via teleconference (for voice) and Zoom (for PowerPoint, which was also an attachment to the
staff report), Mr. Andrew Talbert of Dudek presented an overview of the MND and the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP). He stated that the Project does not cleanly meet the criteria
for exemption from CEQA, and Dudek’s recommendation would not be to prepare an addendum to the
1995 Program Environmental Impact Report (EIR) primarily due to the age of the EIR. Mr. Talbert stated
that the most appropriate path forward was be to prepare an MND. He reviewed the studies completed as
part of the MND and noted that the MND found that the Project could have potentially significant impacts
on nesting birds, unknown impacts on cultural resources and construction noise. Mr. Talbert said that all
impacts would be fully mitigated.

Mr. Talbert noted that there was a 30-day public review period for the MND during which the
Rincon Band of Luiseno Indians (Rincon Band) submitted comments; he said that the Rincon Band also
responded to the notice for the public hearing stating that they had no further comments on the MND. This
correspondence has been included as an official part of the public hearing record (attached hereto at Exhibit
A). Mr. Talbert reviewed the visual renderings, and Mr. Keppler provided clarification regarding new
landscaping proposed for the site.

At 9:26 a.m. President Vasquez opened the public hearing. There were no members of the public
present in the audience or by teleconference.

20-08-72 Upon motion by Director MacKenzie, seconded by Director Miller and unanimously
carried (5 ayes: Miller, Dorey, Sanchez, MacKenzie, and Visquez), the Board of
Directors closed the public hearing at 9:26 a.m.

Director MacKenzie requested an overlay showing how the new reservoir will fit over the footprint
of the existing reservoir. Mr. Keppler said he would make sure the Board gets the requested item.
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20-08-73 Upon motion by Director Dorey, seconded by Director MacKenzie, the Board of
Directors adopted Resolution 20-21 adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration and a
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Edgehill (E) Reservoir
Replacement and Pump Station project and directed staff to file a Notice of
Determination with the County Clerk, by the following roll call vote:

AYES: Directors Miller, Dorey, Sanchez, MacKenzie, Visquez
NOES: None
ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: None

A copy of Resolution 20-21 is on file in the official Resolution Book of the District.

8. DIVISION REPORTS
See staff report attached hereto.

Mr. Hodgkiss noted that a slideshow was running on the Boardroom monitors prior to the Board
meeting showing the progress being made on the Warner Ranch Ditch Repair Project (WRDRP). He stated
Director of Water Resources Don Smith has indicated that the WRDRP is progressing smoothly, and the
biological consultant and construction crew are working well together. Mr. Smith updated the Board on the
progress of the WRDRP.

Mr. Smith provided clarification regarding the Lake Henshaw Resort Activity Report as of May
31, 2020. He noted that the activities have picked up significantly following extremely low numbers in the
previous two months, presumably due to the pandemic. He said he inquired with the Lake Henshaw Resort
Concessionaire and confirmed that the numbers are all correct.

Director of Engineering Randy Whitmann updated the Board regarding the Buena Creek (HB)
Reservoir Rehabilitation Project stating that good progress is being made on the project; he noted that there
is a good photograph of the new reservoir roof under construction on the District’s website. Mr. Whitmann
said that with the new roof now complete, shotcrete is being applied around the outside of the reservoir and
the interior is being cleaned in preparation for installation of a new lining. He stated that he expects the
project to be completed by the end of 2020.

9. FISCAL YEAR 2020 CAPITAL OUTLAY CARRYOVER
See staff report attached hereto.

Director of Administration Marlene Kelleher stated that each year staff analyses the outstanding
capital outlay items and determines which items should be carried over to the next fiscal year, which items
have been completed, and which items will not go forward, and develops the capital outlay carryover
schedule. She noted that this year there is about $6.2 million of capital expenses proposed to be carried
over. She directed the Board’s attention to the “Engineering” heading on the staff report attachment and
noted that staff has changed the way in which it denotes the Main Replacement Program carryover; in
previous years, funding for the Mainline Replacement Program was shown by the fiscal year in which it
was budgeted and carried over as such. On a go forward basis, staff will be combining all funding approved
for mainline replacement projects under a single heading, Main Replacement Program, and funds for all
mainline replacements will be drawn from this capital item. Ms. Kelleher further noted that no additional
funds were added to the Main Replacement Program in Fiscal Year 2021.
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Mr. Hodgkiss provided clarification about funding for the E Reservoir Replacement and Pump
Station carryover line item; he stated that funding for the construction phase was deferred due to the
financial uncertainties created by the pandemic. Mr. Hodgkiss said that staff plans on revisiting the capital
budget with the Fiscal Policy Committee and then the Board in October or November 2020. At that time,
staff will make a recommendation regarding adding capital outlay expenses to the Fiscal Year 2021 Budget.

Mr. Whitmann stated that the pipeline extension on Lita Lane has been carried over due to issues
with its initial alignment. Ms. Kelleher stated that the Lobby Security Upgrade has been delayed due to lack
of availability of the bullet-resistant glass. Mr. Hodgkiss stated that the Daley Bench Slope Stabilization
project is a flume-related project that will not be going forward at this time.

20-08-74 Upon motion by Director MacKenzie, seconded by Director Dorey and unanimously
carried (5 ayes: Miller, Dorey, Sanchez, MacKenzie, and Visquez), the Board of
Directors approved the Capital Outlay Carryover for Fiscal Year 2020.

10. ANNUAL WATER RATE ADJUSTMENT
See staff report attached hereto.

Mr. Hodgkiss stated that at its May 13, 2020 meeting the Board received information about the
financial impact of postponing or forgoing an inflationary adjustment to the service charge scheduled for
July 1, 2020 and discussed the timing of the pass-through of the inflationary adjustments to rates and
charges in light of the financial impacts caused by the COVID-19 pandemic. After considering the
information presented, the Board directed staff to forgo implementing the increase and to bring the item
back for further discussion and consideration by the Board at its August 5, 2020 meeting.

Mr. Hodgkiss said that staff compared water sales and accounts receivable for the period in 2020
that includes the pandemic against the same period in 2019. Mr. Hodgkiss stated that staff noted no
appreciable difference in water sales revenue (after factoring in the affects the inflationary and pass-through
increases that were implemented in July 2019 and March 2020 respectively) over that period, and accounts
receivable (billing amounts due) actually decreased from 2019 to 2020. Customer Service staff has noted
that some customers are taking longer to pay their bills; however, when they do pay, their accounts are
brought current. Mr. Hodgkiss noted that there are 312 accounts that are behind on paying their water bills
currently; the total amount of unpaid water bills is nearing $100,000.

The Board discussed whether it would be easier for customers to pay if the District were to change
its billing practices from a bi-monthly to a monthly cycle. Mr. Hodgkiss responded that in order to bill
monthly, the meters would have to be read monthly. He stated that customers have the ability to pay their
bill in installments if they wish.

Director MacKenzie mentioned a program by San Diego Gas and Electric in which customers pay
based on their 12-month average usage, which is trued up at the end of the year. She suggested staff analyze
whether the District could institute a similar program. Director MacKenzie suggested that these questions
be agendized for a future Board meeting. Director Sanchez suggested a Board workshop, if necessary, to
discuss the District’s billing procedures and explore ideas that could provide a better experience for the
customer.

The Board discussed the possibility that the customers who are unable to work and pay their bills
due to the pandemic may be in this situation for several more months to come. Director MacKenzie
commented that realistically, some of the customer bills that are currently unpaid may never be paid. Mr.
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Hodgkiss agreed that this could be the case, and for this reason, the amount budgeted for uncollectible
accounts was increased this fiscal year.

Mr. Hodgkiss discussed the table showing the estimated financial impacts of delaying or forgoing
the implementation of the annual water rate adjustment in Fiscal Year 2021 and for an additional five years.
He recalled that when the budget was adopted for Fiscal Year 2021 it did not include the scheduled service
charge increase; the plan was to use reserves to make up the shortfall.

The Board discussed the matter and considered how a rate increase might affect the District’s
customers during this difficult economic time. The Board considered forgoing the rate increase for this
fiscal year; Director Miller expressed concerns about the possibility of larger increases in the years to come
to make up for forgoing the increase now, which he commented would also be difficult for the ratepayers.
He further commented that if the District never recouped revenue shortfall, the deficit would compound
over the years and become very large. Mr. Hodgkiss stated that the District will conduct a cost of service
study, which will serve as a “reset” and the compounding of the lost revenue would cease with the adoption
of new rates and charges. He added that the annual water rate adjustment for 2021 could only be based on
a change in the Consumer Price Index in calendar year 2020; it could not include the forgone inflationary
adjustment.

20-08-75 Upon motion by Director MacKenzie, seconded by Director Visquez and carried (4 ayes:
Dorey, Sanchez, MacKenzie, and Vidsquez; 1 no: Miller), the Board of Directors decided
to forgo implementation of the annual water rate adjustment in 2020.

11. MATTERS PERTAINING TO THE ACTIVITIES OF THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY
WATER AUTHORITY

See staff report attached hereto.

Director Miller reported on the July meeting of the San Diego County Water Authority (Water
Authority) Board of Directors. The Water Authority Board approved change orders for the San Diego Flow
28 Flow Control Facility and awarded a professional services contract to AECOM to provide design and
engineering support services for the San Luis Rey Habitat Management Area and Dulin Hill Erosion Repair
projects. Mr. Hodgkiss stated that there would be a presentation at the August 19, 2020 Board meeting on
the Regional Conveyance System (RCS) Feasibility Review prepared by Don MacFarlane and Doug
Gillingham. Mr. MacFarlane and Mr. Gillingham were engaged by 18 member agencies to conduct an
independent review of the RCS and prepare a report regarding the financial impacts of the project.

12. MEETINGS AND EVENTS
See staff report attached hereto.

Director Dorey reported on his virtual attendance at the Association of California Water Agencies
(ACWA) Joint Powers Insurance Authority (JPIA) Board of Directors meeting conducted via Zoom, which
he noted was well run considering there were 167 participants. The meeting included an update regarding
the California Water Insurance Fund (CWIF), which Director Dorey noted has shown two percent growth
in six months. It was reported in the meeting that ACWA JPIA’s online Training Programs have been well
utilized during the pandemic. There was also a short report regarding the Workers Compensation program
during the pandemic and related legislation.
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Director MacKenzie reported on her virtual attendance at a meeting of the California Special
District Association (CSDA) Board of Directors in which it was noted that the upcoming Special District
Leadership Academies in San Diego and in Lake Tahoe have been cancelled due to the pandemic. It was
also noted that the in-person quarterly meeting of the San Diego Chapter of CSDA has also been cancelled,
but will take place virtually via Zoom. Director MacKenzie reported that there will be a virtual meeting of
CSDA membership on August 26 from 1:00 p.m. to 2:00 p.m. which will include an update of the current
activities of CSDA and virtual CSDA District networking session.

President Vasquez reported on his virtual attendance at the recent ACWA Summer Conference in
which he attended numerous sessions, including a panel discussion on state and federal infrastructure
funding in light of California’s ever-changing regulatory and supply environment, infrastructure pressures,
and rate affordability. He also reported on a session regarding how the State of California is administering
the Safe and Affordable Drinking Water Fund, which was created by the enactment of SB 200 (Monning,
2019) and provides over $1.4 billion over 11 years for safe drinking water solutions. President Vasquez
also reviewed the list of ACWA award winners, which were announced during the conference.

13. ITEMS FOR FUTURE AGENDAS AND/OR PRESS RELEASES

See staff report attached hereto.

President Vasquez requested that a discussion regarding monthly billing be added to the list of
future agenda items. Within this discussion, the Board requested to be updated regarding the economic
impacts of the pandemic on customers’ ability to pay their water bills.

Director MacKenzie requested an update regarding staffing during the pandemic and the status of
employees who are working from home. Mr. Hodgkiss reviewed briefly the information that he included
in an email that he sent to the Board the previous week regarding the status of District staffing; he noted
that an electronic copy the District’s COVID-19 Response and Action Plan was included as an attachment
(to the email) for the Board’s information.

The Board requested that a press release be issued regarding the Board’s decision to forgo the
scheduled annual water rate adjustment in 2020.

14. COMMENTS BY DIRECTORS

President Vasquez stated that he will miss the August 19, 2020 Board meeting to attend a family
funeral. First Vice President Sanchez will preside in his place.

15. COMMENTS BY GENERAL COUNSEL

Mr. Cosgrove informed the Board about a case, Golden Door Properties LLC versus Superior Court
of San Diego. The California Court of Appeals determined that California Public Resources Code section
21167.6 requires a lead agency (in this case the County of San Diego) to retain writings, including emails
concerning a project as official records that should not be destroyed even under an agency’s own records
destruction policies. The Court of Appeals also held that email communications are not “drafts” which
would be excluded from disclosure under the Public Records Act.

16. COMMENTS BY GENERAL MANAGER

None were presented.
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17. ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business to come before the Board, at 11:46 a.m. President Vasquez
adjourned the meeting to August 19, 2020 at 9:00 a.m.

T L e,

Patrick H. Sanchez, Vice Presj

ATTEST:

ool Nl

Lisa R. Soto, Secretary
Board of Directors
VISTA IRRIGATION DISTRICT
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4 | VISTA Agenda Item: 6.A
‘ IRRIGATION Board Meeting Date: August 5, 2020
DISTRICT P .
repared By: Breona Paz
Reviewed By: Marlene Kelleher
STAFF REPORT Approved By: Brett Hodgkiss

SUBJECT: TAX LEVIES FOR UNPAID CHARGES

RECOMMENDATION: Informational report concerning unpaid charges added to tax rolls.

PRIOR BOARD ACTION: None.

FISCAL IMPACT: $27,207.75.

SUMMARY: Under the California Water Code, certain unpaid charges may be added to the tax rolls, such as
water bills, annexation or connection fees, and damage claims; this is the annual opportunity for the District to
collect past due charges. These assessments are due in the office of the County Auditor and Controller no later

than August 10, 2020.
In Fiscal Year 2020, the District had 54 levies for water accounts in the amount of $24,872.82. In Fiscal Year

2021, the District has 72 levies for water accounts in the amount of $27,207.75. Names, addresses and specifics
of the levied charges are not entered into public record as it could be regarded as a negative credit report.

ATTACHMENT: Fiscal Year 2021 Tax Levies.
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6368-01

Parcel #
1591800100
1612515600
1612601000
1621851200
1621940400
1622312200
1624933100
1630221500
1630421800
1631300900
1631922100
1633620900
1634800600
1644331900
1661509100
1661832200
1667713500
1667723800
1668231100
1690803000
1691900700
1711421800
1711501000
1712400100
1713404300
1730652300
1730652400
1730652400
1730709115
1735212200
1742601700
1751360300
1760121900
1770212200
1772820900
1790405200
1790604100
1791211200
1791434700
1791613400
1791931400
1801420600
1802102000
1811622700
1812705000
1812705700

TAX LEVIES

Fiscal Year 2021

Vista Irrigation District

DELINQUENT WATER CHARGES

Amount Fee Total
$354.34 $ 85.00 $ 439.34
$139.68 $ 85.00 $ 224.68
$413.32 $ 85.00 $ 498.32
$124.22 % 85.00 $ 209.22
$199.14  $ 85.00 $ 284 .14
$233.48 $ 85.00 $ 318.48
$151.58 $ 85.00 $ 236.58
$540.94 $ 85.00 $ 625.94
$480.46 $ 85.00 $ 565.46
$181.76  $ 85.00 $ 266.76
$156.58 $ 85.00 $ 241.58
$22756 $ 85.00 $ 312.56
$228.18 $ 85.00 $ 313.18
$663.84 $ 85.00 $ 748.84
$459.24 $ 85.00 $ 544.24
$210.58 $ 85.00 $ 295.58
$228.44 $ 85.00 $ 313.44

$93.70 $ 85.00 $ 178.70
$9962 $ 85.00 $ 184.62
$156.00 $ 85.00 $ 241.00
$320.64 $ 85.00 $ 405.64
$306.26 $ 85.00 $ 391.26
$164.84 $ 85.00 $ 249.84
$416.08 $ 85.00 $ 501.08
$258.04 $ 85.00 $ 343.04
$267.40 % 85.00 $ 352.40
$211.98 $ 85.00 $ 296.98
$233.48 $ 85.00 $ 318.48
$251.18 $ 85.00 $ 336.18
$285.16 $ 85.00 $ 370.16
$151.24  $ 85.00 $ 236.24
$319.78 $ 85.00 $ 404.78
$452.38 $ 85.00 $ 537.38
$19256 $ 85.00 $ 277.56
$33548 $ 85.00 $ 420.48
$10560 $ 85.00 $ 190.60
$104.84 $ 85.00 $ 189.84
$228.76 % 85.00 $ 313.76
$302.04 $ 85.00 $ 387.04
$25764 $ 85.00 $ 342.64
$316.34 $ 85.00 $ 401.34
$34556 $ 85.00 $ 430.56
$162.84 $ 85.00 $ 247.84
$279.72 % 85.00 $ 364.72
$268.98 $ 85.00 $ 353.98
$626.04 $ 85.00 $ 711.04



47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72

1812708300
1812800800
1821011400
1822404800
1832804600
1834012000
1840222400
1840400400
1841120700
1842130900
1843100800
2170212200
2170212200
2171611600
2172521400
2172522400
2172531300
2172900100
2173505400
2175931110
2180713000
2190502000
2190622700
2263013000
2280901300
1841211100

TOTAL

TAX LEVIES
Fiscal Year 2021

Vista Irrigation District

$11368 § 85.00 $ 198.68
$432.14  $ 85.00 $ 517.14
$211.82 § 85.00 $ 296.82
$12410 § 85.00 $ 209.10
$516.14  § 85.00 $ 601.14
$25442  § 85.00 $ 339.42
$211.10 $ 85.00 $ 296.10
$250.56 $ 85.00 $ 335.56
$159.78 § 85.00 $ 244.78
$159.16  § 85.00 $ 24416
$200.74 § 85.00 $ 285.74
$293.26 $ 85.00 $ 378.26
$44096 § 85.00 $ 525.96
$12210 $ 85.00 $ 207.10
$285.58 § 85.00 $ 370.58
$107.27  § 85.00 $ 192.27
$1,38990 §$ 85.00 $ 1,474.90
$34566 $ 85.00 $ 430.66
$57948 § 85.00 $ 664.48
$189.72  § 85.00 $ 274.72
$579.06 $ 85.00 $ 664.06
$227.34  § 85.00 $ 312.34
$17478  § 85.00 $ 259.78
$11746  § 85.00 $ 202.46
$150.18  § 85.00 $ 235.18
$943.84 § 85.00 $ 1,028.84
$21,087.75 $ 6,120.00 $ 27,207.75




4 | VISTA Agenda Item: 6.B
‘ égg;%cr;o” Board Meeting Date: August 5, 2020
Prepared By: Shallako Goodrick
Reviewed By: Marlene Kelleher
STAFF REPORT Approved By: Brett Hodgkiss

SUBJECT: TREASURER’S REPORT AS OF JUNE 30, 2020

RECOMMENDATION: Informational report concerning the investments of the District.

SUMMARY: Attached for review by the Board of Directors is the Treasurer’s Report as of June 30, 2020.
The report is formatted to provide information as required by the California Government Code and the Vista
Irrigation District Investment Policy. The Treasurer’s Report contains both an investment summary and a
detailed security listing. Also attached is a five-year cash flow forecast, which indicates the District’s
investments are sufficiently liquid to meet anticipated cash flow needs.

DETAILED REPORT: Activity for the quarter included deposits and withdrawals from the District’s cash and
cash equivalent accounts: checking, California Asset Management Program (CAMP), and Local Agency
Investment Fund (LAIF). During the quarter $4.5 million of Treasury bills matured and $4.5 million of new
Treasury bills were purchased.

As of June 30, 2020, the net unrealized gain on the portfolio was as follows:

Unrealized

Gain
Treasury Bills $215,074
LAIF 70,375
Net Unrealized Gain $285.449

All investment transactions have been made in accordance with the District’s Investment Policy.

The following is a five-year summary of the District’s investment portfolio:

6/30/16 6/30/17 6/30/18 6/30/19 6/30/20
Total Portfolio $29,442,101  $25,870,655 $33,717,134  $39,597,086  $44,990,612
Unrealized Gain $76,130 $47,356 $88,028 $299,388 $285,449
Weighted Average Maturity 126 Days 136 Days 95 Days 92 Days 80 Days
Portfolio Interest Rate 0.54% 0.91% 1.87% 2.41% 0.98%

ATTACHMENTS:
» Treasurer’s Report

» Securities Detail
» Cash Flow Projection




Vista Irrigation District
TREASURER'S REPORT
June 30, 2020

Percentage Weighted
Permitted Average Current
Maturity by Board Actual Maturity Interest
Category Value Policy Percentage (in Days) Rate
Cash and Cash Equivalents
Checking/Petty Cash $ 797,917 n/a 1.8% 0 0.00%
California Asset Management Program 10,367,778 40% 23.0% 1 0.48%
Local Agency Investment Fund 14,324,917 40% 31.9% 1 1.08%
25,490,612 56.7% 1 0.80%
Securities
U.S. Treasury 19,500,000 100% 43.3% 184 1.21%
Total Portfolio $ 44,990,612 100.0% 80 0.98%
Notes:

¢ This report excludes accrued interest and employee flexible spending accounts.

¢ California Asset Management Program (CAMP) is a California Joint Powers Authority (JPA) established to provide California
public agencies with professional investment services. The CAMP pool is a permitted investment for all local agencies under
California Government Code Section 53601(p). The market valuation is provided by PFM Asset Management LLC.

¢ Local Agency Investment Fund (LAIF) is a pool of funds invested for California governmental agencies and is managed by
the State Treasurer's Office of the State of California. The market valuation is provided by the State Treasurer's Office.

¢ The above portfolio is in full compliance with the District's Investment Policy.

¢ The District's investment portfolio is adequate to meet the District's cash flow requirements for the next six months.



Vista Irrigation District
SECURITIES DETAIL
June 30, 2020

Days
Investment Interest Maturity to Maturity Market Unrealized
Issuer Type Rate Date Maturity Value Cost Value Gain

U.S. Treasury Treasury Bill 1.976% 07/16/20 16 $ 1,500,000 $ 1,470,956 $ 1,499,921 $ 28,965
U.S. Treasury Treasury Bill 1.855% 08/13/20 44 1,500,000 1,472,700 1,499,765 27,065
U.S. Treasury Treasury Bill 1.793% 09/10/20 72 1,500,000 1,473,610 1,499,577 25,967
U.S. Treasury Treasury Bill 1.647% 10/08/20 100 1,500,000 1,475,733 1,499,392 23,658
U.S. Treasury Treasury Bill 1.610% 11/05/20 128 1,500,000 1,476,264 1,499,185 22,920
U.S. Treasury Treasury Bill 1.569% 12/03/20 156 1,500,000 1,476,871 1,498,987 22,116
U.S. Treasury Treasury Bill 1.595% 12/31/20 184 1,500,000 1,476,492 1,498,692 22,200
U.S. Treasury Treasury Bill 1.532% 01/28/21 212 1,500,000 1,477,402 1,498,519 21,117
U.S. Treasury Treasury Bill 1.304% 02/25/21 240 1,500,000 1,480,738 1,498,422 17,684
U.S. Treasury Treasury Bill 0.264% 03/25/21 268 1,500,000 1,496,057 1,498,183 2,126
U.S. Treasury Treasury Bill 0.168% 04/22/21 296 1,500,000 1,497,498 1,497,993 495
U.S. Treasury Treasury Bill 0.162% 05/20/21 324 1,500,000 1,497,573 1,497,803 230
U.S. Treasury Treasury Bill 0.203% 06/17/21 352 1,500,000 1,496,967 1,497,497 531

1.206% 184 $ 19,500,000 $ 19,268,861 $ 19,483,936 $ 215,074




Vista Irrigation District
CASH FLOW PROJECTION
June 30, 2020
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4 | VISTA Agenda Item: 6.C
‘ égg;%cr;o” Board Meeting Date: August 5, 2020
Prepared By: Matt Atteberry
Reviewed By: Randy Whitmann
STAFF REPORT Approved By: Brett Hodgkiss

SUBJECT: DETACHMENT TERMS AND CONDITIONS

RECOMMENDATION: Adopt Resolution No. 20-XX setting the terms and conditions of detachment of 4.00
acres for the Lindauer — Olive Street Reorganization and direct staff to file the resolution with San Diego Local
Agency Formation Commission (LN 2020-014; CF 500-373; LAFCO RO20-11; APN 182-101-01; DIV NO
5).

PRIOR BOARD ACTION: None.

FISCAL IMPACT: None.

SUMMARY: The proposed Lindauer — Olive Street Reorganization involves an existing single-family
residence on a 4.00-acre parcel located at 317 East Olive Street in San Marcos. The property has an on-site
water well that is failing and needs to connect to a reliable potable water source. The site is located within
Vista Irrigation District’s “Boot” service area and within Vallecitos Water District’s sphere of influence.
Vallecitos is the intended water service provider for this area; the Vista Irrigation District (District) does not
have any nearby facilities while Vallecitos Water District (Vallecitos) has existing water mains adjacent to the

property.

DETAILED REPORT: The District received notice from the owners, Lloyd and Marilyn Lindauer, on May
11, 2020 that they had filed a reorganization application with the San Diego Local Agency Formation
Commission (LAFCO) and were requesting detachment of their parcel from the District. On June 16, 2020,
the District was notified by LAFCO that the San Diego County Department of Environmental Health had issued
a notice to the owners that their water well did not meet safe drinking water standards and that an emergency
potable water connection with Vallecitos should be expedited in advance of annexation. Soon after, the owners
and Vallecitos entered into a Certificate of Approval for a Contractual Water Service Agreement, which
allowed Vallecitos to extend a temporary water service to the site; Vallecitos’s Board of Directors approved
the annexation of this parcel into its water and sewer service area on June 17, 2020.

The District received LAFCO’s Notice of Proposal on July 6, 2020 requesting terms and conditions for the
Lindauer — Olive Street Reorganization. The attached resolution is presented for the Board’s consideration to
set the terms and conditions of this detachment from the District. Following Board approval, the resolution
will be submitted to LAFCO for filing.

ATTACHMENTS:
» LAFCO Notice of Proposal / Preliminary Staff Report
» Draft Resolution
» Maps




San Diego County
Local Agency Formation Commission

Regional Service Planning | Subdivision of the State of California

NOTICE OF PROPOSAL
PRELIMINARY STAFF REPORT

Title of Proposal: “Lindauer — Olive Street Reorganization” | Proposed Annexation to
Vallecitos Water District with Concurrent Detachment from Vista
Irrigation District

Reference No.: RO20-11

Affected APNs: 182-101-01

Date Received: June 15, 2020 RECElVED
Applicant: Landowner, by Petition

Subject Agencies: Vallecitos Water District, Vista Irrigation District JUL 00 2020
Sphere Amendment: No

Project Manager: Robert Barry | robert.barry@sdcounty.ca.gov VISTA IRRIG. DIST.
I Proposal Request

The San Diego Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) has received a petition and a proposal
application submitted by a landowner requesting approval for a reorganization involving annexation
of approximately 4.0 acres of incorporated San Marcos territory to the Vallecitos Water District (WD)
with concurrent detachment from Vista Irrigation District (ID). The affected territory is presently
within the Vallecitos WD sphere of influence and includes one parcel identified as APN 182-101-01 and
developed with one single-family residence located at 317 E. Olive Street, San Marcos. The existing
single-family residence utilizes an on-site well for domestic water service and an underground septic
disposal system for wastewater service. The landowner has provided documentation from the
County Department of Environmental Health (DEH) confirming that the on-site well has failed due to
excessive nitrate contamination. Vista ID does not have available infrastructure to serve the
property; Vallecitos WD has existing and adjacent water and wastewater infrastructure and has
consented to annexation of the affected territory for water and wastewater services. The affected
territory is located south of Deer Springs Road, west of I-15, north of Borden Road, and east of Twin
Oaks Valley Road. A copy of the submitted landowner petition and the LAFCO proposal vicinity map
is attached.

. Proposal Purpose

The purpose of the proposed reorganization is to extend water and wastewater services to one
existing single-family residence experiencing a documented threat to the health and safety of the
residents due to a failing on-site well. The existing domestic water provider, Vista ID, does not have
available infrastructure to extend service to the affected territory. The Vallecitos WD has existing
water and wastewater infrastructure adjacent to the affected territory, has adopted conditions of

fce Chair

Administration Andy Vandoersan, v
Keene Simonds, Executive Officer " ul weal Pulald
County Operations Center ; . : " | y

9335 Hazard Way, Suite 200 i ‘ - "

San Diego, California 92123
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San Diego LAFCO
June 30, 2020
“Lindauer - Olive Street Reorganization” | Annexation to Vallecitos Water District with Concurrent Detachment from

Vista Irrigation District (RO20-11)

water and wastewater service, and has consented to annexation. The City of San Marcos General
Plan has designated the affected territory as Agricultural Residential (AG) (0.125- 1 du/parcel based
on location and slope) and adopted zoning as Agricultural - 1 (A1) with a 1.0-acre minimum lot size,
dependent on slope. The proposed reorganization is expected to be categorically exempt under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) per State CEQA Guidelines Section 15319(a), because the
proposal area contains existing private structures developed to the current zoning and the extension
of services would be sized to only serve the existing facilities.

lL. LAFCO Considerations

An initial review of the proposal identifies the following pertinent item(s) germane to LAFCO staff’s
review and ahead of the Commission’s deliberations:

Reorganization Merit-

The merit of the proposed annexation to Vallecitos WD for water and wastewater services and
concurrent detachment from Vista ID will be the primary focus of the analysis given the affected
territory presently lies within the Vallecitos WD sphere of influence. This analysis is prefaced on
addressing the LAFCO proposal review factors required for consideration of proposed changes of
organization or reorganization and enumerated under Government Code 56668. The majority of the
prescribed factors of review for the proposed change of organization will focus on the service and
financial capacities of the annexing agency, Vallecitos WD.

Iv. Proposal Referrals
This proposal notice and preliminary staff report is being provided to all of the following agencies:

e County of San Diego | County Service Area No. 135 (Regional Communications); Department
of Planning and Development Services; Auditor/PTS; Assessor/Mapping; San Diego County
Flood Control District; San Diego County Street Lighting District; Twin Oaks Community
Planning Group; District 5, Office of Supervisor Desmond

e Fire Protection | San Marcos Fire Protection District

e Water District | Vallecitos Water District; Vista Irrigation District; San Diego County Water
Authority; Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

¢ Other Interested Agencies | City of San Marcos; North County Cemetery District; San Marcos
Unified School District; Palomar Community College District; Palomar Health Healthcare
District; Resource Conservation District of Greater San Diego County

V. Review and Comment

All interested agencies and related stakeholders are invited to review and submit comments on the
proposal - including any requested terms — by Friday, July2¢4, 2020. Comments should be directed
to LAFCO Chief Analyst Robert Barry at robert.barry@sdcounty.ca.gov.

Attachments:

1) Proposed Annexation Area Vicinity Map
2) Proposal Materials — Landowner Petition

2|Page
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PETITION FOR PROCEEDINGS PURSUANT TO THE CORTESE-KNOX-HERTZBERG
LOCAL GOVERNMENT REORGANIZATION ACT OF 2000

Part I: NOTICE OF INTENT TO CIRCULATE PETITION

Proponents are required to file a NOTICE OF INTENT TO CIRCULATE PETITION with
the Executive Officer of the San Diego Local Agency Formation Commission
before a petition to initiate a change of organization or reorganization can be
circulated (Govt. Code § 56700.4).

1. Notice is hereby given to circulate a petition proposing to: ) To ecc)lo

AL«)_AQLDJQT\'W e\ ——
2. The reason(s) for the proposal are: __ |5 a ” A [a ;dgg;t Cr o V\Jol sewer 1o

MLMMMMAJ@f&_QmLQLS [ m‘c_k__

Arupl de,TZu‘\r\ Lrown \/I’K‘biﬁ. Trv— 3%—]—1 o’ D \S’\—rtlc:\_ Casce mph}t

Llotqﬁl L:nj&l(}iu_r;v" - Gt
Propanent's Name [peént) Signature of proponant oe reprasantative
31N E.Olive ST Saw Marese CA 920569
Proponent's Address 7" City, Stata, ZIp T

Pursuant to Section 56700.4 of the Californta Government Code, this NOTICE OF INTENT TO CIRCULATE

PETITION was filed with me on
Date

Executive Officer (Print and Sign)

PART II: DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS

The Political Reform Act prohibits a person appointed to the Local Agency Formation Commission from
soliciting or accepting campaign contributions of more than $250 within the preceding 12 months from parties,
participants, or their agents while a proceeding is pending before LAFCO and for three months following the
decision. LAFCO commissioners who receive such contnbutions are required to disqualify themselves from
participating in the proceedings. Both commissioners and contributors who are parties to the proceeding are
required to disclose the contabutions received or made. Names of current LAFCO commissioners and LAFCO
disclosure forms are available at HI7p.//Wwiw SDLAFCO.ORG or by calling 858/614-7755.

Pursuant to Government Code Section 56700.1, any person or combination of persons who, for political pusposes,
directly or indirectly contabutes $1,000 or more, or expend $1,000 or more in support of, or in opposition to a
proposal for a change of organization or reorganization that will be submitted to the Commission, shall disclose
and report to the Commussion to the same extent and subject to the same requirements of the Political Reform Act
(Title 9 [commencing with Section 81000]) as provided for local initiative measures.

Pursuant to Government Code Section 57009, any person or combination of persons who directly or indirectly
contributes $1,000 or more, or expends $1,000 or in support of, or in opposition to, the conducting authority
proceedings for a change of organization or reorganization, must comply with the disclosure requirements of the
Political Reform Act of 1974, (Government Code section 81000 et seq.). Applicable reports must be submitted to
the Secretary of State and the appropriate city or county clerk. Copies of the reports must also be filed with the
Executive Officer of San Diego LAFCO.

San Diego Local Agency Formation Commission ¢ 9335 Hazard Way * Suite 200 ¢ San Diego, CA 92123 * 858/614-7755



Part lli: PETITION FOR CHANGE OF ORGANIZATION OR REORGANIZATION

This proposal is made pursuant to Part 3, Division 3, Title 5 of the California Government Code, Section 56000 et seq. of
the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act of 2000.

(a) The specific change(s) of organization proposed is/are: _4 s/ & 12 hilec l o3
Wakee Qistrict; Detach Scom Jih Tecigation D isTret

(b) The boundary of the ternitory included in the proposal is as descrbed in the attached legal descpson
and map and is by this reference incorporated herein.

(c) The proposed action(s) will be subject to the following terms and conditions: 7o be determia !:‘»1

(d) The reason(s) for the proposal is/are:

(e) Signers of this petition have signed as (select one): Bdiandowner; Dregistered voter.
(f) The name(s) and mailing address(s) of the chief petitioner(s) (not to exceed three) is/are:

L. el L iR Olive st n }ﬂar'cp_s,J.Cﬁ 92047
Name o chlef proponent (phnt) maling address

2.
Name of chiet proponent (pant) malling address

3.
Nams of chiel prapongnt (prnt) maiBng addeass

(g) Itis requested that proceedings for this proposal be taken in accordance with Section 56000 et seq. of the
Govemment Code.

(h) This proposed change of organization (select one) Mis Dis not consistent with the sphere-
of-influence of any affected city or distrct.
(1) _LIhe teecitory included in the proposal 1s  (select one) Dinhabited (12 or more registered voters)

uninha bited (11 or less registered voters).
() If the formation of a new district(s) is included in the proposal:
1. The principal act under which said district(s) is/are proposed to be formed is/are:

2. The proposed name(s) of the new district(s) is/are:

3. The boundary(ies) of the proposed new district(s) is/are described in the attached legal description and
map and are by this reference incorporated herein.

() Ifan incorporation is included in the proposal:
1. The name of the proposed city is: —
2. Provisions are requested for appoinsment of: Dcity manager Dcity cleck Dcity treasurer

() If the proposal includes a consolidation of special distrcts, the proposed name of the
consolidated district is: L

San Diego Local Agency Formation Commission ® 9335 Hazard Way ° Suite 200 * San Diego, CA 92123 * (858) 614-7755



Part IVa: REGISTERED VOTER PETITION

Petitions must meet minimum Each of the undersigned states:
signature requirements (see Part = [ personally signed this petition.
V). Signatures must be secured * I am a registered voter within the County of San
within six months of the date on- Die
which the first signature was go- _ .
offixed. Pefitions = must be * [ personally affixed hereto the date of my signing this
submitted ‘to  the LAFCO petition and my place of residence, or if no street or
Executive Officer within 60 days number exists, then a designation of my place of
after the last signature is affixed residence that will enable the location to be readily
(Govt. Code § 56705). e
Name of Signer Residence Address Date Signed Official Use

Sign

Print

Sign

Print

Sign

Print

Sign

Print

Sign

Print

Sign

Print

San Diego Local Agency Formation Commission * 9335 Hazard Way * Suite 200 * San Diego, CA 92123 « (858) 614-7755




Part IVb: LANDOWNER PETITION

Petitions must meet minimum
signature requirements (see Part Each of the undersigned states:

V). Signatures must be secured | ® [ personally signed this petition.

within six months of the date on | . 1, ; landowner of the affected territory.

hich the first signak L ;
\gffi(;ed. : P;:isﬁonssgnomci’r: wg:es * I personally affixed hereto the date of my signing this

submitted to the  LAFCO petiion and the Assessor’s Parcel Number(s), or a
Executive Officer within 60 days description sufficient to identfy the location of my
after the last signature is affixed Jand

(Govt. Code § 56705).

Name of Signer Assessor’s Parcel Date Signed Official Use
Number(s)

Sign ﬁ-;‘)i;o[’am_ 182 ~1o) -ol-oo| b—IS-20

Print L (-4 .U\J'

Sign

Print

Sign

Print

Sign

Print

Sign

Print

Sign -

Prim

San Diego Local Agency Formation Commission * 9335 Hazard Way * Svite 200 * San Diego, CA 92123 - (858) 614-7755



Letter of Request for Detachment

Vista Irrigation District

1391 Engineer Street

Vista, CA 92081-8840

ATTN: Engineering Department

Name: L\c\-\\A L:V\) O}\C’&uuew/‘

Mailing Address: S5\ ] &, U< L Saw reos, CA G204

Phone Number: Howe Zbo S104935 1 Cell D60 670 D&l

Assessor’s Parcel Number: l? - lo|l-o [~ o0 Acreage: 4

Address of Property: (If Applicable) 3\) . Ol o< St 5 Sard MarcosS

Reason for Detachment: Proposed Land Development
(Subdivision, Lot Split, Parcel Map, Boundary Adjustment)

«~ Public Sewer and Water Service required by VWD

LAFCO Approval Required: (l/f Yes ( )No

I certify that I am the legal owner/owners or the agent of the owner and I am requesting
detachment.

*ﬁ?f)ﬂﬁm‘aa_u.m_ S —// =20
Name of Owner/Agent Date

Name of Owner/Agent Date

* (All legal owners of property must sign)
* (Agents for the Owner must provide a letter from the Owner that they are acting on

their behalf)

Engineering Index: Section XIV Annexations and Detachments, File: XIV.P Detachment Procedure
Rev 08/2014 XIV P Detachment Procedure.doc



RESOLUTION NO. 20-XX

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF
VISTA IRRIGATION DISTRICT

SETTING THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF DETACHMENT FOR
LINDAUER - OLIVE STREET REORGANIZATION

APN 182-101-01; LN 2020-014;
CF 500-373; LAFCO RO20-11; DIV NO 5

WHEREAS, a petition was submitted by the property owners to the Local Agency
Formation Commission (LAFCO), the lead agency, for a reorganization of territory, including the
detachment of one parcel from Vista Irrigation District (District) and annexation to Vallecitos
Water District (Vallecitos) for water and sewer service; and

WHEREAS, LAFCO has requested terms and conditions of detachment for the parcel
consisting of approximately 4.00 gross acres which has one single-family residence.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of Vista Irrigation
District that this detachment is conditioned upon the following:

1. Payment of the District administration fee of $2,262.

2. Submittal of final maps and geographic descriptions of the affected territory and
associated boundary changes as approved by LAFCO.

3. Completion of annexation procedures with Vallecitos prior to final detachment with
the District.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that compliance with the above terms and conditions shall
be completed prior to adoption by LAFCO of the finalizing resolution ordering the detachment.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the following roll call vote of the Board of Directors for the
Vista Irrigation District this 5th day of August 2020.

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

Richard L. Véasquez, President
ATTEST:

Lisa R. Soto, Secretary

Board of Directors
VISTA IRRIGATION DISTRICT
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y § DISTRICT

Payment Number

64780
64781
64782
64783

64784
64785
64786
64787
64788

64789
64790
64791
64792

64793
64794
64795-64796
64797
64798
64799
64800
64801

64802
64803

64804

7/27/2020 1:50 PM

Payment Date

07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/08/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020

Vendor

Big Drip Plumbing

Dixieline

California Department of Tax and Fee Administration
Citi Cards

Core & Main

Dudek

Glennie's Office Products Inc
Kimball Midwest

Marlene Kelleher

Moodys

Partsmaster

Rincon del Diablo MWD
San Diego Gas & Electric

Shred-it USA LLC

SiteOne Landscape Supply, LLC
Refund Checks 64795-64796
Refund Check 64797

Allied Electronics Inc

Amazon Capital Services
Answering Service Care, LLC
AT&T

Auto Specialist Warehouse

Bennett-Bowen & Lighthouse Inc
Big Drip Plumbing

Cash Disbursement Report

Payment Dates 07/02/2020 - 7/22/2020

Description

Meter Tie-Backs - Montgomery

Weir House Fascia Boards

Jun '20 Use Tax Return

Calibration/Certification of Water Quality Lab Equipment
Alcohol For Disinfecting Water Quality Stations
Kitchen & Building Supplies

Kitchen & Building Supplies

GFl FaxMaker Online Services

Liebert Cassidy Whitmore Return to Work Took Kit - Covid-19
Cloud Base Phone System Service - Covid-19
Social Distancing Stanchions for Front Lobby - Covid-19
8"X2" Push on End Caps (2)

E Reservoir Replacement & Pump Station 05/2020
Office Supplies

Wire Loom - Truck 69

Reimburse - Continuing Professional Education
Reimburse - CPA License

Dump Fees (2)

Washers (25)

MD Reservoir Water Service

Gas Use 06/2020

Electrical Transmission 06/2020

Shredding Services

4" PVC Pipe To Repair Sewer Laterals

Customer Refunds

Customer Refund

SCADA Supplies

Bandages for First Aid Kits (3 boxes)

Answering Service

Data Services

SIP Trunks

Brake Parts - Truck 63

AF Sensor - Truck 46

Strobe Lamps, Backup Alarm - Truck 69

Dam House Plumbing Repairs

Amount

5,959.00
497.33
48.00
633.00
281.45
412.34
483.00
12.75
200.00
345.31
1,032.05
171.27
19,615.00
156.49
44.70
253.00
250.00
400.00
5.97
46.87
249.04
2,349.48
123.68
24.79
3,281.74
2,406.84
1,002.50
24.31
395.00
698.93
425.89
186.32
176.34
591.05
5,992.00

Page 1 of 7



Payment Number

64805

64806
64807

64808
64809

64810
64811
64812
64813

64814
64815
64816
64817
64818
64819

64820

64821

7/27/2020 1:50 PM

Payment Date

07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020

Vendor

Boot Barn Inc

CDW Government Inc
Cecilia's Safety Service Inc

Christian Magill
City Of Escondido

City of Oceanside

CleanCapital HC4 Borrower LLC
Clinical Lab of San Bernardino Inc
Core & Main

Corelogic Solutions Inc

County of San Diego

Department of Forestry & Fire Protection
Department of Toxic Substances Control
Dion International Trucks, LLC - San Marcos
Direct Energy

EDCO Waste & Recycling Services Inc

Electrical Sales Inc

Description

Footwear Program

Footwear Program

Footwear Program

Cisco Firepower IPS and AMP Subscription
Traffic Control - York Drive

Traffic Control - Civic Center & Pala Vista Drive
Traffic Control - Oak Drive

Traffic Control - Camino Redondo

Traffic Control - Eucalyptus Ave

Traffic Control - Sunset Dr

Traffic Control - Hannalei Dr

Traffic Control - Civic Center & Pala Vista Dr
Traffic Control - York Drive

Computer Loan 07/2020

Escondido Water Treatment Plant 05/2020 - 06/2020
Escondido Canal Operating Cost 04/2020 - 06/2020

EVWTP OCG Expenses 04/2020 - 06/2020
Weese Treatment 06/2020

Solar Use 06/2020

Stage 2 DBP Samples

Router Bit

Copper Male Adapters (15)

Coupling 8" Macro (7)

Lid 8" Slotted Valve (VID) (150)

Lid 8" Slotted Valve (VID) (150)

Real Quest Online Service 06/2020

LAFCO FY20/21

Brush Abatement 03/2020

EPA ID Number Fee for Hazwaste

Filters - Truck 52

Electric 06/2020 - VID

Electric 06/2020 - Henshaw Buildings & Grounds
Electric 06/2020 - Henshaw Well Field
Electric 06/2020 - T & D / Cathodic Protection
Electric 06/2020 - Reservoirs

Electric 06/2020 - Pump Stations

Electric 06/2020 - Treatment Plants

Trash & Recycle 06/2020

40 Yd Dumpster

Parts to Connect Power to Motor- Station 4

Amount

180.00
21.54
180.00
2,400.00
5,130.00
2,945.00
3,610.00
522.50
522.50
1,330.00
475.00
2,161.25
4,750.00
1,500.00
243,701.00
94,874.34
1,284.50
3,683.42
5,929.36
920.00
190.66
111.01
2,242.94
3,458.60
3,458.60
300.00
29,530.26
336.87
205.00
59.49
541.75
204.01
3,741.79
35.59
11.33
1,865.71
37.30
233.87
463.98
29.92
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Payment Number

64822

64823

64825
64826

64827
64828
64829
64830
64831
64832

64833

64834

64835

64836
64837
64838
64839
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Payment Date

07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020

Vendor

Ferguson Waterworks

Grainger

HUB Construction Specialties
InfoSend Inc

Inland Water Works Supply Co
Ken Grody Ford Carlsbad
Kimball Midwest

Lightning Messenger Express
Major League Pest

Mallory Safety and Supply, LLC

Moodys

MRC, Smart Technology Solutions
NAPA Auto Parts

North County Auto Parts
One Source Distributors
O'Reilly Auto Parts
Pacific Pipeline Supply

Description

DFW Meter Box Lid 3.5 DFW36C (VID Stamp) (27)
Brass Pipe & Flare Fittings

Brass Fittings

Brass Fittings

DFW Meter Box Lid Medium 1220E (VID Stamp) (30)
DFW Meter Box Small DFW1324CH4-12 (12)
DFW Meter Box Lid Large PW6C (VID Stamp) (18)
DFW Meter Box Lid 4.5 486SA (VID Stamp) (10)
DFW Meter Box Lid 3.5 DFW36C (VID Stamp) (50)
DFW Meter Box Lid Small D1324 (VID Stamp) (30)
Air Compressors (2), Motors (2) - Station 4

Cork Board Covering - Covid-19

Simpson Ties for Retaining Walls - PIt #10
Backflow Notices

eCCR Notice Insert for 2020 CCR

Data Processing/Mailing Services 06/2020
Support & Storage 06/2020

Meter Reading Software Conversion from MVRS to FCS
Brake Pedal Pads - Truck 7

Hardware Stock - Garage

Messenger Service 06/26/20

Monthly Pest Control

Gloves Thickster Nitrile XL (20 boxes)

Stop/Slow 18" Hi Intensity (2)

Vest Lime Hi-Viz LG (7)

Dump Fee (1)

Dump Fees (2)

Dump Fees (2)

Managed Print Services

Filter

Hitch Sleeve & Pin - Truck 69

Tail Lamp, Hitch Pin

Cargo Control Bar - Truck 20

Filters - Truck 3 & 65

Bearings- Truck 66

Prescription Safety Glasses

Receiver Hitch Bushing

Non-Pressure Pipe Plugs, PO Caps

Non-Pressure Pipe Plugs, Couplings

Angle Stops (3)

Amount

1,110.65
1,960.95
396.79
1,268.97
1,558.80
1,038.55
1,556.85
427.59
2,056.75
1,721.18
3,963.77
113.67
19.72
166.48
142.38
5,965.26
1,451.96
324.00
12.26
709.67
52.50
225.00
259.80
90.93
123.14
200.00
400.00
400.00
529.34
4.86
46.53
20.00
27.05
52.10
35.94
211.09
21.64
483.04
537.70
544.93
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Payment Number

64840

64841
64842
64843
64844

64845

64846

64847
64848

64849
64850

64851
64852
64853
64854
64855

64856

7/27/2020 1:50 PM

Payment Date

07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020
07/15/2020

Vendor

Pacific Safety Center

Palomar Reprographics Inc
Benetrac

Paychex of New York LLC
Plateau Pest Solutions Inc

R & R Controls Inc

Ray A Morgan Company Inc

Raymond Handling Solutions Inc
Rutan & Tucker LLP

San Diego Chapter CSDA
San Diego Gas & Electric

Sonsray Machinery LLC

Southern Counties Lubricants, LLC
Steven Enterprises Inc

Sunbelt Rentals

Midas Service Experts

TS Industrial Supply

Description

Spool (1)

CPR/FA/AED Class 6/23/20
CPR/FA/AED Class 6/30/20

VID Mapbooks

Employee Benefits Tracking 07/2020
Onboarding/Recruiting Service 07/2020
Bee Removal (1)

Bee & Hive Removal (1)

Bee Removal (1)

HVAC Controls Setup and Training

HVAC Controls Assistance w/new Boiler & Pump Scope

Cyan Ink, 330ml (1)

Yellow Ink, 330ml (1)

Black Ink, 330ml (1)

Matte Black Ink, 330ml (1)
Magenta Ink, 330ml (1)
Scheduled Maintenance - F3
Legal 05/2020 - General

Legal 05/2020 - Prop 218
Membership Renewal 07/01/20 - 06/30/21
Electric 06/2020 - Dam House
Electric 06/2020 - T&D

Electric 06/2020 - Reservoirs

Park Brake Pads & Hardware - F1
Fuel Use 06/15-20 - 06/30/20
Bond Paper

Concrete, Concrete Mixer Rental
Tires (2) - Truck 43

Tires (3) - G24

Tires (4) - Truck 10

Blue Marking Paint # 203 (36)

2" Pipe Wrap Tape (24)

White Striping Paint # 710 (36)
Blue Striping Paint # 750 (36)
Pothole Machine Parts, Hardware
Jack Hammer Part

Jack Hammer Bits (2)

Cartridges MSA Comb for P100 (24)
Wrench Three Socket (1)

Towel Scrub in a Bucket (6)

Amount

299.46
495.00
495.00
3,177.85
400.00
412.50
50.00
75.00
50.00
1,775.00
312.00
131.70
131.68
131.70
131.70
131.70
98.00
7,526.00
377.00
150.00
29.56
98.41
56.41
281.02
4,157.68
135.62
250.83
510.69
539.03
1,184.98
145.86
186.74
195.76
195.76
103.69
133.74
104.02
532.59
210.01
111.84
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Payment Number Payment Date Vendor Description Amount
07/15/2020 Knee pad with Velcro (3) 51.64
07/15/2020 Shovel Mud (1) 60.35
07/15/2020 3" Paint Brush (20) 21.22
07/15/2020 Wire Brush with Plastic Handles (10) 26.63
07/15/2020 Marking Paint White #207 (12) 48.58
07/15/2020 Headhunter Straw Hat (3) 48.71
07/15/2020 Striping Paint White #710 (24) 130.51
07/15/2020 Striping Paint Blue #750 (24) 130.51
07/15/2020 2" Pipe Wrap Tape (20) 155.45
07/15/2020 Wrench T-Handle 5'-9' SW-510 (1) 148.09
64857 07/15/2020 UC Regents Scholarship Award 1,000.00
64858 07/15/2020 Underground Service Alert of Southern California Dig Alert New Tickets (253) 427.45
07/15/2020 Dig Safe Board Fees 06/2020 220.93
64859 07/15/2020 UniFirst Corporation Uniform Service 385.07
64860 07/15/2020 Verizon Wireless SCADA Remote Access 367.35
64861 07/15/2020 Vista Fence Company Inc Fencing & Access Gates - Station #4 4,764.00
64862 07/15/2020 Xerox Corporation Xerox Service & Supplies 26.00
64863 07/22/2020 ACWA/JPIA Medical & Dental Insurance 8/2020 - Cobra (101.16)
07/22/2020 Medical & Dental Insurance 8/2020 - Cobra 33.72
07/22/2020 Medical & Dental Insurance 8/2020 - Cobra 33.72
07/22/2020 Medical & Dental Insurance 8/2020 - Cobra 1,650.70
07/22/2020 Medical & Dental Insurance 8/2020 - Cobra 825.35
07/22/2020 Medical & Dental Insurance 8/2020 - Cobra 69.09
07/22/2020 Medical & Dental Insurance 8/2020 - Cobra 69.09
07/22/2020 Medical & Dental Insurance 8/2020 - Cobra 69.09
07/22/2020 Medical & Dental Insurance 8/2020 - Cobra 1,650.70
07/22/2020 Medical & Dental Insurance 08/2020 - Employees 171,067.85
07/22/2020 Medical & Dental Insurance 08/2020 - Retirees 37,000.42
07/22/2020 Medical & Dental Insurance 08/2020 - R Vasquez 1,719.79
07/22/2020 Medical & Dental Insurance 08/2020 - J MacKenzie 1,790.34
07/22/2020 Medical & Dental Insurance 08/2020 - M Miller 1,790.34
07/22/2020 Medical & Dental Insurance 08/2020 - P Sanchez 1,790.34
07/22/2020 Medical & Dental Insurance 08/2020 - P Dorey 1,719.79
64864 07/22/2020 Diamond Environmental Services Portable Restroom Service 114.70
07/22/2020 Portable Restroom Service 84.39
64865 07/22/2020 FedEx Express Shipping 17.03
64866 07/22/2020 Glennie's Office Products Inc Office Supplies 82.36
64867 07/22/2020 Grainger Lubricant (2) 42.99
07/22/2020 Face Shield Brackets (6) 79.95
64868 07/22/2020 HELIX Environmental Planning, Inc Warner Ranch Ditch Bid Support 06/2020 1,437.50
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Payment Number Payment Date Vendor Description Amount

64869 07/22/2020 Home Depot Credit Services Blocks for Retaining Wall 239.94

07/22/2020 Mop & Buckets 54.57

07/22/2020 Irrigation Parts 12.67

07/22/2020 Cleaning & Maintenance Supplies 91.45

07/22/2020 Lumber, Parts 61.98

07/22/2020 Rain Gutter Parts 460.73

07/22/2020 Rain Gutter, Shop Supplies 526.82

07/22/2020 Paint 663.93

07/22/2020 Electrical Supplies 28.19

07/22/2020 Algae Warning Sign Supplies 649.07

07/22/2020 Tools 236.97

07/22/2020 Maintenance Supplies 93.15

07/22/2020 Supplies for Social Distance Barriers- Covid-19 467.70

64870 07/22/2020 InfoSend Inc eCCR Notice Insert for 2020 CCR 179.87

64871 07/22/2020 Major League Pest Bee Removal (17) 1,445.00

07/22/2020 Vision Insurance 08/2020 - Employees 1,610.16

07/22/2020 Vision Insurance 08/2020 - P Sanchez 14.24

07/22/2020 Vision Insurance 08/2020 - J MacKenzie 14.24

64873 07/22/2020 Otis College of Art and Design Scholarship Contest Award 1,000.00

64875 07/22/2020 Ramco Petroleum Fuel 06/2020 1,146.18
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Payment Number Payment Date

07/22/2020

Vendor

Description

Electric 06/2020 - Reservoirs

Amount

119.14

133.34

07/22/2020

07/22/2020

Staples

Electric 06/2020 - Plants

Gift Cards (3) - Water Awareness Contest (Teachers)

7/27/2020 1:50 PM
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4 VISTA Agenda Item: 7
‘ IRRIGATION Board Meeting Date: August 5, 2020
DISTRICT P
repared By: Greg Keppler
Reviewed By: Randy Whitmann
STAFF REPORT Approved By: Brett Hodgkiss

SUBJECT: EDGEHILL (E) RESERVOIR REPLACEMENT AND PUMP STATION

RECOMMENDATIONS:

1. Conduct a public hearing for the purpose of considering adoption of a Mitigated Negative Declaration
and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Edgehill (E) Reservoir Replacement and
Pump Station project.

2. Adopt Resolution No. 20-XX adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration and a Mitigation Monitoring
and Reporting Program for the Edgehill (E) Reservoir Replacement and Pump Station project and direct
staff to file a Notice of Determination with the County Clerk.

PRIOR BOARD ACTION: On October 24, 2018, the Board authorized the General Manager to enter into an
Agreement for Professional Services with Dudek for the Edgehill (E) Reservoir Replacement and Pump Station
Project in an amount not-to-exceed $885,110. On October 2, 2019, the Board received an informational report
on the primary findings and recommendations from the preliminary design report.

FISCAL IMPACT: The District has budgeted a total of $1.4 million (approximately $900,000 for planning,
design and environmental services and $500,000 for construction) for the project to date. Future construction
costs for the Edgehill (E) Reservoir Replacement and Pump Station project are estimated to be $9.41 million;
additional funding for construction has been temporarily deferred until the financial impacts of the COVID-19
pandemic are fully understood.

SUMMARY: Edgehill (E) Reservoir, located near the end of Edgehill Road, is a 1.5 million gallon (mg),
reinforced, gunite reservoir constructed in 1929. This project will replace the existing reservoir with a new
hexagonal, cast-in-place concrete reservoir with a storage volume of 2.92 mg. As recommended in the Master
Plan, the project also includes a new 3,000 gallon per minute (gpm) pump station at the site to serve as a
redundant feed from the Edgehill (E) Reservoir into the higher pressure zones.

Dudek is providing the planning, design and environmental services for the project. In accordance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements, a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) and a
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) has been prepared for the Edgehill (E) Reservoir
Replacement and Pump Station project. As the lead agency, the District is required to adopt these documents
prior to approving the project for construction. Dudek representatives will present key findings of the MND at
the Board meeting.

DETAILED REPORT: Dudek completed a detailed planning and predesign report in September 2019, which
included geotechnical investigations, environmental assessments, hydraulic analysis, reservoir alternatives analysis,
site and storage capacity optimization, and an evaluation of the CEQA and permitting requirements. As part of the
CEQA process, an Initial Study (IS) was prepared for the project; based on the IS analysis results, an MND was
indicated as the appropriate environmental review document for the project. A Notice of Intent (NOI) to adopt an
MND was filed with the County Clerk, State Clearinghouse, and circulated to all interested agencies/parties and
residents directly next to or nearby the project site, and consistent with CEQA requirements, the draft MND was
made available for public comment for 30 days commencing on March 25, 2020.




The primary objective of the public review process is to assure public awareness of the project, assess its
environmental impacts, and obtain comments on the adequacy of the analysis of potential environmental
impacts and the mitigation measures presented. Per CEQA Public Resources Code Section 21091(d)(1) and
Guidelines Section 15074(b), the lead agency for a project is required to consider comments on environmental
issues received from persons who reviewed the draft MND. Appendix G in the final MND contains all
comments received and the responses.

The following are the major mitigation measures that are proposed to be implemented during construction to
reduce potential environmental impacts to less than significant levels.

¢ Biological Resources — conduct pre-construction nesting bird surveys and reporting; create avoidance
buffers during construction if nests are found.

e Cultural Resources — conduct a worker environmental awareness training program to inform workers
of the cultural sensitivity of the general area and the types of artifacts that are commonly found in the
region. In the event that unanticipated discoveries are encountered, all construction activity shall cease
until the significance of the find and the appropriate mitigation is determined by a qualified
archaeologist. Note the Cultural Resources Report in the MND suggests there is little to no potential to
encounter unidentified significant cultural resources within the excavation area; therefore, dedicated,
on-going cultural monitoring for potential discoveries during construction is not considered necessary.

e Noise — all construction equipment will be equipped with properly maintained noise suppression
devices; a detailed plan and safety precautions will be required if blasting is necessary for rock removal.

The attached resolution, MND and MMRP are presented for the Board’s consideration, finding that there is no
substantial evidence that the project will have an unmitigated significant effect on the environment. Staff will
continue working with Dudek on the final design of the project, expected to be completed by September 2020.
Funding for construction may be considered for inclusion in a second phase capital budget recommendation to
the Board in fall 2020, provided that updated financial data supports doing so.

ATTACHMENTS:
» Public Hearing Notice
Draft Resolution
Final Mitigated Negative Declaration - Edgehill (E) Reservoir Replacement and Pump Station Project
Notice of Determination
Board Presentation, Edgehill (E) Reservoir Replacement and Pump Station Project, MND

YV V VY
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

In accordance with the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act, NOTICE
IS HEREBY GIVEN that Vista Irrigation District will hold a public hearing for the purpose of
considering the adoption of a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Edgehill (E)
Reservoir Replacement and Pump Station Project. Copies of the report, including responses to all
comments received on the draft MND during the 30-day public review period, are available for
public viewing at the following locations:

Electronic Copy: https://www.vidwater.org/mitigated-negative-declaration-for-the-e-
reservoir-replacement-and-pump-station-project
Hard Copy: Vista Irrigation District

1391 Engineer Street
Vista, CA 92081

The public hearing will be held at 9:00 a.m. on Wednesday, August 5, 2020 at 1391
Engineer Street, Vista, CA 92081. All interested parties are invited to participate in said public
hearing through Vista Irrigation District’s teleconferencing line to express opinions and/or present

evidence relative to this matter. The telephone number and applicable pass code for -such
participation is as follows: Telephone (877) 873-8018; Pass Code 474698#.

Further information may be obtained by calling Vista Irrigation District’s Secretary of the
Board at (760) 597-3128 between 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday.

00

Lisa & Soto, Secretary
Board of Directors
Vista Irrigation District

A public agency serving the city of Vista and portions of San Marcos, Escondido, Oceanside and San Diego County



PROOF OF PUBLICATION
(2010 & 2011 C.C.P.)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
County of San Diego

I am a citizen of the United States and a resident of the
County aforesaid: I am over the age of eighteen years and
not a party to or interested in the above-entitled matter. I
am the principal clerk of the printer of

The San Diego Union Tribune

Formerly known as the North County Times and UT North
County and which newspaper has been adjudicated as a
newspaper of general circulation by the Superior Court of the
County of San Diego, State of California, for the City of
Oceanside and the City of Escondido, Court Decree numbers
171349 & 172171, for the County of San Diego, that the notice
of which the annexed is a printed copy (set in type not smaller
than nonpariel), has been published in each regular and entire
issue of said newspaper and not in any supplement thereof
on the following dates, to-wit:

July 15, 2020

I certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Dated at TEMECULA, California this
15t day July, 2020

Qlane Hukiorae

¢ Jane Allshouse
The San Diego Union Tribune Legal Advertising

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

in accordance with the provisions of the Califarria Envronmental
Ouaatity Act, NOTICE IS HMEREBY GIVEN that Vista brrigation
District will hold a public hearing for the purpose of considering
the adoption of a Mitigated Negative Declaration {(MND) for the
Edgehilt (B} Reservoir Replacement and Pump Station Project
Copies of the report, including responses to all comments
received on the draft MND dunng the 30.day public ¢
period, are avatlable for public viewing at the followmg locat

Electronic Copy:
nitps fwww vidwater org/mitigated-negative-declaration for-the
e- raservoir-replacement-and-pump-station-proect

Hard Copy: Vista lrrigation District
1391 Engineear Street

Vista, CA 82081

The public hearing will be held &t 900 arm on Waednesday,
August 8§, 2020 at 1381 Engineer Street, Vista, CA 82081 Al
interested parties are invited 1o particpate in smd public heanmng
through Vista trrigation District's teleconferencing ine to exprass
opinions and/or present svidence relative to thes matter The
telephone rmumber  and  applicable pass code  for such
participation is as follows:  Telephone (877) 873-8018 Pass
Code 474698#.

Further information may be oblained by catling Vista brigation
District's Secretary of the Board at (760) 5897-3128 between 5:00
@y, and 500 pom,, Monday through Friday.

isf Lisa R Soto, Secretary
Roard of Directors
Vista lrngation Dhistrict



RESOLUTION NO. 20-XX

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
OF VISTA IRRIGATION DISTRICT FOR THE ADOPTION OF
A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND
A MITIGATION AND MONITORING REPORT PROGRAM
FOR THE EDGEHILL (E) RESERVOIR REPLACEMENT
AND PUMP STATION PROJECT

WHEREAS, Vista Irrigation District (District) is proposing the replacement of the existing oval
shaped, partially buried, 1.5-million-gallon Edgehill (E) Reservoir with a new reservoir and construction
of a new pump station (the “project”) in accordance with its 2017 Potable Water Master Plan; and

WHEREAS, the project is located on a 1.88-acre property comprised of one parcel (Assessor’s
Parcel Number 174-240-33) located at 2558 Edgehill Road in unincorporated County of San Diego,
California, just east of the City of Vista; and

WHEREAS, the District is the lead agency for the preparation and consideration of
environmental documents for the project, as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), Public Resources Code Sections 21000-21189.3 and the California Guidelines for the
Implementation of CEQA located at California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Sections 15000-15387
(State CEQA Guidelines); and

WHEREAS, the project has been determined to be a “project” for the purposes of CEQA, since
the project requires approval of a discretionary action by the District; and

WHEREAS, the District has prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) to assess the
project’s potential impact on the environmental in compliance with CEQA; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the District as lead agency under CEQA is responsible for
adoption of the proposed MND; and

WHEREAS, a Notice of Intent to Adopt an MND was posted on March 25, 2020 and provided
to the public, responsible agencies, trustee agencies, the County Clerk of San Diego, organizations
and individuals who requested such notice, and directly mailed to owners and occupants of property
contiguous to the project; and

WHEREAS, the proposed MND was available for public and agency review and comment from
March 25, 2020 to April 23, 2020 consistent with CEQA Guidelines Sections 15073 and 15105; and

WHEREAS, the District has consulted with other public agencies and the general public and has
provided an opportunity to comment on the proposed MND as required by the provisions of CEQA and
the State CEQA Guidelines; and

WHEREAS, the District has considered the comments received from public agencies and
persons who reviewed the proposed MND and has prepared written responses to the comments received
during the public comment period; and

WHEREAS, the proposed MND evaluates the possible environmental impacts of the Edgehill
(E) Reservoir Replacement and Pump Station Project and includes measures to avoid or substantially
reduce the potentially significant environmental effects of the project; and

WHEREAS, the District has prepared, or caused to be prepared, a Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (MMRP) to document implementation of the mitigation measures in the proposed
MND:; and



WHEREAS, a staff report was presented discussing the issues in the matter and the required
public hearing held on August 5, 2020 was duly noticed, including published notice, and held in the
manner prescribed by law; and

WHEREAS, the District has considered the MND together with all comments received during
the public review process and finds on the basis of the whole record that there is no substantial evidence
that the project will have a significant effect on the environment; and

WHEREAS, the District hereby finds and affirms that the proposed MND reflects the
independent judgment of the District, as required by Section 21082.1(c)(3) of CEQA; and

WHERAS, the proposed MND and other supporting documents which constitute the record of
proceedings is available at the District offices at 1391 Engineer Street, Vista, CA 92081; and

WHEREAS, the proposed MND has been prepared and completed in compliance with CEQA
and all applicable requirements, as required by Sections 15070 to 15075 of the CEQA Guidelines, and
the Board of Directors of the District has considered the proposed MND, along with the staff report,
public testimony presented at the hearing, and all other oral and written evidence on this project.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Directors of Vista Irrigation District
does hereby determine and order that:

A. The foregoing recitals are true and correct.

B. The Board of Directors hereby adopts the proposed MND for the Edgehill (E) Reservoir
Replacement and Pump Station Project (State Clearinghouse No. 2020039069).

C. The Board of Directors adopts the MMRP for reporting on and monitoring the mitigation
measures identified in the MND and required to avoid or substantially lessen the potentially
significant environmental effects of the project.

D. District staff is authorized and directed to file a Notice of Determination with respect to the
District’s approval of the Edgehill (E) Reservoir Replacement and Pump Station Project, as
provided in Section 15075 of the State CEQA Guidelines.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Directors of Vista Irrigation District this S5th day of
August 2020, by the following roll call vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

Richard L. Véasquez, President
ATTEST:

Lisa Soto, Secretary
Board of Directors
VISTA IRRIGATION DISTRICT
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Acronyms and Abbreviations

Acronym/Abbreviation | Definition

AB Assembly Bill

Action Plan Integrated Natural and Working Lands Climate Change Action Plan
ANFO ammonium nitrate/fuel oil

BMP best management practice

CAAQS California Ambient Air Quality Standards
CalEEMod California Emissions Estimator Model
Caltrans California Department of Transportation
CAP Climate Action Plan

CARB California Air Resources Board

CEQA California Environmental Quality Act
CHa methane

CNRA California Natural Resources Agency
Co carbon monoxide

CO2 carbon dioxide

dB decibel

dBA A-weighted decibel

EIR Environmental Impact Report

EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
FTA Federal Transit Administration

GHG greenhouse gas

GWP global warming potential

I- Interstate

ips inches per second

Leq equivalent continuous sound level

Lmax maximum sound level during the measurement interval
MG million gallons

MSCP Multiple Species Conservation Program
MT metric ton

NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards
N20 nitrous oxide

NOx oxides of nitrogen

NO2 nitrogen dioxide

PM2s particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter less than or equal to 2.5 microns in size
PM1o particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter less than or equal to 10 microns in size
PPM peak particle velocity

PRS pressure reducing station

RAQS Regional Air Quality Strategy

RWQCB Regional Water Quality Control Board
SANDAG San Diego Association of Governments
SB Senate Bill

SCADA supervisory control and data acquisition
SDAB San Diego Air Basin

SDAPCD San Diego Air Pollution Control District
SDG&E San Diego Gas & Electric
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Acronym/Abbreviation | Definition

SOx sulfur oxides

SO2 sulfur dioxide

SPL sound pressure level

SR- State Route

ST shortterm

SWPPP stormwater pollution prevention plan
VID Vista Irrigation District

VMT vehicle miles traveled

VOC volatile organic compound
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T Introduction

1.7 Project Overview

In accordance with its 2017 Potable Water Master Plan (VID 2018), the Vista Irrigation District (VID) is proposing
the replacement of the existing oval shaped, partially buried, 1.5-million-gallon (MG) Edgehill (E) Reservoir with a
new reservoir and construction of a new pump station (proposed project). The proposed project would implement
an adopted plan for facility improvements. Based on land use and population projections, the 2017 Potable Water
Master Plan identified a storage deficit. The Potable Water Master Plan identified seven projects along with their
cost estimates in their Capital Improvement Program, including all components of the proposed project. These
projects would allow VID to provide service to the expected 158,627 people that the service area is expected to
contain by 2040. The project is located on a 1.88-acre property comprised of one parcel (Assessor’s Parcel Number
174-240-33) located at 2558 Edgehill Road in unincorporated County of San Diego, California, just east of the City
of Vista (Figure 1, Project Location). The new reservoir would increase storage capacity and provide VID with a
facility that meets applicable current codes and standards. The new pump station would provide a redundant water
supply to higher-pressure zones within VID’s service area when disruptions occur to primary water supplies.

The project would require the demolition of the existing E Reservoir and accessory facilities. Within a similar
footprint, the proposed project would construct a cast-in-place hexagonal shaped structure that would increase the
on-site capacity to approximately 2.92 MG, which is a 1.42 MG net increase. The hexagonal shape would allow for
more easily maintained water quality. The proposed project would also construct a new water pump station. The
pumps, control panel, and other electric and supervisory control and data acquisition (SCADA) equipment would be
housed in an aboveground structure with approximate dimensions of 20 feet by 38 feet that would match the
architectural features of the existing adjacent pressure reducing station (PRS) facility.

1.2 California Environmental Quality Act Compliance

The proposed E Reservoir Replacement and Pump Station project is considered a “project” under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and must comply with its requirements. In accordance with Section 15051 of the
CEQA Guidelines, “Criteria for Identifying the Lead Agency,” VID, as a public agency proposing to carry out the
project, is the lead agency.

This document is a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) prepared by VID pursuant to Title 14 of the California
Code of Regulations, Section 15063 of the CEQA Guidelines. Section 15063 of the CEQA Guidelines requires the
lead agency to prepare an Initial Study to analyze the potential environmental impacts associated with a project to
determine if the project could have a significant effect on the environment. As a result of the Initial Study, this MND
has been prepared (per CEQA Guidelines Sections 15070-15075) to identify potential environmental impacts of
the proposed E Reservoir Replacement and Pump Station project and to identify mitigation measures to avoid or
reduce the significance of those impacts. CEQA requires the lead agency to adopt a mitigation monitoring and
reporting program for all required mitigation measures.

11538
1 August 2020



E RESERVOIR REPLACEMENT AND PUMP STATION PROJECT

1.3 Project Planning Setting

The proposed project would be located on a 1.88-acre parcel of land located at 2258 Edgehill Road, Vista. The
project site falls within Section 16 of Township 11 South, Range 3 West of the San Marcos, CA 7.5-minute U.S.
Geological Survey Topographic Quadrangle Map. The project site is located in unincorporated land in the County of
San Diego (County) just to the east of the City of Vista (City) in the northern portion of the County. The project site
is composed of one parcel (Assessor’s Parcel Number 174-240-33). The project location is shown in Figure 1,
Project Location, and Figure 2, Project Site and Surroundings.

14 Public Review Process

The MND is subject to a 30-day public review period. The public is encouraged to provide written comments
during the 30-day review, and/or attend the Board of Directors’ hearing at which the project and the MND will be
considered for approval. In accordance with Section 15074 of the CEQA Guidelines, VID’s Board of Directors must
consider the MND along with any comments received during the public review process. Comments may be
submitted to VID at gkeppler@vidwater.org or by U.S. mail at:

ATTN: Greg Keppler, PE
Vista Irrigation District
1391 Engineer Street

Vista, California 92081

This MND has-beenwas made available for download or viewing at VID's website (https://www.vidwater.org/); at
VID’s main office in Vista, California; and provided for review to state agencies via the California State
Clearinghouse. In accordance with Section 15072 of the CEQA Guidelines, notice of the document’s availability
and intent to adopt an MND has-beenwas filed at the San Diego County Clerk’s office and provided via direct
mailings to stakeholders, local agencies, owners/occupants contiguous to the project site, and other parties that
have expressed interest in the proposed project.

1.5 Final MND

The Draft MND was circulated for a 30-day review period from March 25 to April 23, 2020, pursuant to Section
15105(b) of the CEQA Guidelines. Two (2) written comment letters were received on Draft EIR: Comment Letter A -
Rincon Band of Luiseno Indians and Comment Letter B - State Clearinghouse.

Each of the written comment letters have been assigned a label, and the individual comments within each written
comment letter are bracketed and numbered. For example, Comment Letter A contains one comment that is numbered
Al1-1. The responses to each comment on the Draft MND represent a good-faith, reasoned effort to address the
environmental issues identified by the comments. Under the CEQA Guidelines, VID, as lead agency, is not required
to respond to all comments on the Draft MND, but only those comments that raise environmental issues. In
accordance with CEQA Guidelines 15074 and 15204, VID has independently evaluated the comments and
prepared the attached written responses to any significant environmental issues raised.

This Final MND includes responses to public comments in Appendix G to this document. Additionally, a mitigation,
monitoring, and reporting program is included in Appendix H.
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7 Summary of Findings

2. Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

This MND analyzes the environmental impacts of the project consistent with the format and analysis prompts
provided in Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines. The analysis determined that the project would result in impacts
associated with the following resource categories: Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Noise, Tribal Cultural
Resources, and Utilities and Services Systems. The analysis determined that all impacts identified in this MND
would be less than significant with implementation of mitigation measures to avoid or minimize the impacts
identified. Detailed analyses of impacts are provided under each resource section evaluated in this MND.

2.2 Environmental Determination

VID finds that this MND identifies potentially significant impacts, but that implementing the mitigation measures
identified in Table 1 would avoid or minimize the impacts such that they would be less than significant. All mitigation
measures are identified by analysis topic in Table 1, below.

Table 1. Mitigation Measures

Number Mitigation Measure

Biological Resources

MM-BIO-1 Pre-Construction Nesting Birds Surveys and Reporting. To avoid impacts to breeding and nesting
birds in accordance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and California Fish and Game Code,
construction activities shall take place outside of the nesting season; nesting season is March 1
(January 1 for raptors) through September 15. If construction cannot take place outside the nesting
season, a breeding/nesting bird survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist within 72 hours
prior to ground-disturbing activities to determine if active nests of bird species protected by the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act and/or the California Fish and Game Code are present in the impact area
or within 300 feet of the impact area. If active nests are found, an avoidance buffer shall be
established (typically 50 to 300 feet, depending on the species) until the nest is vacated and
juveniles have fledged, as determined by the biologist, and there is no evidence of a second
attempt at nesting. Limits of construction to avoid an active nest shall be established in the field
with flagging, fencing, or other appropriate barriers and construction personnel shall be instructed
on the sensitivity of nest areas. A survey and monitoring report documenting the pre-construction
survey results and implemented avoidance measures shall be submitted.

Cultural Resources

MM-CUL-1 e Prior to the start of construction, a worker environmental awareness training program (WEAP)
shall be implemented at the construction kickoff meeting to inform construction workers of the
cultural sensitivity of the general area and of the types of artifacts that are commonly found
during construction in the region. In the event that unanticipated discoveries are encountered
during future project undertakings, all activity shall cease within 50 feet of the find until a
qualified archaeologist can determine the significance of the find and appropriate mitigation.
Examples of prehistoric resources may include: stone tools and manufacturing debris; milling
equipment such as bedrock mortars, portable mortars, and pestles; darkened or stained soils
(midden) that may contain dietary remains such as shell and bone; and human remains. Historic
resources may include: burial plots; structural foundations; mining spoils piles and prospecting
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Table 1. Mitigation Measures

Number

Mitigation Measure

pits; cabin pads; and trash scatters consisting of cans with soldered seams or tops, bottles, cut
(square) nails, and ceramics; paleontological resources. The WEAP training shall also inform
construction personnel on what to do in the event of a discovery.

¢ In the event that unanticipated archaeological resources (sites, features, or artifacts) are
exposed during construction activities for the project, all construction work occurring in the
immediate vicinity of the find shall immediately stop until a qualified archaeologist meeting the
Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards can evaluate the significance of
the find and determine whether or not additional study is warranted. Depending upon the
significance of the find under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (14 CCR
15064.5[f]; California Public Resources Code Section 21082) the archaeologist may record the
find to appropriate standards (thereby addressing any data potential) and allow work to
continue. If the archaeologist observes the discovery to be potentially significant under CEQA or
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, additional efforts may be warranted as
recommended by the qualified archaeologist.

MM-CUL-2

In accordance with Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code, if potential human
remains are found, all work in the immediate vicinity shall be suspended and the county coroner
shall be immediately notified of the discovery. The coroner shall provide a determination within 48
hours of notification. No further excavation or disturbance of the identified material, or any area
reasonably suspected to overlie additional remains, shall occur until a determination has been
made. If the county coroner determines that the remains are, or are believed to be, Native
American, they shall notify the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) within 24 hours. In
accordance with California Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, the NAHC must immediately
notify those persons it believes to be the most likely descendent (MLD) from the deceased Native
American. Within 48 hours of their notification, the MLD will recommend to the lead agency their
preferred treatment of the remains and associated grave goods.

Noise

MM-NOI-1

Construction Noise Reduction. The Vista Irrigation District (VID) and/or its construction contractor
shall comply with the following measures during construction:

1. Construction activities shall not occur between the hours of 7:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. Monday
through Saturdays, or on Sundays or national holidays. In the event that construction is
required to extend beyond these times, extended hours permits shall be required.

2. Equipment (e.g., portable generators) shall be shielded from sensitive uses using local
temporary noise barriers or enclosures or shall otherwise be designed or configured to
minimize noise at nearby noise-sensitive receptors.

3. All noise-producing equipment and vehicles using internal combustion engines should be
equipped with mufflers; air-inlet silencers, where appropriate; and any other shrouds, shields,
or other noise-reducing features in good operating condition that meet or exceed original
factory specification. Mobile or fixed “package” equipment (e.g., arc-welders, air compressors)
should be equipped with shrouds and noise control features that are readily available for that
type of equipment.

4. All mobile or fixed noise-producing equipment used on the project facilities that are regulated
for noise output by a local, state, or federal agency should comply with such regulation while
in the course of project activity.

5. Idling equipment should be kept to a minimum and moved as far as practicable from noise-
sensitive land uses.

6. Electrically powered equipment should be used instead of pneumatic or internal-combustion-
powered equipment, where feasible.

7. Material stockpiles and mobile equipment staging, parking, and maintenance areas should
be located as far as practicable from noise-sensitive receptors.
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Table 1. Mitigation Measures

Number

Mitigation Measure

8. The use of noise-producing signals, including horns, whistles, alarms, and bells, should be for
safety warning purposes only.

9. Residences within 500 feet of the construction site should be notified of the construction
schedule in writing at least 3 calendar days prior to construction. VID or its contractor(s) shall
designate a noise disturbance point of contact who would be responsible for responding to
complaints regarding construction noise. The point of contact should make reasonable effort
to investigate the cause of the complaint and, if indeed related to construction noise
attributed to the project, see that reasonable measures are implemented to help address the
problem. A contact number for the noise disturbance point of contact should be
conspicuously placed on construction site fences and written into the construction notification
schedule sent to nearby residences.

MM-NOI-2

Blasting Requirements. Blasting for rock excavation shall be only be used by the contractor upon
receipt of approval by Vista Irrigation District and after other non-explosive techniques have been
exhausted, such as rock breaking attachments (both with and without pre-drilling), hydro-fracturing,
and expansive chemical agents. If blasting is required for rock excavation, Vista Irrigation District or
its contractor shall prepare a blasting plan that will reduce impacts associated with construction-
related noise, drilling operations and vibrations related to blasting. The blasting plan shall be site
specific, based on general and exact locations of required blasting and the results of a project-
specific geotechnical investigation. The blasting plan shall include a description of the planned
blasting methods, an inventory of receptors potentially affected by the planned blasting, and
calculations to determine the area affected by the planned blasting. Noise calculations in the
blasting plan shall account for blasting activities and all supplemental construction equipment. The
final blasting plan and pre-blast survey shall meet the requirements provided below.

¢ Prior to blasting, a qualified geotechnical professional shall inspect and document the existing
conditions of facades and other visible structural features or elements of the nearest residential
buildings. Should this inspector determine that some structural features or elements appear
fragile or otherwise potentially sensitive to vibration damage caused by the anticipated blasting
activity, the maximum per-delay charge weights and other related blast parameters shall be re-
evaluated to establish appropriate quantified limits.

o All blasting shall be performed by a blast contractor and blasting personnel licensed to operate
per appropriate regulatory agencies.

e Each blast shall be monitored and recorded with an air-blast overpressure monitor and
groundborne vibration accelerometer that is located outside the closest residence to the blast.
This data shall be recorded, and a post-blast summary report shall be prepared and be available
for public review or distribution as necessary.

¢ Blasting shall not exceed 1 inch per second peak particle velocity (PPV) (transient or single-
event), or a lower PPV determined by the aforesaid inspector upon completion of the pre-blast
inspection, at the fagade of the nearest occupied residence

¢ To ensure that potentially impacted residents are informed, the applicant will provide notice by
mail to all property owners within 500 feet of the project at least 1 week prior to a scheduled
blasting event.

o Drilling operations associated with blasting preparations shall be performed in a manner
consistent with adherence to guidance that emulates Sections 36.408, 36.409, and 36.410 of

the San Diego County Code Noise Ordinance.

Utilities and Services Systems

| Refer to mitigation measures MM-BIO-1, MM-CUL-1, MM-CUL-2, MM-NOI-1, and MM-NOI-2.
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3

Initial Study Checklist

Project title:
E Reservoir Replacement and Pump Station
Lead agency name and address:

Vista Irrigation District
1391 Engineer Street
Vista, California 92081

Contact person and phone number:

Greg Keppler, PE, Vista Irrigation District
Phone: 760.597.3136
Email: gkeppler@vidwater.org

Project location:

Assessor’s Parcel Number: 174-240-33; Unincorporated land in the County of San Diego just to the east of
the City of Vista in the northern portion of San Diego County. Refer to Figures 1 and 2.

Project sponsor’s name and address:

Vista Irrigation District
1391 Engineer Street
Vista, California 92081

General plan designation:
Semi-Rural Residential (SR-1)
Zoning:

A70 (Limited Agricultural)

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

Demolition

The proposed project would require the demolition of the existing E Reservoir and accessory facilities, which
are shown on Figure 3, Existing Project Site. The existing reservoir is comprised of a 3-inch-thick reinforced
concrete hopper bottom type floor, square concrete columns and footings, a reinforced perimeter stem
wall, timber roof framing, and several layers of painted galvanized corrugated sheet metal which serve as
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roofing. Hazardous materials testing was conducted and it was found that the pressure treated timber
framing within the reservoir and railroad tie retaining wall fronting Edgehill road require further testing
and/or special disposal and handling. It is not anticipated that the remaining reservoir demolition and
disposal activities would require special equipment or handling. There are numerous buried pressure and
gravity pipes that require removal or abandonment to accommodate the proposed improvements.
Additional demolition includes the on-site paved access road and cul-de-sac, existing trees and
landscaping, chain-link fencing, irrigation, and drainage swales and catch basins. The existing site has
several mature pepper trees that flank the slope on the western side of the reservoir and aid in partial
concealment of the existing reservoir. There is other existing vegetation ground cover and non-distinct
landscaping that would be removed along with the pepper trees as part of the proposed improvements.

Proposed Project Components

As shown in Figure 4, Proposed Project Site Plan, the new reservoir would have a capacity of approximately 2.92
MG with a floor elevation of approximately 739 feet to match the existing reservoir elevation and high water level
of 758 feet, which is 6 feet higher than the existing reservoir. The proposed reservoir would be approximately
4.5 feet taller than the existing reservoir. The internal dimensions would be approximately 230 feet by 110 feet.
The reinforced concrete floor would be 12 inches thick; the wall footing would be 5 feet by 18 inches; the wall
itself would be 18 inches thick; and the roof would be 9 inches thick. Additionally the dimensions of the column
footing would be 54 inches by 54 inches by 18 inches, and the drop panel would be 78 inches by 78 inches by
14 inches. Belowground walls would be water proofed with a sheet membrane waterproofing system. The
observation and access roof hatches, roof guardrail, and roof vent would be constructed of anodized aluminum.
Reservoir roof access would be via a 5-foot-wide concrete stairwell. Access into the reservoir interior would be
through a roof hatch and a 3-foot-wide stainless steel stairway.

Reservoir inlet and outlet valves would be located in a cast-in-place concrete vault at a location accessible
by maintenance vehicles. The vault would be open, non-grated, protected by bollards on two sides from
vehicles and maintenance equipment, and equipped with a perimeter guard rail for fall prevention. The top
of the vault would be constructed approximately 6 inches above the adjacent grades to prevent surface
water entry from storm events. Access in and out of the vault would be controlled through a ship’s ladder
with handrails and fall protection.

The proposed pump station would provide redundant water supply and would have a capacity of 3,000 gallons
per minute to meet peak hour during max day demand conditions. The pump station would consist of skid-
mounted multi-stage vertical pumps with aboveground headers. The pumps would be housed in an
aboveground structure that would match the architectural features of the existing PRS facility. The pump
station structure would also house the pump station control panel, electrical panels, and SCADA equipment
for the site. The station would be approximately 20 feet by 38 feet with a height of 14 feet. It would be
constructed of a 12-inch, cast-in-place concrete floor with an 8-to 12-inch concrete masonry wall. Additionally,
the roof would be composed of sloped composite shingles supported by wood trusses and plywood sheathing,
with a 20-pounds-per-square-foot load limit. The pump station would also include louvers and ventilation fans
to remove heat generated by the pump equipment. Access to the structure would be provided through two
entry points: a single solid door, and a 14-foot-wide and 12-foot-tall roll-up door.

Visual renderings of the proposed project from several vantage points in the surrounding area are provided
in Figures 5a through 5c.
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Electrical Improvements

An existing San Diego Gas & Electric (SDG&E) electric service supplies power to the existing on-site PRS
and reservoir. The pump station addition requires an upgrade of the electric service, which would be
supplied by a pad-mounted utility transformer. During construction and commissioning of the new pump
station, concurrent utility power supply to the existing 120/240-volt service panel and the new 480-volt
service panel would be required to prevent interruption of power service to the existing loads.

Lighting

Interior and exterior lighting fixtures would be wet-location rated with energy-efficient LED lamping. Interior
fixtures would be linear type similar in appearance to linear fluorescent fixtures. Interior lighting controls would
utilize vacancy sensors and manual override switches. Exterior fixtures would be small form, wall pack fixtures.
Exterior lighting controls would utilize a timeclock control panel with photocell sensor for shutoff of the lights
when daylight is present. All lighting would be consistent with County Zoning Ordinance Number 9716. The
ordinance list standards for outdoor lighting based on location, land use type, lumen intensity, required
shielding, and hours of operation. The proposed project would have Class Il lighting within Zone B (not
adjacent to Palomar Observatory) and would be required to have fully shielded outdoor lighting.

Access and Circulation

The existing fencing and gates would be removed and replaced as part of the proposed improvements
along with the two site entry gates. There is an existing 20-foot-wide private dirt road easement that would
continue to run from Edgehill Road through the eastern third of the project site. Access to the reservoir
would be provided by a gravel driveway off of the dirt road easement. New 7-foot-tall tubular steel fencing
topped with spiked pickets would be constructed around the perimeter of the site. Manual double swing
gates would be constructed in the same or nearly identical location to the existing gate. A nhew motor-
operated rolling gate will be constructed at the PRS/pump station entrance at the southwest corner of the
site. Fencing and gates would be constructed in compliance with the Standard Specifications for Public
Works Construction and Standard Plans. The proposed project would maintain the asphalt concrete curb
that run parallel to the southern boundary and would connect to the proposed AC curb along the proposed
gravel driveway as to provide pedestrian access to the E Reservoir.

Materials Storage Areas and Equipment Staging

The proposed project does not require storage of operations and maintenance materials on-site, as VID will
utilize existing off-site operations and maintenance storage yards.

On-site Landscaping and Drainage

Landscaping would be provided along Edgehill Road and around the perimeter of the site on the west,
north, and east sides of the structure to provide screening and visually break up large sections of the tank
wall. Landscaping would conform to the City of Vista Landscape Manual. Plant species would feature a mix
of native and other drought-tolerant species appropriate to the area, and no invasive species, defined as
species with a rating of moderate or high in the California Invasive Plant Council database, would be used.
Landscape design would follow fire-safe principles. Healthy existing native vegetation would be retained
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where possible and suitable, and existing non-native ornamental species may be retained if structurally
sound, drought-tolerant, and individual plants work with the overall facility design.

The project includes the addition of a water quality basin on site. The basin would be equipped with a
standpipe and outlet along the western boundary of the project site to the on-site channel and would be
conveyed to Edgehill Road. It is important to note that while the project is not required to comply with San
Diego County stormwater standards as VID is a special district, the on-site detention basins would meet
San Diego County Flood Control design standards.

Project Construction

For the purposes of analysis, it was assumed that construction of the proposed project would commence in
September 20201 and would last approximately 18 months, ending in February 20222, The analysis contained
herein is based on the following subset area schedule assumptions (duration of phases is approximate):

e Demolition - 3 months

e Site preparation and grading - 3 months
e Reservoir construction - 12 months

e Pump station construction - 4 months

e Paving - 1 week

e Piping - 4 months

e Retaining wall construction - 1 month

e Architectural coating - 1 week

The majority of the phases listed above would occur concurrently and would not occur sequentially in
isolation. The estimated construction duration was provided by the project engineering team. Refer to
Section 3.3, Air Quality, for more detailed information regarding construction assumptions.

For the analysis, it was assumed that heavy construction equipment would be operating 5 days per week
(22 days per month) during proposed project construction. Proposed project construction would include
approximately 1,830 cubic yards of cut and 1,337 cubic yards of fill as represented in the site preparation
and grading phase. It is anticipated that earth movement would be primarily, if not completely,
accomplished using off-road equipment (e.g., scrapers and excavators); however, on-site truck trips were
conservatively assumed in the event cut and fill would be transported via trucks within the site boundary.
There would also be export of approximately 650 tons of waste during the demolition phase.

Based on the known presence of hard rock at the project site, there is a high likelihood that rock excavation
would be required. Rock excavation methods would generally consist of non-explosive techniques, such as
rock breaking attachments (both with and without pre-drilling), hydro-fracturing, or expansive chemical agents.

1 Theanalysis assumes a construction start date of September 2020, which represents the earliest date construction would initiate.
Assuming the earliest start date for construction represents the worst-case scenario for criteria air pollutant emissions because
equipment and vehicle emission factors for later years would be slightly less due to more stringent standards for in-use off-road
equipment and heavy-duty trucks, as well as fleet turnover replacing older equipment and vehicles in later years.

2 It is understood that once construction commences, potential circumstances unknown at this time (such as inclement weather)
may cause delays in the schedule. The construction schedule represents the best known anticipated phasing/timing, based on
known site information, input from project engineers, and expert construction contractors. Such potential delays would not
substantially affect the emissions modeling and the analysis contained herein represents a worst-case scenario.
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10.

11.

There is some potential that these methods would be unable to excavate the underlying rock and limited
blasting would be required. Because of this potential, the analysis presented in this MND conservatively
assumes blasting would be required. Rock blasting is the controlled use of explosives to excavate, break
down, or remove rock. The result of rock blasting is often known as a rock cut. It is anticipated that blasting
operations would occur during the site preparation and grading phase. No more than one blast per day would
occur during construction activities. All blasting activity would require appropriate permits and approvals
consistent with local and state requirements, such as Section 96.1.5601.2 of the County of San Diego 2017
Consolidated Fire Code. Consistent with state and local requirements, the fire district/local fire department,
San Diego Sheriff's Department, and utilities require notification prior to the start of any blasting activity.

Surrounding land uses and setting (Briefly describe the project’s surroundings):

The project site is bounded by agriculture and residential land to the north; open land including the San
Marcos mountain range and agriculture and rural residential buildings to the east; commercial and
residential development to the south; and commercial and agriculture and rural residential uses to the
west. Refer to Figure 2.

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

e Encroachment Permit by the County of San Diego
e Blasting Permit by the County of San Diego
e Haul Route Permit by the City of Vista

o National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permit by the San Diego Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB)

o Amendment to Existing Domestic Water Supply Permit by the Department of Public Health Division
of Drinking Water

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

Note: Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead agencies, and
project proponents to discuss the level of environmental review, identify and address potential adverse
impacts to tribal cultural resources, and reduce the potential for delay and conflict in the environmental
review process. (See Public Resources Code section 21080.3.2.) Information may also be available from
the California Native American Heritage Commission’s Sacred Lands File per Public Resources Code
section 5097.96 and the California Historical Resources Information System administered by the California
Office of Historic Preservation. Please also note that Public Resources Code section 21082.3(c) contains
provisions specific to confidentiality.
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Letters were sent to each of the representatives on February 07, 2019, for any additional information of
resources that may be located in the project Area of Potential Effect. To date, five responses have been
received for the current proposed project.

e On February 14,2019, the Tribal Historic Preservation Office for the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla
Indians responded the project is out of their tribe’s Traditional Use Area and therefore they defer
to other tribes in the area once formal government-to-government consultation is initiated by the
lead agency for this project.

e On February 20, 2019, representatives of the Cultural Department for the Rincon Band of Luiseno
Indians contacted Dudek and shared that the identified Area of Potential Effect is within the
Ancestral Territory of the Luiseno people, and is also within Rincon’s specific Area of Historic
Interest. While they did not have knowledge of cultural resources within or near the proposed
project area, this does not mean that none exist. They suggested archival research be conducted
for the project and that they were interested in participation in any survey.

e On February 20, 2019, representatives of the Campo Band of Mission Indians responded,
indicating that the project area has a rich history for the Kumeyaay people and requesting that a
qualified Kumeyaay monitor be present for any cultural work and additional ground-disturbing
activities to ensure that Kumeyaay resources are not overlooked.

e Dudek received a response on March 12, 2019, from Clinton Linton, Cultural Resources Director,
representing the lipay Nation of Santa Ysabel. Mr. Linton stated that, for the project, Santa Ysabel
defers to and supports the comments and requests of the San Luis Rey Band.

e Dudek received a response on March 18, 2019, from Ray Teran, resources management,
representing the Viejas Band of Kumeyaay Indians. Mr. Teran stated that, for the project, Viejas
recommends that the San Pasqual Band of Mission Indians be notified of the project. In addition,
Mr. Teran requested that all National Environmental Policy Act/CEQA/Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Act laws be followed, and that San Pasqual be notified of any project
changes and updates.

Additionally, in accordance with Assembly Bill (AB) 52, VID provided a notification letter to tribal groups that have
formally requested such notification under AB 52. This notification letter was sent to the Rincon Band of Luiseno
Indians and the Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians on November 7, 2018. Neither tribe responded with a
request for consultation within the 30-day response period provided by AB 52. On December 21, 2018, the Rincon
Band of Luiseno Indians requested consultation under AB 52 and that an archaeological records search be
conducted. However, because this request was outside of the response period, consultation is no longer required
under AB 52. Regardless, communication regarding the project outside of AB 52 with the Rincon Band of Luiseno
Indians is ongoing.
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Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

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

]

o o o o o o

Aesthetics

Biological Resources

Geology and Soils

Hydrology and Water Quality

Noise

Recreation

Utilities and Service Systems

]

o o o o o o

Agriculture and Forestry []
Resources

Cultural Resources

Greenhouse Gas

Emissions

Land Use and Planning

Population and

Housing

Transportation

Wildfire

13

]

O o 0o o 0O

Air Quality

Energy

Hazards and Hazardous
Materials

Mineral Resources
Public Services

Tribal Cultural Resources

Mandatory Findings of
Significance

11538
August 2020



E RESERVOIR REPLACEMENT AND PUMP STATION PROJECT

Determination (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

]

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 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or
mitigated pursuant to that earlier ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including
revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

/8y

dhng feppl——— 7/15/2020

7 y

Signature Date
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3.

Aesthetics

Less-Than-
Significant
Potentially Impact With Less-Than-
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
.  AESTHETICS - Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic
vista? o o X o
b) Substantially damage scenic resources
including, but not limited to, trees, rock 0 ] X [

outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?

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

d) Create a new source of substantial light or
glare which would adversely affect day or ] ] D ]
nighttime views in the area?

Setting

The site is approximately 1.88 acres, and a portion of Edgehill Road is constructed on the southern edge of the
parcel. Existing elevations on the site range from 765 to 730 feet above mean sea level, sloping generally from
northeast to southwest. The existing oval-shaped reservoir on site was constructed in 1929. It is partially buried
with sloped walls and constructed of reinforced gunite concrete walls and floor. The roof is comprised of two layers
of corrugated metal roofing with wood timber framing. Other facilities on the site include a slump block building,
fencing, access roads, and associated landscaping. The site is currently characterized by developed and ornamental
planting land cover. The project site is adjacent to Edgehill Road and is visible from the surrounding semi-rural
residential area.

Officially, designated state scenic highways within the unincorporated San Diego County are State Route (SR-) 78
through the Anza-Borrego Desert State Park and SR-125 between Interstate (I-) 8 and SR-94. Additionally, there are
several portions of highways that may be eligible for scenic designation: I-5, I-15, SR-94, |-8, SR-79, SR-78, and SR-
76. The proposed project is not within the viewshed of these highways.
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County of San Diego General Plan Environmental Impact Report (EIR) Resource Conservation Areas include the
following (County of San Diego 2011a):

Jesmond Dene Oaks. The scenic value of the oaks contributes to the character of the semi-rural residential
community of Jesmond Dene.

Valley Center Ridge. This steep, high ridge contains a diversity of oak woodlands and large growth chaparral
that provides a scenic backdrop for the subregion.

Burnt Mountain. This area serves as wildlife habitat and is a visual landmark for residents of the Subregion
as well as the Valley Center Community Plan Area.

San Marcos Mountains: These mountains are an important visual landmark for residents of the subregion
and the Bonsall Community Plan Area and are especially significant because they contain rare and
endangered plant species such as Cleveland sage and southern mountain misery.

Impact Discussion

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

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

c) In non-urbanized areas, would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of

public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are experienced from publicly
accessible vantage point.) If the project is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable
zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality?

As discussed above under Setting, the project site is not within a Resource Conservation Area (scenic vista)
identified in the San Diego County General Plan EIR. While the project is adjacent to the San Marcos
Mountains, the project involves the reconstruction of an existing water reservoir with no significant increase
in elevations. As discussed below, the project includes revegetation that would reduce the impact of the
proposed reconstruction of the site. Additionally, the project site is not visible from a designated State
Scenic Highway. The project would be visible from Edgehill Road and the surrounding residential homes,
similar to the existing condition.

The project would replace and expand the existing water reservoir. During project implementation,
construction equipment and materials may be temporarily visible from vantage points located along
Edgehill Road, but these views would be temporary, occurring only during construction periods. The
proposed project includes revegetation with native vegetation of disturbed areas serving as a natural
screen and thereby reducing visual contrast of areas disturbed as a result of the project. Because post-
project conditions would be similar to the current visible conditions, the project would not result in a
substantial change in the visual environment as viewed from surrounding roadways or residences.
Proposed improvements would require removal of the existing trees. However, revegetation of these areas
would be completed, which would help blend these project-affected areas with the surrounding natural
landscape. Additionally, the project would include replanting of trees throughout the project site, which, at
maturity, would aid in visual softening and screening of the project. Therefore, tree removal associated with
the project would not result in a substantial change in the visual character as viewed from surrounding
roadways or vantage points.
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d)

The project is located immediately adjacent to the urbanized City of Vista and within its sphere of influence.
Overall, the project would result in the development similar to that of the existing reservoir on site. Once
construction is complete and plantings reach maturity, the project would be visually similar to the existing
condition. Refer also to Figures 5a through 5c¢ for visual simulations of the proposed project. Based on the
provided analysis, the project would result in no substantial change in the existing visual condition of the
project area as viewed from Edgehill Road and the surrounding areas, such that visual character or quality
would be substantially degraded. Impacts to scenic vistas, scenic resources within a scenic highway, and
degradation of the existing visual character or quality of the site and the surrounding area would be less
than significant.

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

The project does not include an increase in lighting for security or other purposes. Construction may occur
over nighttime hours and would introduce temporary sources of light to areas that are normally not
illuminated, but construction activities during nighttime would be short term, if necessary at all. Interior and
exterior lighting fixtures would be wet-location rated with energy-efficient LED lamping. Interior fixtures would
be linear type similar in appearance to linear fluorescent fixtures. Interior lighting controls would utilize
vacancy sensors and manual override switches. Exterior fixtures would be small form, wall pack fixtures.
Exterior lighting controls would utilize a timeclock control panel with photocell sensor for shutoff of the lights
when daylight is present. Therefore, impacts associated with light or glare would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are required.
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3.2 Agriculture and Forestry Resources
Less-Than-
Significant
Potentially Impact With Less-Than-
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

II. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY 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 Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps
prepared pursuant to the Farmland L] ] ] D
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use, or a Williamson Act contract? [ [ [ X

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

d) Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion
of forest land to non-forest use? [ [ [ X

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

Setting

The project would occur on land within San Diego County and is located adjacent to the City of Vista. The project
site is designated in the General Plan land use designation as Semi-Rural Residential (SR-1) (County of San Diego
2011b). and zoned A70 (Limited Agricultural).

11538
18 August 2020



E RESERVOIR REPLACEMENT AND PUMP STATION PROJECT

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

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

The project site is located on land classified as “Other Land” per the San Diego County Important Farmland
2016 map, as part of the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (DOC 2018). Therefore, no impact
would occur.

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

Under the San Diego County General Plan (General Plan) (2011b), the project site is designated Semi-Rural
Residential (SR-1). Under the San Diego County Zoning Ordinance (County of San Diego 2007a), the project
site is zoned A70 (Limited Agricultural). The project site is not under a Williamson Act contract. While the
project site is zoned as Limited Agricultural within the County, it has been used as a water reservoir since
1929. The project does not involve a new land use, but rather is reconstructing an existing water reservoir
facility for the continued use of the surrounding communities. Per California Government Code Sections
53091(d) and 53091(e), the County cannot prohibit the location or construction of facilities for the
production, generation, storage, treatment, or transmission of water, wastewater, or electrical energy. Thus,
the proposed project is not in conflict with the existing land use designation or zoning code. Therefore, the
project would have no impact.

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

The project would not occur on land zoned or designated as forestland; it would not necessitate rezoning
and would not conflict with existing zoning. Therefore, there will be no impact.

Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

The project would not result in the loss or conversion of forest land as the site is not zoned or designated as
forest land. The project would not result in permanent loss or conversion of forest land, and therefore, no
impact would occur.

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

The project consists of the reconstruction and expansion of an existing water reservoir that would serve
existing and planned communities. The reconstruction of the reservoir would not result in the unplanned
conversion of farmland or forest land to a non-agricultural or non-forestland uses. Therefore, no impact
would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are required.
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3.3 Air Quality

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

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

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan? o o X o

b) Resultin a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under ] ] X Ol
an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard?

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations? [ [ X [

d) Resultin other emissions (such as those
leading to odors) adversely affecting a ] L] 2 ]
substantial number of people?

Setting

Dudek completed an Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Memorandum for the proposed project, which is
included as Appendix A to this MND. As detailed in Appendix A, the following provides a brief summary of the existing
setting with respect to air quality.

Criteria Air Pollutants

Criteria air pollutants are defined as pollutants for which the federal and state governments have established
ambient air quality standards, or criteria, for outdoor concentrations to protect public health. Criteria air pollutants
that are evaluated include volatile organic compounds (VOCs), oxides of nitrogen (NOx), carbon monoxide (CO),
sulfur oxides (SOx), particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter less than or equal to 10 microns in size (PM10),
and particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter less than or equal to 2.5 microns in size (PM25). VOCs and
NOx are important because they are precursors to ozone (03). Criteria air pollutant emissions associated with
construction of the project were estimated for the following emission sources: operation of off-road construction
equipment, on-road hauling and vendor (material delivery) trucks, and worker vehicles. Operational emissions
include those from maintenance vehicles and architectural coating off-gassing.

San Diego Air Pollution Control District

Although the California Air Resources Board (CARB) is responsible for the regulation of mobile emission sources
within the state, local air quality management districts and air pollution control districts are responsible for
enforcing standards and regulating stationary sources. The project is located within the San Diego Air Basin (SDAB)
and is subject to San Diego Air Pollution Control District (SDAPCD) guidelines and regulations. In San Diego County,
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Os and particulate matter are the pollutants of main concern because exceedances of the California Ambient Air
Quality Standards (CAAQS) for those pollutants are experienced here in most years. For this reason, the SDAB has
been designated as a nonattainment area for the state PM1o, PM2.5, and Os (1-hour and 8-hour) standards. The
SDAB is also designated as a federal Os maintenance attainment area for the 1997 8-hour National Ambient Air
Quality Standards (NAAQS) and a marginal nonattainment area for the 2008 8-hour NAAQS for Os.

The SDAPCD and the San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) are responsible for developing and implementing
the clean air plan for attainment and maintenance of the ambient air quality standards in the SDAB. The Regional Air Quality
Strategy (RAQS) for the SDAB was initially adopted in 1991, and is updated every 3 years (most recently in 2016). RAQS
outlines the SDAPCD’s plans and control measures designed to attain the CAAQS for Os. RAQS relies on information from
CARB and SANDAG, including mobile and area source emissions, as well as information regarding projected growth in San
Diego County and the cities in the County, to project future emissions and then determine from that the strategies necessary
for the reduction of emissions through regulatory controls. CARB mobile source emission projections and SANDAG growth
projections are based on population, vehicle trends, and land use plans developed by the County and the cities in the County
as part of the development of their general plans.

The 8-Hour Ozone Attainment Plan for San Diego County indicates that local controls and state programs would
allow the region to reach attainment of the federal 8-hour Os standard by 2018 (SDAPCD 2016). In this plan,
SDAPCD relies on the RAQS to demonstrate how the region will comply with the federal Os standard. RAQS details
how the region will manage and reduce O3 precursors (NOx and VOCs) by identifying measures and regulations
intended to reduce these contaminants. The control measures identified in the RAQS generally focus on stationary
sources; however, the emissions inventories and projections in the RAQS address all potential sources, including
those under the authority of CARB and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). Incentive programs for
reduction of emissions from heavy-duty diesel vehicles, off-road equipment, and school buses are also established
in the RAQS.

In December 2005, the SDAPCD prepared a report titled “Measures to Reduce Particulate Matter in San Diego
County” to address implementation of Senate Bill (SB) 656 in San Diego County (SB 656 required additional
controls to reduce ambient concentrations of PMio and PMa2s). In the report, the SDAPCD evaluates the
implementation of source-control measures that would reduce particulate matter emissions associated with
residential wood combustion.

San Diego Air Basin Attainment Designation

An area is designated as “in attainment” when it is in compliance with the NAAQS and/or the CAAQS. These
standards are set by the EPA and CARB, respectively, for the maximum level of a given air pollutant that can exist
in the outdoor air without unacceptable effects on human health or the public welfare. The criteria pollutants of
primary concern that are considered in this air quality assessment include O3, nitrogen dioxide (NO2), CO, sulfur
dioxide (SO2), PM1o, and PM2s. Although there are no ambient standards for VOCs or NOx, they are important as
precursors to Os.

The SDAB is designated as an attainment area for the 1997 8-hour O3 NAAQS and as a nonattainment area for the
2008 8-hour 03 NAAQS. The SDAB is designated as a nonattainment area for O3, PM1o, and PM2.s CAAQS. The
portion of the SDAB where the project site is located is desighated as attainment or unclassifiable/unclassified for
all other criteria pollutants under the NAAQS and CAAQS.
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Sensitive Receptors

Some land uses are considered more sensitive to changes in air quality than others, depending on the population groups
and the activities involved. People most likely to be affected by air pollution include children, the elderly, athletes, and people
with cardiovascular and chronic respiratory diseases. Facilities and structures where these air pollution-sensitive people live
or spend considerable amounts of time are known as sensitive receptors. Land uses where air pollution-sensitive individuals
are most likely to spend time include schools and schoolyards, parks and playgrounds, daycare centers, nursing homes,
hospitals, and residential communities (sensitive sites or sensitive land uses) (CARB 2005).

The project site is bounded by agriculture and residential land to the north, open land including the San Marcos
mountain range and residential buildings to the east, commercial and residential development to the south, and
commercial and residential uses to the west. The land uses near the project alignment that are considered sensitive
receptor land uses with regard to air quality concerns include the residential land uses.

a)

Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

The SDAPCD and SANDAG are responsible for developing and implementing the clean air plans for
attainment and maintenance of the ambient air quality standards in the SDAB—specifically, the State
Implementation Plan (SIP) and RAQS.3 The federal O3z maintenance plan, which is part of the SIP, was
adopted in 2012. SIP includes a demonstration that current strategies and tactics will maintain acceptable
air quality in the basin based on the NAAQS. RAQS was initially adopted in 1991 and is updated every 3
years (most recently in 2016). RAQS outlines the SDAPCD’s plans and control measures designed to attain
the state air quality standards for Os. SIP and RAQS rely on information from CARB and SANDAG, including
mobile and area source emissions as well as information regarding projected growth in the County as a
whole and the cities in the County, to project future emissions and determine the strategies necessary for
the reduction of emissions through regulatory controls. CARB mobile source emission projections and
SANDAG growth projections are based on population, vehicle trends, and land use plans developed by the
County and the cities in the County as part of the development of their general plans.

If a project involves development that is greater than that anticipated in the local plan and SANDAG’s growth
projections, the project might be in conflict with the SIP and RAQS and may contribute to a potentially
significant cumulative impact on air quality. As the project is located at the existing reservoir site, the project
would not conflict with the existing zoning and General Plan land use designations. Implementation of the
project would not be growth inducing (refer also to Section 3.14, Population and Housing). Additionally,
the project would neither include a residential component that would increase local population growth, nor
provide additional water supplies that would result in growth-inducing effects.

In summary, the project would not provide for residential development growth or local employment growth;
therefore, the project would not result in development in excess of that anticipated in local plans or increases
in population/housing growth beyond those contemplated by SANDAG. As such, vehicle trip generation and
planned development for the various project-proposed maintenance activities is considered to be anticipated
in the SIP and RAQS. Because the proposed project activities and associated vehicle trips are anticipated in
local air quality plans, the project would be consistent at a regional level with the underlying growth forecasts
in the RAQS. Impacts as a result of project-level activities would be less than significant.

3

For the purpose of this discussion, the relevant federal air quality plan is the Ozone Maintenance Plan (SDAPCD 2012). RAQS is
the applicable plan for purposes of state air quality planning. Both plans reflect growth projections in the SDAB.
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b)

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

Air pollution is largely a cumulative impact. The nonattainment status of regional pollutants is a result of
past and present development, and the SDAPCD develops and implements plans for future attainment of
ambient air quality standards. Based on these considerations, project-level thresholds of significance for
criteria pollutants are relevant in the determination of whether a project’s individual emissions would have
a cumulatively significant impact on air quality.

A quantitative analysis was conducted to determine whether construction of the project may result in emissions of
criteria air pollutants that may cause exceedances of federal and/or state ambient air quality standards or
contribute to existing nonattainment of ambient air quality standards. The following discussion identifies potential
short-term impacts that would result from implementation of the project and concludes that impacts would be less
than significant. The project would not involve routine daily activities following construction; therefore, the project
is not anticipated to generate long-term operational criteria air pollutant emissions.

Construction Emissions

Emissions from the construction phase of the proposed project were estimated using the California
Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) version 2016.3.2 (CAPCOA 2017).

As described in Section 1.1, Project Description, the proposed project would replace an existing reservoir
with a new reservoir and pump station. For the purposes of modeling, it was assumed that construction of
the proposed project would commence in September 20204 and would last approximately 18 months,
ending in February 2022. The analysis contained herein is based on the following subset area schedule
assumptions (duration of phases is approximate):

e Demolition - 3 months

e Site preparation and grading - 3 months
e Reservoir construction - 12 months

e  Pump station construction - 4 months

e Paving - 1 week

e Piping - 4 months

o Retaining wall construction - 1 month

o Architectural coating - 1 week

The majority of the phases listed above would occur concurrently and would not occur sequentially in
isolation. The estimated construction duration was provided by the project engineering team. Detailed
construction equipment modeling assumptions are provided in Appendix A.

The analysis assumes a construction start date of September 2020, which represents the earliest date construction would initiate.
Assuming the earliest start date for construction represents the worst-case scenario for criteria air pollutant emissions because
equipment and vehicle emission factors for later years would be slightly less due to more stringent standards for in-use off-road
equipment and heavy-duty trucks, as well as fleet turnover replacing older equipment and vehicles in later years.
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For the analysis, it was assumed that heavy construction equipment would be operating 5 days per week
(22 days per month) during proposed project construction. Construction worker and vendor trips were
based on CalEEMod default assumptions and rounded up to the nearest whole number to account for
whole round trips.

Proposed project construction would include 1,830 cubic yards of cut and 1,337 cubic yards of fill as
represented in the site preparation and grading phase. It is anticipated that earth movement would be
primarily, if not completely, accomplished using off-road equipment (e.g., scrapers and excavators);
however, on-site truck trips were conservatively assumed in the event cut and fill would be transported via
trucks within the site boundary. There would also be export of approximately 650 tons of waste during the
demolition phase.

Construction of proposed project components would be subject to SDAPCD Rule 55, Fugitive Dust Control,
which requires that proposed construction include steps to restrict visible emissions of fugitive dust beyond
the property line (SDAPCD 2009). Compliance with Rule 55 would limit fugitive dust (PM10 and PM2.5) that
may be generated during proposed grading and construction activities.

Blasting

Based on the known presence of hard rock at the project site, there is a high likelihood that rock excavation
would be required during the site preparation and grading phase. Rock excavation methods would generally
consist of non-explosive techniques, such as rock breaking attachments (both with and without pre-drilling),
hydro-fracturing, and expansive chemical agents. There is some potential that these methods would be
unable to excavate the underlying rock to the required depths and limited blasting would be required. As
discussed previously, for the purposes of a conservative analysis, construction modelling assumes that
limited blasting operations would be required for site preparation. Rock blasting is the controlled use of
explosives to excavate, break down, or remove rock. The result of rock blasting is often known as a rock
cut. The most commonly used explosives today are ammonium nitrate/fuel oil (ANFO)-based blends due
to their lower cost compared to dynamite. The chemistry of ANFO detonation is the reaction of ammonium
nitrate with a long-chain alkane to form NOx, carbon dioxide, and water. When detonation conditions are
optimal, these gases are the only products. In practical use, such conditions are impossible to attain, and
blasts produce moderate amounts of other gases. The EPA’'s Compilation of Air Pollutant Emission Factors
(AP-42), Section 13.3 - Explosives Detonation (EPA 1980), provided the emissions factors for CO, NOx, and
SOx used in this assessment. According to AP-42, “Unburned hydrocarbons also result from explosions, but
in most instances, methane is the only species that has been reported” (EPA 1980); methane is not a VOC,
and a methane emission factor has not been determined for ANFO.

AP-42 states that CO is the pollutant produced in greatest quantity from explosives detonation. All
explosives produce measurable amounts of CO. Particulates are produced as well, but such large quantities
of particulate are generated during shattering of the rock and earth by the explosive that the quantity of
particulates from the explosive charge cannot be distinguished. Accordingly, AP-42, Section 11.9 - Western
Surface Coal Mining (EPA 1998), provided the basis for the PMio and PM2s emissions factors. The
emissions factors are based on the horizontal area disturbed during blasting.
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It is anticipated that blasting operations would occur during the site preparation and grading phase. No
more than one blast per day would occur during construction activities. An average of 8 pounds of ANFO
would be applied per blast (Dudek 2019). All blasting activity would comply with local and state
requirements for permits/licenses, including Section 96.1.5601.2 of the County of San Diego 2017
Consolidated Fire Code.

Construction of the proposed project would result in the temporary addition of pollutants to the local airshed
caused by on-site sources (i.e., off-road construction equipment, soil disturbance, and VOC off-gassing) and
off-site sources (worker vehicle trips). Construction emissions can vary substantially day to day, depending
on the level of activity, the specific type of operation, and for dust, the prevailing weather conditions.

Implementation of the proposed project would generate air pollutant emissions from entrained dust, off-
road equipment, vehicle emissions, asphalt pavement application, and architectural coatings. Entrained
dust results from the exposure of earth surfaces to wind from the direct disturbance and movement of sail,
resulting in PM1o and PM2.s emissions. The proposed project would be subject to SDAPCD Rule 55, Fugitive
Dust Control. This rule requires that the proposed project take steps to restrict visible emissions of fugitive
dust beyond the property line (SDAPCD 2009). Compliance with Rule 55 would limit fugitive dust (PM10 and
PM2.5) generated during grading and construction activities.

Exhaust from internal combustion engines used by construction equipment and worker vehicles would
result in emissions of VOC, NOx, CO, SOx, PM1o, and PM2s. The application of asphalt pavement and
architectural coatings would also produce VOC emissions. Table 2 shows the estimated maximum daily
construction emissions associated with construction of the proposed project without mitigation. Complete
details of the emissions calculations are provided in Appendix A.

Table 2. Estimated Maximum Daily Construction Criteria Air Pollutant Emissions

VOC NOx CO SOx PMa1o PM2s
Year Pounds per day

20201 2.99 33.95 30.78 0.07 2.29 1.51
2021 7.81 33.37 33.74 0.07 2.43 1.56
2022 0.39 4.03 4.89 0.01 0.25 0.20
Maximum 781 33.95 33.74 0.07 243 1.56

SDAPCD Threshold 75 250 550 250 100 55

Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No

Notes:

VOC = volatile organic compound; NOx = oxides of nitrogen; CO = carbon monoxide; SOx = sulfur oxides; PM1o = coarse particulate
matter; PM2.s = fine particulate matter; SDAPCD = San Diego Air Pollution Control District.

See Appendix A for complete results.

The values shown are the maximum summer or winter daily emissions results from CalEEMod. Although not considered mitigation,
these emissions reflect the CalEEMod “mitigated” output, which accounts for the required compliance with SDAPCD Rule 55 (Fugitive
Dust) and Rule 67.0.1 (Architectural Coatings).

1 Emissions include blasting calculated outside of CalEEMod.

As shown in Table 2, daily construction emissions would not exceed the significance thresholds for any
criteria air pollutant. Therefore, impacts during construction would be less than significant.
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Operational Emissions

Operation of the proposed project would generate VOC, NOx, CO, SOx, PM1o, and PMz2.5 emissions from area
sources (consumer products, landscape maintenance equipment), energy sources, and mobile sources
(vehicle trips).

Area Sources

CalEEMod was used to estimate operational emissions from area sources, including emissions from
architectural coatings. VOC off-gassing emissions result from evaporation of solvents contained in surface
coatings, such as in paints and primers used during building maintenance. CalEEMod calculates the VOC
evaporative emissions from the application of surface coatings based on the VOC emission factor, the
building square footage, the assumed fraction of surface area, and the reapplication rate. The VOC
emissions factor is based on the VOC content of the surface coatings, and SDAPCD’s Rule 67.0.1
(Architectural Coatings) governs the VOC content for interior and exterior coatings. This rule requires
manufacturers, distributors, and end users of architectural and industrial maintenance coatings to reduce
VOC emissions from the use of these coatings, primarily by placing limits on the VOC content of various
coating categories (SDAPCD 2015). The model default reapplication rate of 10% of area per year is
assumed. Consistent with CalEEMod defaults, it is assumed that the surface area for painting equals 2.7
times the floor square footage, with 75% assumed for interior coating and 25% assumed for exterior surface
coating (CAPCOA 2017).

Energy Sources

As represented in CalEEMod, energy sources include emissions associated with building electricity and
natural gas usage. Electricity use would contribute indirectly to criteria air pollutant emissions; however,
the emissions from electricity use are only quantified for greenhouse gases (GHGs) in CalEEMod, since
criteria pollutant emissions occur at the site of the power plant, which is typically off site. The project would
not have natural gas use. It is estimated that the project would use up to 196,049 kilowatt-hours of
electricity per year from three, 50-horsepower pumps, running an average of 20% of the time based on the
anticipated model specifications (Dudek 2019).

Mobile Sources

Following the completion of construction activities, the proposed project would generate criteria pollutant
emissions from mobile sources (vehicular traffic) as a result of monthly maintenance inspections. Project-
related traffic was assumed to include a mixture of vehicles in accordance with the associated use, as
modeled within the CalEEMod. Emission factors representing the vehicle mix and emissions for 2022 were
used to estimate emissions associated with vehicular sources.

Table 3 presents the maximum daily area, energy, and mobile source emissions associated with operation
(Year 2022) of the proposed project. The values shown are the maximum summer or winter daily emissions
results from CalEEMod. Details of the emission calculations are provided in Appendix A.
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Table 3. Estimated Maximum Daily Operational Criteria Air Pollutant Emissions

voC NOx (010) SOx PMaio PMa25s
Emission Source Pounds per day

Area 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Mobile 0.00 0.01 0.04 0.00 0.01 0.00
Total | 0.01 0.01 0.04 0.00 0.01 0.00

SDAPCD Threshold 75 250 550 250 100 55

Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No

Notes: VOC = volatile organic compound; NOx = oxides of nitrogen; CO = carbon monoxide; SOx = sulfur oxides; PM1o = coarse
particulate matter; PMz.s = fine particulate matter; SDAPCD = San Diego Air Pollution Control District.

See Appendix A for complete results.

The values shown are the maximum summer or winter daily emissions results from CalEEMod. These emissions reflect the CalEEMod
“mitigated” output, which accounts for compliance with SDAPCD Rule 67.0.1 (Architectural Coatings).

As shown in Table 3, the combined daily area, energy, and mobile source emissions would not exceed the
SDAPCD’s operational thresholds for VOC, NOx, CO, SOx, PM1o, and PMz2s. The SDAB is a nonattainment
area for O3 under the NAAQS and CAAQS. The poor air quality in the SDAB is the result of cumulative
emissions from motor vehicles, off-road equipment, commercial and industrial facilities, and other emission
sources. Projects that emit these pollutants or their precursors (i.e., VOCs and NOx for O3) potentially
contribute to poor air quality. In analyzing cumulative impacts from a project, the analysis must specifically
evaluate the project’'s contribution to the cumulative increase in pollutants for which the SDAB is
designated as nonattainment for the CAAQS and NAAQS. If the project does not exceed thresholds and is
determined to have less-than-significant project-specific impacts, it may still contribute to a significant
cumulative impact on air quality if the emissions from the project, in combination with the emissions from
other proposed or reasonably foreseeable future projects, are in excess of established thresholds. However,
a project would only be considered to have a significant cumulative impact if the project’s contribution
accounts for a significant proportion of the cumulative total emissions (i.e., it represents a “cumulatively
considerable contribution” to the cumulative air quality impact).

Additionally, for the SDAB, RAQS serves as the long-term regional air quality planning document for the
purpose of assessing cumulative operational emissions in the basin to ensure the SDAB continues to make
progress toward NAAQS- and CAAQS-attainment status. As such, cumulative projects located in the San
Diego region would have the potential to result in a cumulative impact to air quality if, in combination, they
would conflict with or obstruct implementation of the RAQS. Similarly, individual projects that are
inconsistent with the regional planning documents upon which RAQS is based would have the potential to
result in cumulative operational impacts if they represent development and population increases beyond
regional projections.

The SDAB has been designated as a federal nonattainment area for Os and a state nonattainment area for
03, PM1o, and PM2s. The nonattainment status is the result of cumulative emissions from all sources of
these air pollutants and their precursors within the basin. As discussed previously, the proposed project
would not exceed significance thresholds during construction or operation.

Regarding long-term cumulative operational emissions in relation to consistency with local air quality plans,
the SIP and RAQS serve as the primary air quality planning documents for the state and SDAB, respectively.

11538
27 August 2020



E RESERVOIR REPLACEMENT AND PUMP STATION PROJECT

c)

The SIP and RAQS rely on SANDAG growth projections based on population, vehicle trends, and land use
plans developed by the cities and the County as part of the development of their general plans. Therefore,
projects involving development that is consistent with the growth anticipated by local plans would be
consistent with the SIP and RAQS and would not be considered to result in cumulatively considerable impacts
from operational emissions. As stated previously, the proposed project would be consistent with the existing
zoning and land use designation for the site and would not result in significant regional growth that is not
accounted for within the RAQS. As a result, the proposed project would not result in a cumulatively
considerable contribution to regional O3 concentrations or other criteria pollutant emissions. Cumulative
impacts would be less than significant during construction and operation.

Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?
Carbon Monoxide Hotspots

Mobile-source impacts occur on two basic scales of motion. Regionally, project-related travel will add to
regional trip generation and increase the vehicle miles traveled (VMT) within the local airshed and the SDAB.
Locally, proposed project traffic will be added to the City’s roadway system. If such traffic occurs during
periods of poor atmospheric ventilation, consists of a large number of vehicles “cold-started” and operating
at pollution-inefficient speeds, and operates on roadways already crowded with non-project traffic, there is
a potential for the formation of microscale CO “hotspots” in the area immediately around points of
congested traffic. Because of continued improvement in mobile emissions at a rate faster than the rate of
vehicle growth and/or congestion, the potential for CO hotspots in the SDAB is steadily decreasing.

Projects contributing to adverse traffic impacts may result in the formation of CO hotspots. To verify that
the project would not cause or contribute to a violation of the CO standard, a screening evaluation of the
potential for CO hotspots was conducted. The potential for CO hotspots was evaluated based on the results
of the traffic report. The County of San Diego’s Guidelines (County of San Diego 2007b) CO hotspot
screening guidance was followed to determine if the project would require a site-specific hotspot analysis.
The County recommends that a quantitative analysis of CO hotspots be performed for intersections
operating at or below a level of service (LOS) of “E” and have peak-hour trips exceeding 3,000 trips.

The project would not generate trips during construction or operation to exceed the screening thresholds set forth
above. Therefore, the project would not cause a CO hotspot and would have a less than significant impact.

Health Impacts of Toxic Air Contaminants

In addition to impacts from criteria pollutants, project impacts may include emissions of pollutants
identified by the state and federal government as toxic air contaminants (TACs) or hazardous air pollutants
(HAPs). The greatest potential for TAC emissions during construction would be diesel particulate emissions
from heavy equipment operations and heavy-duty trucks, and the associated health impacts to sensitive
receptors. The closest sensitive receptors would be existing residents located directly adjacent to the
proposed facility.

Health effects from carcinogenic air toxics are usually described in terms of cancer risk. The SDAPCD
recommends an incremental cancer risk threshold of 10 in a million. “Incremental cancer risk” is the
likelihood that a person continuously exposed to concentrations of TACs resulting from a project over a 70-
year lifetime will contract cancer based on the use of standard risk-assessment methodology. Construction
of project components would not require the extensive use of heavy-duty construction equipment, which is
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subject to a CARB Airborne Toxics Control Measure for in-use diesel construction equipment to reduce
diesel particulate emissions, and would not involve extensive use of diesel trucks, which are also subject
to an Airborne Toxics Control Measure. Construction of the project would occur over a period of 18 months
and would be periodic and short term within each phase. Following completion of construction activities,
project-related TAC emissions would cease. Additionally, there is no diesel-powered equipment that would
operate during project operation.

Health Impacts of Criteria Air Pollutants

Construction and operation of the project would not result in emissions that exceed the SDAPCD’s emission
thresholds for any criteria air pollutants. Regarding VOCs, some VOCs would be associated with motor
vehicles and construction equipment, while others would be associated with architectural coatings, the
emissions of which would not result in the exceedances of the SDAPCD’s thresholds. Generally, the VOCs
in architectural coatings are of relatively low toxicity. Additionally, SDAPCD Rule 67.0.1 restricts the VOC
content of coatings for both construction and operational applications.

In addition, VOCs and NOx are precursors to 03, for which the SDAB is designated as nonattainment with
respect to the NAAQS and CAAQS (the SDAB is designated by the EPA as an attainment area for the 1-hour
03 NAAQS standard and 1997 8-hour NAAQS standard). The health effects associated with Oz are generally
associated with reduced lung function. The contribution of VOCs and NOx to regional ambient O3
concentrations is the result of complex photochemistry. The increases in O3 concentrations in the SDAB
due to O3 precursor emissions tend to be found downwind from the source location to allow time for the
photochemical reactions to occur. However, the potential for exacerbating excessive O3 concentrations
would also depend on the time of year that the VOC emissions would occur because exceedances of the O3
ambient air quality standards tend to occur between April and October when solar radiation is highest.

The holistic effect of a single project’'s emissions of O3 precursors is speculative due to the lack of
quantitative methods to assess this impact. Nonetheless, the VOC and NOx emissions associated with
project construction could minimally contribute to regional O3 concentrations and the associated health
impacts. Due to the minimal contribution during construction and operation, as well as the existing good
air quality in coastal San Diego areas, health impacts would be considered less than significant.

Similar to Os, construction of the project would not exceed thresholds for PM1o or PM2:s and would not
contribute to exceedances of the NAAQS and CAAQS for particulate matter. The project would also not result
in substantial diesel particulate matter emissions during construction and operation and therefore, would
not result in significant health effects related to diesel particulate matter exposure. Due to the minimal
contribution of particulate matter during construction and operation, health impacts would be considered
less than significant.

Regarding NO2, according to the construction emissions analysis, construction of the project would not
contribute to exceedances of the NAAQS and CAAQS for NO2. NO2 and NOx health impacts are associated
with respiratory irritation, which may be experienced by nearby receptors during the periods of heaviest use
of off-road construction equipment. However, these operations would be relatively short term, and the
project would be required to comply with SDAPCD Rule 55, which limits the amount of fugijtive dust generated
during construction. Additionally, off-road construction equipment would be operating at various portions
of the site and would not be concentrated in one portion of the site at any one time. Construction of the
project would not require any stationary emission sources that would create substantial, localized NOx
impacts. Therefore, health impacts would be considered less than significant.
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d)

The VOC and NOx emissions, as described previously, would minimally contribute to regional Os
concentrations and the associated health effects. In addition to O3, NOx emissions would not contribute to
potential exceedances of the NAAQS and CAAQS for NO2. The existing NO2 concentrations in the area are
well below the NAAQS and CAAQS standards. Thus, it is not expected the project’s operational NOx
emissions would result in exceedances of the NO2 standards or contribute to the associated health effects.
CO tends to be a localized impact associated with congested intersections. The associated CO “hotspots”
were discussed previously as a less-than-significant impact. Thus, the project’s CO emissions would not
contribute to significant health effects associated with this pollutant. PM1o and PM2.s would not contribute
to potential exceedances of the NAAQS and CAAQS for particulate matter and would not obstruct the SDAB
from coming into attainment for these pollutants and would not contribute to significant health effects
associated with particulates. Therefore, health impacts associated with criteria air pollutants would be
considered less than significant.

Would the project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a
substantial number of people?

Odor is a form of air pollution that is possibly most obvious to the general public. Odors can present
significant problems for the source and its surrounding community. Although offensive odors seldom cause
physical harm, they can be annoying and cause concern. Construction and operation of the project would
not create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people.

Construction

Potential sources that may emit odors during construction activities include diesel equipment, gasoline
fumes, and asphalt paving material. Odors from these sources would be localized and generally confined
to the project site. The project would use typical construction techniques in compliance with SDAPCD rules.
Additionally, any odors would be temporary. As such, project construction would not cause an odor
nuisance, and odor impacts would be less than significant.

Operation

Land uses and industrial operations associated with odor complaints include agricultural uses, wastewater
treatment plants, food-processing plants, chemical plants, composting, refineries, landfills, dairies, and
fiberglass molding (CARB 2005). The project would only expand the size of the existing reservoir and thus
would not create a new source of odors. Therefore, project operations would result in a less-than-significant
odor impact.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.
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3.4 Biological Resources
Less-Than-
Significant
Potentially Impact With Less-Than-
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES - Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local or L] 2 ] Ol
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by
the California Department of Fish and Game
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

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

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

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of
any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or ] ] D ]
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites?

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

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

Setting

Dudek completed a Biological Resources Technical Letter Report for the project included as Appendix B. Nearly the
entire proposed project site is characterized by developed and ornamental planting land cover. Developed land
cover on the site is comprised of the existing E Reservoir facility, associated facilities, and access roads, which
cover approximately 1.42 acres. Ornamental planting areas cover approximately 0.39 acres of the site and consist
of eucalyptus trees (Eucalyptus sp.), ornamental pine trees (Pinus sp.), Peruvian peppertree (Schinus molle),
onionweed (Asphodelus fistulosus), hottentot fig (Carpobrotus edulis), and bare ground. The proposed project site
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is largely developed and provides limited habitat for wildlife. The ornamental tree species and limited native
vegetation provide habitat for species common to urban areas, particularly bird species such as black phoebe
(Sayornis nigricans), American crow (Corvus brachyrhynchos), and song sparrow (Melospiza melodia).

The narrow, steep slope on the east side of the reservoir is characterized by plant species associated with disturbed
coastal sage scrub, including predominantly California sagebrush (Artemisia californica) and black sage (Salvia
mellifera). This small vegetation patch is open and sparse with evidence of ground disturbance and patches
dominated by non-native exotic plant species, including black mustard (Brassica nigra) and tree tobacco (Nicotiana
glauca). This area of the site was mapped as disturbed coastal sage scrub based on the characteristic dominant
species; however, this isolated vegetation patch is very small (less than 0.07 acres) and well below the state-defined
minimum mapping unit® for vegetation community mapping (Appendix B). Coastal sage scrub vegetation is
identified as a special-status vegetation type; however, the remnant patch on the project site would not be
considered substantial or suitable to support special-status wildlife associated with coastal sage scrub due its size,
disturbed nature, and isolation from other native vegetation.

Special-status species include plant and wildlife species that are federally- or state-listed as endangered,
threatened, or candidates under the federal and state endangered species list, species listed as state rare or fully
protected, wildlife designated as state species of special concern, and plant species with a California Rare Plant
Rank (CRPR) 1A, 1B, 2A, or 2B (Appendix B). Special-status species occurrence information in the region is based
on the federal, state, and local occurrence database records (Appendix B). No special-status plant species were
identified on the proposed project site. Based on a review of the special-status plant species known from the region,
each special-status plant species would either not be expected to occur or would have a low potential to occur on
the proposed project site.

No jurisdictional wetlands or waters features potentially subject to the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, RWQCB, or California Department of Fish and Wildlife occur on the proposed project site.

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

No special-status plant species were detected on the proposed project site, and no special-status plant
species are likely to occur. The majority of the site (over 96%) is characterized by developed and ornamental
planting land cover that does not provide suitable habitat to support special-status plant species, and the
remainder of the site (0.07 acres) is not likely to or has a low potential to support these species. As a result,
the proposed project would not have a substantial adverse effect on special-status plant species, and the
impacts of the proposed project would be less than significant.

5 Minimum mapping unit can vary depending on the area of the mapping effort and the sensitivity of the vegetation community
being mapped; however, minimum mapping unit size is not greater than 10 acres and is usually 1 or 2 acres in size. Special
vegetation types are mapped at a 0.25-acre minimum mapping unit. Minimum width of a mapped polygon is generally no less
than 30 feet.
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b)

c)

d)

No special-status wildlife species were detected on the proposed project site, and no special-status wildlife
species are likely to occur. The majority of the site (over 96%) is characterized by developed and ornamental
planting land cover that does not provide suitable habitat to support special-status wildlife species, and the
remainder of the site (0.07 acres) is not likely to or has a low potential to support these species. As a result,
the proposed project would not have a substantial adverse effect on special-status plant species, and the
impacts of the proposed project would be less than significant.

Trees, shrubs, and structures on the proposed project site have the potential to support nesting birds
protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and/or the California Fish and Game Code. Direct impacts to
nesting birds would be a significant impact, absent mitigation. In order to avoid nesting birds during
construction of the proposed project, pre-construction nesting bird surveys and avoidance measures shall
be implemented pursuant to mitigation measure (MM) BIO-1 (Pre-Construction Nesting Bird Surveys and
Reporting), included below. With implementation of the proposed mitigation measure to avoid impacts to
nesting birds, this impact would be reduced to a level that is less than significant.

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

Implementation of the proposed project would result in ground disturbance and direct, permanent impact
to the entire 1.88-acre proposed project site. Developed and ornamental planting land cover characterize
the majority of the site (1.81 acres), which would not be considered sensitive under CEQA, and impacts to
these areas would be less than significant. The California Department of Fish and Wildlife considers coastal
sage scrub to be a sensitive natural community; however, impacts to 0.07 acres of this isolated, remnant
patch of vegetation would not be considered a substantial impact on a sensitive natural community. The
disturbed coastal sage scrub vegetation on the site is on a steep slope and surrounded by rural residential
and agricultural land uses. The vegetation patch is open with evidence of past ground disturbance and non-
native exotic plant species occur throughout. This vegetation patch was not considered suitable to support
special-status plant or wildlife species and is considerably smaller than the state minimum mapping unit
size for vegetation mapping. Therefore, the negligible loss of this vegetation would not be considered a
substantial impact on a sensitive natural community and the impact would be less than significant.

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

As mentioned in the discussion of Setting above, the project site does not contain any jurisdictional
wetlands or waters features potentially subject to the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.
Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact to wetlands or waters of the United States.

Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites?

As discussed in the Biological Resources Technical Letter Report in Appendix B, the proposed project site
provides little value or function for wildlife movement; therefore, the proposed project would not interfere
substantially with the movement of wildlife and impacts would be less than significant.
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e)

f)

Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a
tree preservation policy or ordinance?

No local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources or provisions of any approved habitat
conservation plans would apply to the proposed project. The trees proposed for removal are not a protected
species. Therefore, the no impacts would result.

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

The County of San Diego is in the process of developing the North County Multiple Species Conservation
Program (MSCP), which would provide a regional strategy for conserving the County’s biological resources
and a process for permitting development activities. The North County MSCP has not been finalized or
approved and would not apply to VID projects; however, the document provides relevant conservation
planning information for the region. The preliminary draft of the North County MSCP (County of San Diego
2009) excludes the proposed project site and the surrounding rural residential/agricultural areas from the
pre-approved mitigation area (future habitat reserve areas); therefore, the site and surroundings are not
considered important for biological conservation in the draft North County MSCP. Therefore, the proposed
project would have a less than significant impact.

Mitigation Measures

MM-BIO-1: Pre-Construction Nesting Birds Surveys and Reporting. To avoid impacts to breeding and
nesting birds in accordance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and California Fish and Game
Code, construction activities shall take place outside of the nesting season; nesting season
is March 1 (January 1 for raptors) through September 15. If construction cannot take place
outside the nesting season, a breeding/nesting bird survey shall be conducted by a
qualified biologist within 72 hours prior to ground-disturbing activities to determine if active
nests of bird species protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and/or the California Fish
and Game Code are present in the impact area or within 300 feet of the impact area. If
active nests are found, an avoidance buffer shall be established (typically 50 to 300 feet,
depending on the species) until the nest is vacated and juveniles have fledged, as
determined by the biologist, and there is no evidence of a second attempt at nesting. Limits
of construction to avoid an active nest shall be established in the field with flagging,
fencing, or other appropriate barriers and construction personnel shall be instructed on
the sensitivity of nest areas. A survey and monitoring report documenting the pre-
construction survey results and implemented avoidance measures shall be submitted.
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3.5 Cultural Resources
Less Than
Significant
Potentially Impact With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES - Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a historical resource ] ] X [
pursuant to §15064.57?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the

significance of an archaeological resource ] X U] U]
pursuant to §15064.5?
¢) Disturb any human remains, including those 0 X H M

interred outside of dedicated cemeteries?

Setting

Dudek completed a Cultural Resources Report (Appendix C1) and a Historical Resources Technical Report
(Appendix C2). The E Reservoir was the last to be constructed during VID’s first formal period of development in the
1920s. The E Reservoir was built with two small buildings to its direct southwest. It is unknown whether these
buildings were for a pump house or served another purpose. In 1952, the reservoir was reroofed, which expanded
the structure’s height. The reservoir was no longer underground but semi-buried. The earthen roof was replaced
with a corrugated galvanized iron roof on a steel skeleton, and exterior walls were constructed of concrete. As part
of VID’s first phase of integrating a high-pressure flow system into VID lines in 1959, a 30-inch H-line was
constructed between the Pechstein Reservoir and the E Reservoir and the E Reservoir was raised to a greater
holding capacity. By the early 1980s, the two small buildings to the reservoir's southwest were demolished. The
reservoir itself underwent several improvements in 1984. These improvements included paving a small driveway
and a cul-de-sac along the structure’s west elevation, the addition of a new access hatch, and construction of a
new overflow structure. Between 2005 and 2009, a small PRS building was constructed to the southwest of the
reservoir, near the same place as the two earlier buildings. From this point on there are no recorded changes made
to the reservoir and PRS (VID 1984).

Dudek Archaeologist Scott Wolf conducted a records search at the South Coastal Information Center on February
13, 2019, for the project area of potential disturbance and a 1-mile buffer. No archaeological resources have been
previously recorded within the area of potential disturbance. A total of seven previously recorded resources were
identified within the surrounding 1-mile search buffer. These resources include two prehistoric temporary habitation
sites and five historic sites, including three buildings, one shed remains, and one historic trail. South Coastal
Information Center records also indicated that a total of 20 technical studies have been conducted within the 1-
mile records search area.
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a)

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource pursuant
to §15064.5?

The existing reservoir was evaluated for National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and California Register
of Historical Resources (CRHR) historic resource designation in consideration of all applicable criteria and
integrity requirements. NRHP guidelines for the evaluation of historic significance were developed to be
flexible and to recognize the accomplishments of all who have made significant contributions to the nation’s
history and heritage. Its criteria are designed to guide state and local governments, federal agencies, and
others in evaluating potential entries in the NRHP. For a property to be listed in or determined eligible for
listing, it must be demonstrated to possess integrity and to meet at least one of the following criteria:

The quality of significance in American history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture is
present in districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that possess integrity of location, design,
setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association, and:

A. That are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
our history; or

B. That are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or

C. That embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or that
represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a significant
and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or

D. That have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

The criteria for listing resources on the CRHR were expressly developed to be in accordance with previously
established criteria developed for listing in the NRHP, enumerated below. According to California Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1(c)(1-4), a resource is considered historically significant if it (i) retains
“substantial integrity,” and (ii) meets at least one of the following criteria:

1. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns
of California's history and cultural heritage.

2. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past.

3. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of
construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high
artistic values.

4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

Additionally, the local designation criterion for the County of San Diego mirror that of the NRHP and CRHR
criterion A/1, B/2, C/3, and D/4.

As detailed in Appendix C2, the project site does not meet any of the designation criteria for significance.
The structure was evaluated for NRHP, CRHR, and County of San Diego designation criteria, and assessed
for integrity. As a result of the evaluation, the reservoir was found not eligible under all designation criteria
due to a lack of historical associations, architectural merit, and compromised integrity. As such, the subject
property is not considered a historical resource under CEQA, and no management recommendations are
required. The proposed project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource. Therefore the proposed project would have a less-than-significant impact.
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b)

c)

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to §15064.5?

As discussed in Appendix C1, the South Coastal Information Center records indicated that no archaeological
resources have been previously recorded within the project disturbance area. Dudek’s archival research
for the project indicates that there is a low sensitivity for encountering potential subsurface archaeological
deposits. No resources were identified in the project disturbance area, and only seven resources are
located within a 1-mile radius of the project area, indicating a low volume of cultural resources in the vicinity.
Modern and historic disturbances have disturbed near-surface sediments throughout the project
disturbance area. This disturbance suggests there is little to no potential to encounter unidentified
significant cultural resources in the disturbance area. In addition, the Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC) Sacred Lands File search did not indicate that cultural resources are in the vicinity of
the project site, and subsequent tribal information requests have not yielded any responses to-date that
provide information or concerns about the project site. Finally, the cultural resources pedestrian survey of
the project area of disturbance was negative for archaeological resources. However, there is a risk, while
low, of the disturbance of previously unknown archeological or historic resources during ground-disturbing
activities. Mitigation measure MM CUL-1 would ensure that construction would stop and appropriate
measures are taken in the event that unanticipated discovery of a cultural resource is identified during
construction. Therefore, the proposed project will have a less-than-significant impact with mitigation.

Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of dedicated cemeteries?

While unlikely, there is some potential that earth disturbance associated with the proposed project could
disturb or uncover human remains. With the implementation of mitigation measure MM CUL-2, which
prescribes measures to appropriately address the inadvertent discovery of human remains, project impacts
from potential disturbance of human remains would be less than significant with mitigation.

Mitigation Measures:

MM-CUL-1 Prior to the start of construction, a worker environmental awareness training program
(WEAP) shall be implemented at the construction kickoff meeting to inform construction
workers of the cultural sensitivity of the general area and of the types of artifacts that are
commonly found during construction in the region. Examples of prehistoric resources may
include stone tools and manufacturing debris; milling equipment such as bedrock mortars,
portable mortars, and pestles; darkened or stained soils (midden) that may contain dietary
remains such as shell and bone; and human remains. Historic resources may include burial
plots; structural foundations; mining spoils piles and prospecting pits; cabin pads; and
trash scatters consisting of cans with soldered seams or tops, bottles, cut (square) nails,
and ceramics. The WEAP training shall also inform construction personnel on what to do in
the event of a discovery.

In the event that unanticipated archaeological resources (sites, features, or artifacts) are
exposed during construction activities for the project, all construction work occurring in the
immediate vicinity of the find shall immediately stop until a qualified archaeologist meeting
the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualification Standards can evaluate the
significance of the find and determine whether or not additional study is warranted.
Depending upon the significance of the find under the California Environmental Quality Act
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(CEQA) (14 CCR 15064.5[f]; California Public Resources Code Section 21082) the
archaeologist may record the find to appropriate standards (thereby addressing any data
potential) and allow work to continue. If the archaeologist observes the discovery to be
potentially significant under CEQA or Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act,
additional efforts may be warranted as recommended by the qualified archaeologist.

MM-CUL-2 In accordance with Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code, if potential
human remains are found, all work in the immediate vicinity shall be suspended and the
county coroner shall be immediately notified of the discovery. The coroner shall provide a
determination within 48 hours of notification. No further excavation or disturbance of the
identified material, or any area reasonably suspected to overlie additional remains, shall
occur until a determination has been made. If the county coroner determines that the
remains are, or are believed to be, Native American, they shall notify the Native American
Heritage Commission (NAHC) within 24 hours. In accordance with California Public
Resources Code Section 5097.98, the NAHC must immediately notify those persons it
believes to be the most likely descendent (MLD) from the deceased Native American.
Within 48 hours of their notification, the MLD will recommend to the lead agency their
preferred treatment of the remains and associated grave goods.

3.6 Energy

Less-Than-
Significant
Potentially Impact With Less-Than-
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
VI. Energy - Would the project:
a) Resultin potentially significant environmental
impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy ] ] D ]
resources, during project construction or
operation?
b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan
for renewable energy or energy efficiency? o o X o
a) Would the project result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or

unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or operation?

The analysis presented below is based on information obtained through CalEEMod, as detailed in Section
3.3, Air Quality, and Appendix A.
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Energy Consumption
Electricity

Construction Use

Temporary electric power for as-necessary lighting and electronic equipment (such as computers inside
temporary construction trailers, and heating, ventilation, and air conditioning) would be provided by SDG&E.
The amount of electricity used during construction would be minimal; typical demand would stem from the
use of electrically powered hand tools and several construction trailers by managerial staff during the hours
of construction activities. The majority of the energy used during construction would be from petroleum.
The electricity used for construction activities would be temporary and minimal; therefore, impacts would
be less than significant.

Operational Use

The operational phase would require electricity for operating the electric pumps. CalEEMod Version
2016.3.2 and the default value for electricity consumption for the proposed uses were applied for the
project (CAPCOA 2017). Table 4 presents the electricity demand for the project.

Table 4. Project Operations - Electricity Demand

Project Facility

kWh/Year

Building and Lighting Electricity Demand

General Heavy Industry

196,049

Source: Appendix A.
Notes: kWh = kilowatt-hour.

The proposed project is estimated to have a total electrical demand of 196,049 kilowatt-hours per year. In
comparison, the total countywide electricity demand in 2018 was 19,749 million kilowatt-hours (CEC
2018). The proposed project’s buildings would be built in accordance with the current Title 24 standards
at the time of construction and California Green Building Standards (CALGreen) Code. Therefore, due to the
limited amount of electricity use compared to the County, and the inherent increase in efficiency of building
code regulations, the proposed project would not result in a wasteful use of energy. Impacts related to
operational electricity use would be less than significant.

Natural Gas

Construction Use

Natural gas is not anticipated to be required during construction of the proposed project. Fuels used for
construction would primarily consist of diesel and gasoline. Any minor amounts of natural gas that may be
consumed as a result of proposed project construction would be temporary and negligible and would not
have an adverse effect; therefore, impacts would be less than significant.
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Operational Use

Natural gas would not be supplied to the project site for use during operation. No impact would occur
during operation.

Petroleum

Construction Use

Petroleum would be consumed throughout construction of the proposed project. Fuel consumed by
construction equipment would be the primary energy resource expended over the course of construction,
and VMT associated with the transportation of construction materials and construction worker commutes
would also result in petroleum consumption. Heavy-duty construction equipment associated with
construction activities, vendor trucks, and haul trucks would rely on diesel fuel. Construction workers would
travel to and from the project site throughout the duration of construction. It is assumed that construction
workers would travel to and from the project site in gasoline-powered vehicles.

Heavy-duty construction equipment of various types would be used during construction. CalEEMod was
used to estimate construction equipment usage. Based on that analysis, diesel-fueled construction
equipment would operate for an estimated 14,606 hours, as summarized in Table 5.

Table 5. Hours of Operation for Construction Equipment
Phase Hours of Equipment Use
Demolition 1,950
Site Preparation and Grading 3,528
Reservoir Construction 8,352
Paving 32
Architectural Coating 40
Pump Station Construction 0
Piping 704
Retaining Wall Construction 0
Total 14,606

Source: Appendix A.

Fuel consumption from construction equipment was estimated by converting the total carbon dioxide (CO2)
emissions from each construction phase to gallons using conversion factors for CO2 to gallons of gasoline
or diesel. The conversion factor for gasoline is 8.78 kilograms per metric ton (MT) CO2 per gallon, and the
conversion factor for diesel is 10.21 kilograms per MT CO2 per gallon (The Climate Registry 2019). The
estimated diesel fuel use from construction equipment is shown in Table 6. Fuel consumption from worker,
vendor, and haul truck trips was estimated by converting the total CO2 emissions from the construction
phase to gallons using the conversion factors for CO2 to gallons of gasoline or diesel. Worker vehicles are
assumed to be gasoline fueled, whereas vendor and haul trucks are assumed to be diesel fueled. The
estimated fuel use for worker vehicles, vendor trucks, and haul trucks are presented in Table 7.
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Table 6. Construction Equipment Fuel Demand

Pieces of Equipment CO2
Phase Equipment (MT) kg CO2/ Gallon Gallons
Demolition 4 42.04 10.21 4,117.82
Site Preparation and Grading 8 94.15 10.21 9,221.49
Reservoir Construction 4 177.76 10.21 17,410.06
Paving 2 0.64 10.21 63.03
Architectural Coating 1 0.85 10.21 83.36
Pump Station Construction 0 0.00 10.21 0.00
Piping 1 19.97 10.21 1,955.50
Retaining Wall Construction 0 0.00 10.21 0.00
Total 32,851.25
Sources: Appendix A.
Notes: CO2 = carbon dioxide; kg = kilogram; MT = metric ton.
Table 7. Construction Vehicle Fuel Demand
Phase Trips Vehicle CO2 (MT) | kg CO2/ Gallon Gallons
Construction Worker Vehicle Gasoline Demand
Demolition 780 2.83 8.78 321.98
Site Preparation and Grading 880 3.15 8.78 358.61
Reservoir Construction 5,220 18.28 8.78 2,082.41
Paving 20 0.03 8.78 3.08
Architectural Coating 704 0.14 8.78 15.96
Pump Station Construction 176 3.08 8.78 351.06
Piping 880 2.47 8.78 280.84
Retaining Wall Construction 16 0.62 8.78 70.22
Subtotal 3,484.16
Construction Vendor Truck Diesel Demand
Demolition 260 3.43 10.21 335.96
Site Preparation and Grading 0 0.00 10.21 0.00
Reservoir Construction 0 0.00 10.21 0.00
Paving 10 0.05 10.21 5.07
Architectural Coating 0 0.00 10.21 0.00
Pump Station Construction 0 0.00 10.21 0.00
Piping 0 0.00 10.21 0.00
Retaining Wall Construction 0 0.00 10.21 0.00
Subtotal 341.04
Construction Haul Truck Diesel Demand
Demolition 64 2.47 10.21 241.72
Site Preparation and Grading 476 18.27 10.21 1,789.26
Reservoir Construction 800 30.46 10.21 2,983.83
Paving 0 0.00 10.21 0.00
Architectural Coating 0 0.00 10.21 0.00
Pump Station Construction 100 3.81 10.21 372.98
Piping 20 0.76 10.21 74.59
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Table 7. Construction Vehicle Fuel Demand
Phase Trips Vehicle CO2 (MT) | kg CO2/ Gallon Gallons
Retaining Wall Construction 10 0.38 10.21 37.30
Subtotal 5,499.68
Petroleum Total 9,324.87
Sources: Appendix A.

Notes: CO2 = carbon dioxide; kg = kilogram; MT = metric ton.

As shown in Table 6 and Table 7, the proposed project is estimated to consume approximately 42,176
gallons of petroleum during the construction phase. By comparison, approximately 31.1 billion gallons of
petroleum would be consumed in California over the course of the project’s construction phase based on
the California daily petroleum consumption estimate of approximately 78.6 million gallons per day (EIA
2019).The proposed project would be required to comply with the CARB’s Airborne Toxics Control Measure,
which restricts heavy-duty diesel vehicle idling time to 5 minutes. Overall, because petroleum use during
construction would be temporary and relatively minimal, and would not be wasteful or inefficient, impacts
would be less than significant.

Operational Use

The majority of fuel consumption resulting from the proposed project’s operational phase would be
attributable to the use of motor vehicles traveling to and from the project area for periodic maintenance.
Petroleum fuel consumption associated with motor vehicles traveling to and from the project area is a
function of VMT as a result of proposed project operation. The annual VMT attributable to the proposed
project is expected to be 4,171 VMT per year based on CalEEMod default trip lengths. Similar to
construction trips, fuel consumption was estimated by converting the total CO2 emissions from each land
use type to gallons using the conversion factors for CO2 to gallons of gasoline or diesel. Based on the
Countywide proportion of gasoline and diesel on-road vehicle generated CO2 in EMFAC2017, the vehicles
associated with project operations were assumed to be approximately 84% gasoline powered and 16%
diesel powered. The estimated fuel use from project operational mobile sources is shown in Table 8.

Table 8. Petroleum Consumption - Operation

Fuel Vehicle MT CO2 kg CO2/Gallon Gallons

Gasoline 1.51 8.78 172.40

Diesel 0.12 10.21 12.05
Total 184.45

Sources: Appendix A.
Notes: CO2 = carbon dioxide; kg = kilogram; MT = metric ton.

Mobile sources from the proposed project would result in approximately 172 gallons of gasoline per year
and 12 gallons of diesel consumed per year beginning in 2022. By comparison, California as a whole
consumes approximately 28.7 billion gallons of petroleum per year (EIA 2019).

Over the lifetime of the proposed project, the fuel efficiency of the vehicles being used is expected to
increase. As such, the amount of petroleum consumed as a result of vehicular trips to and from the project
area during operation would decrease over time. There are numerous regulations in place that require and
encourage increased fuel efficiency. For example, CARB has adopted an approach to passenger vehicles

11538
42 August 2020



E RESERVOIR REPLACEMENT AND PUMP STATION PROJECT

b)

by combining the control of smog-causing pollutants and GHG emissions into a single, coordinated package
of standards. The approach also includes efforts to support and accelerate the numbers of plug-in hybrids
and zero-emissions vehicles in California (CARB 2012). Additionally, in response to SB 375, CARB adopted
the goal of reducing per-capita GHG emissions from 2005 levels by 8% by the year 2020 and 13% by the
year 2035 for light-duty passenger vehicles in the planning area for the SANDAG. This reduction would
occur by reducing VMT through the integration of land use and transportation planning (SANDAG 2015).

In summary, although the proposed project would increase petroleum use during operation, the use would
be a small fraction of the statewide use and, due to efficiency increases, diminish over time. Given these
considerations, petroleum consumption associated with the proposed project would not be considered
inefficient or wasteful and would result in a less-than-significant impact.

Would the project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency?

Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations contains energy efficiency standards for residential and
nonresidential buildings based on a state mandate to reduce California’s energy demand. Specifically, Title
24 addresses a number of energy efficiency measures that impact energy used for lighting, water heating,
heating, and air conditioning, including the energy impact of the building envelope such as windows, doors,
wall/floor/ceiling assemblies, and roofs. Part 6 of Title 24 specifically establishes energy efficiency
standards for residential and nonresidential buildings constructed in the State of California in order to
reduce energy demand and consumption. Part 11 of Title 24 also includes the CALGreen standards, which
established mandatory minimum environmental performance standards for new construction projects. The
project would comply with Title 24, Part 6 and Part 11, per state regulations. Based on the foregoing, the
proposed project would not conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiency; therefore, impacts during construction and operation of the proposed project would be less than
significant. The proposed project would continue the existing use of the project site and would reconstruct
the existing reservoir and add a pump station. The proposed project would continue to use the existing
connections with SDG&E for its electrical source. All buildings materials proposed for the project’s
building modifications would be compliant with all Gity—and-—stateapplicable policies, codes, and
regulations. Therefore, the proposed project would have a less-than-significant impact.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.
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3.7 Geology and Soils

Less-Than-
Significant
Potentially Impact With Less-Than-
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS - Would the project:
a) Directly or indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk
of loss, injury, or death involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the area ] ] X U]
or based on other substantial evidence of
a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Publication 42.
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? O ] X L]
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction? [ [ X [
iv) Landslides? ] ] D ]
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil? o o X o
c) Belocated on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in ] ] X ]
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial direct or indirect [ [ X [
risks to life or property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting
the use of septic tanks or alternative waste
water disposal systems where sewers are not o o o X
available for the disposal of waste water?
f)  Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique ] ] D ]
geologic feature?

Setting

The proposed project would construct an expanded, in-situ replacement of an existing water reservoir and construct
a new pump station along with minor improvements, such as asphalt pavement, steel security fence, and lighting.
Minor grading of the existing slopes around the proposed reservoir may be recommended. A geotechnical
investigation was completed by SCST on May 23, 2019, and is included in Appendix D. The investigation found that
the site soil consisted of fill, colluvium, and Gabbro igneous rock.
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The project site does not contain any known Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones, as listed by the California
Geological Survey. The closest known active fault is the Newport-Inglewood-Rose Canyon Fault Zone located about
13.4 miles southwest of the site. According to the Fault Activity Map of California and Adjacent Areas, no active
faults are located on the project site (DOC 2015). The proposed project is not located in an area with a high
chance of liquefaction or landslides (Appendix D).

a)

b)

Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving:

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

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
iv) Landslides?

The project site is located within seismically active Southern California, an area where several faults
and fault zones are considered active by the California Division of Mines and Geology. The proposed
project would construct an expanded, in-situ replacement of an existing water reservoir and
construct a new pump station designed and constructed in accordance with Uniform Building Code
Zone 3 standards and the recommendations of a California registered Engineering Geologist, and
would thereby reduce the risk of structural failure as a result of seismic activity. The site is not
located within or near any known Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones, as listed by the California
Geological Survey. According to the Fault Activity Map of California and Adjacent Areas, no active
faults are located on the project site (DOC 2015). The closest fault is the Newport-Inglewood-Rose
Canyon Fault Zone located about 13.4 miles southwest of the site. Risks associated with seismic-
related activity such as rupture of a fault, strong ground shaking, and ground failure would be less
than significant as a result of compliance with applicable codes. The project includes no elements
that would increase the risk or susceptibility of the site to landslides and the potential for
liquefaction is low to due to the lack of groundwater and the dense nature of the rock beneath the
site. Risks associated with landslide or seismic activity would be less than significant.

Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

The project would result in ground disturbance within the project site. All areas disturbed during
construction would be stabilized in accordance with erosion control best management practices (BMPs)
identified in project plans and as specified in the stormwater pollution prevention plan (SWPPP) required
for the project. The SWPPP would be prepared as required to obtain coverage under the State Construction
General Permit and will specify the use of appropriate BMPs for erosion control and spill prevention during
and following construction. This requires implementation of water quality BMPs to ensure that water quality
standards are met and that stormwater runoff from the construction work areas does not cause
degradation of water quality in receiving water bodies. Some of these BMPs include use of silt screening or
fiber filtration rolls, appropriate handling and disposal of contaminants, fertilizer and pesticide application
restrictions, litter control and pick up, and vehicle and equipment repair and maintenance in designated
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c)

d)

e)

f)

areas. Upon completion of construction, the land disturbed by construction would be returned to conditions
similar to existing conditions; revegetation and paved areas would stabilize soils to minimize erosion.
Impacts from erosion would be less than significant.

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

The project site is not located within an area with any known geologic or soil instability and the proposed
project would construct an expanded water reservoir and associated infrastructure that would be
constructed in accordance with applicable codes that would not exert high loads on the ground surface and
would not be expected to result in any increased risk of ground failure. Additionally, the project design and
construction would be in accordance with recommendations of a California-registered engineering geologist
to ensure it is constructed in consideration of site-specific conditions as determined by the geotechnical
investigation included in Appendix D. Therefore, impacts associated with an unstable geologic unit or soil
would be less than significant.

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

As determined by the geotechnical investigation, the soils on the project site were tested and exhibit a low
expansion index (Appendix D). Project design and construction would be in accordance with Uniform
Building Code Zone 3 standards, which take into account local conditions. The project design and
construction would be in accordance with recommendations of a California-registered engineering geologist
to ensure it is constructed in consideration of site-specific conditions as determined by the geotechnical
investigation included in Appendix D. Therefore, the project would have a less-than-significant impact
associated with expansive or otherwise unstable soils.

Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water?

The proposed project would not include fulltime work facilities and thus would not require the use of septic
tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems. Thus, there would be no impact.

Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

The project site contains no known paleontological resources or unique geologic features and is not within
an area considered sensitive for these resources. The project site is underlain by Gabbro igneous rock,
which has no potential to contain paleontological resources. Potential impacts associated with effects to
unique paleontological or geologic features would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are required.

11538
46 August 2020



E RESERVOIR REPLACEMENT AND PUMP STATION PROJECT

3.8

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

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

VIIl. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS - Would the project:

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

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

Setting

GHGs are gases that absorb infrared radiation in the atmosphere. The greenhouse effect is a natural process that
contributes to regulating the Earth’s temperature. Global climate change concerns are focused on whether human
activities are leading to an enhancement of the greenhouse effect. Principal GHGs include carbon dioxide (CO2),
methane (CHa), nitrous oxide (N20), O3, and water vapor. If the atmospheric concentrations of GHGs rise, the average
temperature of the lower atmosphere will gradually increase. Globally, climate change has the potential to impact
numerous environmental resources though uncertain impacts related to future air temperatures and precipitation
patterns. Although climate change is driven by global atmospheric conditions, climate change impacts are felt locally.
Climate change is already affecting California: average temperatures have increased, leading to more extreme hot
days and fewer cold nights; shifts in the water cycle have been observed, with less winter precipitation falling as snow,
and both snowmelt and rainwater running off earlier in the year; sea levels have risen; and wildland fires are becoming
more frequent and intense due to dry seasons that start earlier and end later (CAT 2010).

The effect each GHG has on climate change is measured as a combination of the mass of its emissions and the
potential of a gas or aerosol to trap heat in the atmosphere, known as its global warming potential (GWP), which varies
among GHGs. Total GHG emissions are expressed as a function of how much warming would be caused by the same
mass of CO2. Thus, GHG emissions are typically measured in terms of pounds or tons of CO2 equivalent (CO2E).6

Global climate change is a cumulative impact; a project participates in this potential impact through its incremental
contribution combined with the cumulative increase of all other sources of GHGs (CAT 2010). This approach is
consistent with the Final Statement of Reasons for Regulatory Action for amendments to the CEQA Guidelines,
which confirms that an environmental impact report or other environmental document must analyze the
incremental contribution of a project to GHG levels and determine whether those emissions are cumulatively
considerable (CNRA 2009).

6  The COzE for a gas is derived by multiplying the mass of the gas by the associated GWP, such that metric tons of CO2E = (metric tons
of a GHG) x (GWP of the GHG). CalEEMod assumes that the GWP for CHa is 25, which means that emissions of 1 metric ton of CHa
are equivalent to emissions of 25 metric tons of CO2, and the GWP for N20 is 298, based on the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change (IPCC) Fourth Assessment Report.
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GHG emissions associated with construction of the project were estimated for the following emission sources:
operation of off-road construction equipment, on-road hauling and vendor trucks, and worker vehicles. GHG
emission sources associated with operation of the project were evaluated for energy use (generation of electricity
consumed by the project), area sources, and project-generated vehicle traffic.

CEQA Guidelines

The California Natural Resources Agency adopted amendments to the CEQA Guidelines on December 30, 2009,
which became effective on March 18, 2010. With respect to GHG emissions, the amended CEQA Guidelines state
in Section 15064.4(a) that lead agencies should “make a good faith effort, to the extent possible on scientific and
factual data, to describe, calculate or estimate” GHG emissions. The CEQA Guidelines note that an agency may
identify emissions by either selecting a “model or methodology” to quantify the emissions or by relying on
“qualitative analysis or other performance based standards” (14 CCR 15064.4(a)). Section 15064.4(b) states that
the lead agency should consider the following when assessing the significance of impacts from GHG emissions on
the environment:

e The extent a project may increase or reduce GHG emissions as compared to the existing environmental setting.

o Whether a project’s emissions exceed a threshold of significance that the lead agency determines applies
to the project.

e The extent to which a project complies with regulations or requirements adopted to implement a statewide,
regional, or local plan for the reduction or mitigation of GHG emissions (14 CCR 15064.4(b)).

In addition, CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.7(c) specifies that “[w]hen adopting thresholds of significance, a lead
agency may consider thresholds of significance previously adopted or recommended by other public agencies, or
recommended by experts, provided the decision of the lead agency to adopt such thresholds is supported by
substantial evidence.” Accordingly, the CEQA Guidelines do not prescribe specific methodologies for performing an
assessment, establish specific thresholds of significance, or mandate specific mitigation measures. Rather, the
CEQA Guidelines emphasize the lead agency’s discretion to determine the appropriate methodologies and
thresholds of significance that are consistent with the manner in which other impact areas are handled in CEQA
(14 CCR 15000 et seq.).

Cumulative Nature of Climate Change

Global climate change is a cumulative impact; a project participates in this potential impact through its incremental
contribution combined with the cumulative increase of all other sources of GHGs. There are currently no established
thresholds for assessing whether the GHG emissions of a project in the SDAB, such as the project, would be
considered a cumulatively considerable contribution to global climate change; however, all reasonable efforts
should be made to minimize a project’s contribution to global climate change.

While the project would result in emissions of GHGs during construction and operation, no guidance exists to indicate
what level of GHG emissions would be considered substantial enough to result in a significant adverse impact on
global climate. However, it is generally believed that an individual project is of insufficient magnitude by itself to
influence climate change or result in a substantial contribution to the global GHG inventory as scientific uncertainty
regarding the significance a project’s individual and cumulative effects on global climate change remains.
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Thus, GHG impacts are recognized as exclusively cumulative impacts; there are no non-cumulative GHG emission
impacts from a climate change perspective (CAPCOA 2008). This approach is consistent with that recommended
by the California Natural Resources Agency (CNRA), which noted in its Public Notice for the proposed CEQA
amendments (pursuant to SB 97) that the evidence before it indicates that in most cases, the impact of GHG
emissions should be considered in the context of a cumulative impact, rather than a project-level impact (CNRA
20009). Similarly, the Final Statement of Reasons for Regulatory Action on the CEQA Amendments confirm that an
EIR or other environmental document must analyze the incremental contribution of a project to GHG levels and
determine whether those emissions are cumulatively considerable (CNRA 2009).

As VID has no adopted guidance regarding GHG emissions, and the project is located within the geographic bounds
of the County, the County’s Climate Action Plan (CAP) Consistency Checklist is relied upon for determining
significance. In regards to evaluating the project’s significance with respect to CEQA Guidelines checklist a and
checklist question b, the project will be evaluated against the County’s CAP, Assembly Bill (AB) 32, and SANDAG'’s
Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy. A project’s consistency with the County’s CAP is
evaluated in a two-step process. Step 1 in the CAP Checklist assesses a project’s consistency with the growth
projections and land use assumptions made in the CAP. If a project is consistent with the projections in the CAP, its
associated growth in terms of GHG emissions was accounted for in the CAP’s projections and would not increase
emissions beyond what is anticipated in the CAP or inhibit the County from reaching its reduction targets. If a project
is consistent with the existing General Plan land use designation(s), it can be determined to be consistent with the
CAP projections and can move forward to Step 2 of the Checklist. Step 2 of the Checklist identifies CAP GHG
reduction measures that would apply to discretionary projects and establishes clear questions that can be used to
assess a project’s consistency with CAP measures. The specific applicable requirements outlined in the Checklist
shall be required as a condition of project approval. The project must provide substantial evidence that
demonstrates how the proposed project would implement each applicable Checklist requirement described in
Appendix A to the satisfaction of the Director of Planning and Development Services.

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

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

Construction Emissions

Construction of the proposed project would result in GHG emissions, which are primarily associated with
use of off-road construction equipment, on-road hauling and vendor (material delivery) trucks, and worker
vehicles. GHG emissions associated with temporary construction activity were quantified using CalEEMod.
A detailed depiction of the construction schedule—including information regarding phasing, equipment
utilized during each phase, haul trucks, vendor trucks, and worker vehicles—is included in Appendix A.

Table 9 shows the estimated annual GHG construction emissions associated with the proposed project, as
well as the amortized construction emissions over a 30-year project life.
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Table 9. Estimated Annual Construction GHG Emissions

Cco2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Year Metric Tons per Year

20201 122.27 0.03 0.00 123.12
2021 302.64 0.08 0.00 304.65

2022 0.72 0.00 0.00 0.73
Total 428.50
Amortized Emissions 14.28

Notes:

CO2 = carbon dioxide; CH4 = methane; N20 = nitrous oxide; CO2¢e = carbon dioxide equivalent.
See Appendix A for complete results.
1Emissions include blasting calculated outside of CalEEMod.

Total construction emissions for the proposed project were estimated to be 429 MT COze. Estimated
amortized project-generated construction emissions over 30 years would be approximately 14 MT CO2e¢ per
year. As with project-generated construction air quality pollutant emissions, GHG emissions generated
during construction of the proposed project would be short-term in nature, lasting only for the duration of
the construction period for each phase, and would not represent a long-term source of GHG emissions.

Operational Emissions

Operation of the proposed project would generate GHG emissions through motor vehicle trips to and from
the project site and energy use (generation of electricity consumed by the proposed project). CalEEMod
was used to calculate the annual GHG emissions based on the operational assumptions (Appendix A). The
GHG emissions from the existing golf course were also estimated and are presented below.

Table 10 shows the estimated operational (year 2022) project-generated GHG emissions from area sources,
energy usage, motor vehicles, solid waste generation, and water usage and wastewater generation.

Table 10. Estimated Annual Operational GHG Emissions

Cc0o2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Emission Source Metric Tons per Year

Area 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Energy 64.08 0.00 0.00 64.29
Mobile 1.63 0.00 0.00 1.64
Total 65.93
Amortized Construction Emissions 14.28
Operation + Amortized Construction Total 80.21

Notes: CO2 = carbon dioxide; CHa = methane; N20 = nitrous oxide; CO2e = carbon dioxide equivalent.
See Appendix A for detailed results.
These emissions reflect CalEEMod “mitigated” output and operational year 2022.

As shown in Table 10, estimated annual project-generated GHG emissions in 2022 would be approximately
66 MT COze per year as a result of proposed project operations. Estimated annual project-generated
emissions in 2022 from area, energy, and mobile sources and amortized project-generated construction
emissions would be approximately 80 MT COze per year.
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Consistency with Applicable Plans and Policies
Consistency with SANDAG’s San Diego Forward: The Regional Plan

Regarding consistency with SANDAG’s Regional Plan, the proposed project would include site design
elements and project design features developed to support the policy objectives of the Regional Plan and
SB 375. SANDAG’s Regional Plan is a regional growth-management strategy that targets per-capita GHG
reduction from passenger vehicles and light-duty trucks in the San Diego region. The Regional Plan will
integrate land use and transportation strategies to meet GHG emissions reduction targets that are
forecasted to achieve the state’s 2035 and 2050 GHG reduction goals. The Regional Plan incorporates
local land use projections and circulation networks in city and county general plans. Typically, a project
would be consistent with the Regional Plan if it does not exceed the underlying growth assumptions within
the Regional Plan. The proposed project is not growth inducing. Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with the total VMT per capita, growth projections, and GHG reductions assumed within the
Regional Plan.

Table 11 illustrates the proposed project’s consistency with all applicable goals and policies of SANDAG’s

Regional Plan (SANDAG 2015).

Table 11. San Diego Forward: The Regional Plan Consistency Analysis

Category

Policy Objective or Strategy

Consistency Analysis

The Regional Plan — Policy Objectives

Mobility Choices

Provide safe, secure, healthy,
affordable, and convenient travel
choices between the places where
people live, work, and play.

Not Applicable. The proposed project
would not impair the ability of SANDAG to
provide safe, secure, healthy, affordable,
and convenient travel choices between
the places where people live, work, and

play.

Mobility Choices

Take advantage of new technologijes to
make the transportation system more
efficient and environmentally friendly.

Not Applicable. The proposed project
would not impair the ability of SANDAG to
take advantage of new technologies to
make the transportation system more
efficient and environmentally friendly.

Habitat and Open Space
Preservation

Focus growth in areas that are already
urbanized, allowing the region to set
aside and restore more open space in
our less developed areas.

Consistent. The proposed project would
be developed on the existing developed
site of the current E Reservoir, thus not
impacting open space.

Habitat and Open Space
Preservation

Protect and restore our regjon’s urban
canyons, coastlines, beaches, and
water resources.

Consistent. The proposed project would
be developed on the existing developed
site of the current E Reservoir, thus not
impacting open space.

Regional Economic
Prosperity

Invest in transportation projects that
provide access for all communities to a
variety of jobs with competitive wages.

Not Applicable. The proposed project
would not impair the ability of SANDAG to
invest in transportation projects available
to all members of the community.

Regional Economic
Prosperity

Build infrastructure that makes the
movement of freight in our community
more efficient and environmentally
friendly.

Not Applicable. The proposed project does
not include regjonal freight movement,
nor would it impair SANDAG’s ability to
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Table 11. San Diego Forward: The Regional Plan Consistency Analysis

Category

Policy Objective or Strategy

Consistency Analysis

preserve and expand options for regional
freight movement.

Partnerships/Collaboration

Collaborate with Native American
tribes, Mexico, military bases,
neighboring counties, infrastructure
providers, the private sector, and local
communities to design a transportation
system that connects to the mega-
region and national network, works for
everyone, and fosters a high quality of
life for all.

Not Applicable. The proposed project
would not impair the ability of SANDAG to
provide transportation choices to better
connect the San Diego region with
Mexico, neighboring counties, and tribal
nations.

Partnerships/Collaboration

As we plan for our region, recognize the
vital economic, environmental, cultural,
and community linkages between the
San Diego region and Baja California.

Not Applicable. The proposed project
would not impair the ability of SANDAG to
provide transportation choices to better
connect the San Diego region with
Mexico.

Healthy and Complete
Communities

Create great places for everyone to live,
work, and play.

Not Applicable. The proposed project
would not impair the ability of SANDAG to
create great places for everyone to live,
work, and play.

Healthy and Complete
Communities

Connect communities through a variety
of transportation choices that promote

healthy lifestyles, including walking and
biking.

Not Applicable. The proposed project
would not impair the ability of SANDAG to
connect communities through a variety of
transportation choices that promote
healthy lifestyles, including walking and
biking.

Environmental Stewardship

Make transportation investments that
result in cleaner air, environmental
protection, conservation, efficiency, and
sustainable living.

Not Applicable. The proposed project
would not impair the ability of SANDAG to
make transportation investments that
result in cleaner air, environmental
protection, conservation, efficiency, and
sustainable living.

Environmental Stewardship

Support energy programs that promote
sustainability.

Not Applicable. The proposed project
would not impair the ability of SANDAG to
support energy programs that promote
sustainability.

Sustainable Communities Strategy - Strategies

Strategy #1 Focus housing and job growth in Consistent. The proposed project would
urbanized areas where there is existing | be located close to major urban and
and planned transportation employment centers.
infrastructure, including transit.

Strategy #2 Protect the environment and help Consistent. The proposed project would
ensure the success of smart growth be developed on the existing developed
land use policies by preserving site of the current E Reservoir, thus not
sensitive habitat, open space, cultural impacting open space.
resources, and farmland.

Strategy #3 Invest in a transportation network that Not Applicable. The proposed project

gives people transportation choices
and reduces greenhouse gas
emissions.

would not impair the ability of SANDAG to
invest in a transportation network that
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Table 11. San Diego Forward: The Regional Plan Consistency Analysis

Category Policy Objective or Strategy Consistency Analysis
gives people transportation choices and
reduces GHG emissions.
Strategy #4 Address the housing needs of all Not Applicable. The proposed project
economic segments of the population. would not impair the ability of SANDAG to
address the housing needs of all
economic segments of the population.
Strategy #5 Implement the Regional Plan through Not Applicable. The proposed project
incentives and collaboration. would not impair the ability of SANDAG to
implement the Regional Plan through
incentives and collaborations.

Source: SANDAG 2015.
Note: SANDAG = San Diego Association of Governments.

As shown in Table 11, the proposed project would be consistent with all applicable Regional Plan policy
objectives or strategies. The second of the four objectives of the SANDAG Regional Housing Needs
Assessment is to promote infill development and socioeconomic equity, the protection of environmental
and agricultural resources, and the encouragement of efficient development patterns. Also, one of the key
achievements projected for the Regional Plan is for nearly three-quarters of multifamily housing to be built
on redevelopment or infill sites. The proposed project would be consistent with that goal as it would be built
on an existing developed site. As shown in Table 11, the proposed project would be consistent with policy
objectives of SANDAG’s Regional Plan. Impacts would be less than significant.

Consistency with CARB’s Scoping Plan

The Scoping Plan, approved by CARB on December 12, 2008, provides a framework for actions to reduce
California’s GHG emissions and requires CARB and other state agencies to adopt regulations and other
initiatives to reduce GHGs. As such, the Scoping Plan is not directly applicable to specific projects. Relatedly,
in the Final Statement of Reasons for the Amendments to the CEQA Guidelines, the CNRA observed that
“[tlhe [Scoping Plan] may not be appropriate for use in determining the significance of individual projects
because it is conceptual at this stage and relies on the future development of regulations to implement the
strategies identified in the Scoping Plan” (CNRA 2009). Under the Scoping Plan, however, there are several
state regulatory measures aimed at the identification and reduction of GHG emissions. CARB and other
state agencies have adopted many of the measures identified in the Scoping Plan. Most of these measures
focus on area source emissions (e.g., energy usage, high-GWP GHGs in consumer products) and changes
to the vehicle fleet (i.e., hybrid, electric, and more fuel-efficient vehicles) and associated fuels (e.g., low-
carbon fuel standard), among others. The proposed project would comply with all applicable regulations
adopted in furtherance of the Scoping Plan to the extent required by law.

The Scoping Plan recommends strategies for implementation at the statewide level to meet the goals of AB
32 and establishes an overall framework for the measures that will be adopted to reduce California’s GHG
emissions. Table 12 highlights measures that have been developed under the Scoping Plan and the
proposed project’s consistency with those measures. The table also includes measures proposed in the
2017 Scoping Plan Update. To the extent that these regulations are applicable to the proposed project, its
inhabitants, or uses, the proposed project would comply with all applicable regulations adopted in
furtherance of the Scoping Plan.
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Table 12. Project Consistency with Scoping Plan GHG Emission-Reduction Strategies

Measure

Scoping Plan Measure Number | Project Consistency

Transportation Sector

Advanced Clean Cars T-1 The proposed project’s employees would purchase
vehicles in compliance with CARB vehicle standards that
are in effect at the time of vehicle purchase.

1.5 million zero-emission and plug-in NA This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

hybrid light-duty electric vehicles by 2025 proposed project would not inhibit CARB from

(4.2 million Zero-Emissions Vehicles by implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

2030)

Low Carbon Fuel Standard T2 Motor vehicles driven by the proposed project’s
employees would use compliant fuels.

Low Carbon Fuel Standard (18 percent NA Motor vehicles driven by the proposed project’s

reduction in carbon intensity by 2030) employees would use compliant fuels.

Regional Transportation-Related T-3 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

GHG Targets proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Advanced Clean Transit NA This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The
proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Last Mile Delivery NA This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The
proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Reduction in Vehicle Miles Traveled NA The proposed project is located on an infill site, which
promotes compact walkable communities with an
emphasis on proximity and accessibility.

Vehicle Efficiency Measures T4 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

1. Tire Pressure proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
2. Fuel Efficiency Tire Program implementing this Scoping Plan measure.
3. Low-Friction Qil
4. Solar-Reflective Automotive Paint
and Window Glazing

Ship Electrification at Ports (Shore Power) T-5 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The
proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Goods Movement Efficiency Measures T-6 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

1. Port Drayage Trucks

2. Transport Refrigeration Units Cold
Storage Prohibition

3. Cargo Handling Equipment, Anti-
Idling, Hybrid, Electrification

4. Goods Movement Systemwide
Efficiency Improvements

5. Commercial Harbor Craft
Maintenance and Design Efficiency

6. Clean Ships

7. Vessel Speed Reduction

proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

California Sustainable Freight Action Plan

NA

This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The
proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.
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Table 12. Project Consistency with Scoping Plan GHG Emission-Reduction Strategies

Measure
Scoping Plan Measure Number | Project Consistency
Heavy-Duty Vehicle GHG Emission T-7 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

Reduction
1. Tractor-Trailer GHG Regulation
2. Heavy-Duty Greenhouse Gas
Standards for New Vehicle and
Engines (Phase 1)

proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Medium- and Heavy-Duty Vehicle T8 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

Hybridization Voucher Incentive Project proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Medium and Heavy-Duty GHG Phase 2 NA This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The
proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

High-Speed Rail T9 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The
proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Electricity and Natural Gas Sector

Energy Efficiency Measures (Electricity) E-1 The proposed project will comply with current Title 24, Part
6, of the California Code of Regulations energy efficiency
standards for electrical appliances and other devices at the
time of building construction.

Energy Efficiency (Natural Gas) CR-1 The proposed project will comply with current Title 24, Part
6, of the California Code of Regulations energy efficiency
standards for electrical appliances and other devices at the
time of building construction.

Solar Water Heating (California Solar CR-2 The proposed project would not employ solar water heating

Initiative Thermal Program) as part of the design.

Combined Heat and Power E-2 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The
proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Renewables Portfolio Standard (33 E-3 The proposed project would use energy supplied by

percent by 2020) SDG&E, which is in compliance with the Renewables
Portfolio Standard.

Renewables Portfolio Standard (50 NA The proposed project would use energy supplied by

percent by 2050) SDG&E, which is in compliance with the Renewables
Portfolio Standard.

Senate Bill 1 Million Solar Roofs E-4 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

(California Solar Initiative, New Solar proposed project would not inhibit CARB from

Home Partnership, Public Utility implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Programs) and Earlier Solar Programs

Water Sector

Water Use Efficiency W-1 The project would not consume water.

Water Recycling W-2 Recycled water will not be used on site.

Water System Energy Efficiency W-3 This is applicable for the transmission and treatment of
water, but it is not applicable for the proposed project.

Reuse Urban Runoff W-4 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.
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Table 12. Project Consistency with Scoping Plan GHG Emission-Reduction Strategies

Measure

Scoping Plan Measure Number | Project Consistency

Renewable Energy Production W-5 Applicable for wastewater treatment systems. Not
applicable for the proposed project.

Green Buildings

State Green Building Initiative: Leading GB-1 The proposed project would be required to be constructed

the Way with State Buildings (Greening in compliance with state or local green building standards

New and Existing State Buildings) in effect at the time of building construction.

Green Building Standards Code (Greening GB-2 The proposed project’s buildings would meet green

New Public Schools, Residential and building standards that are in effect at the time of

Commercial Buildings) construction.

Beyond Code: Voluntary Programs at the GB-3 The proposed project would be required to be constructed

Local Level (Greening New Public Schools, in compliance with local green building standards in effect

Residential and Commercial Buildings) at the time of building construction.

Greening Existing Buildings (Greening GB4 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

Existing Homes and Commercial proposed project would not inhibit CARB from

Buildings) implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Industry Sector

Energy Efficiency and Co-Benefits -1 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

Audits for Large Industrial Sources proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Oil and Gas Extraction GHG Emission I-2 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

Reduction proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Reduce GHG Emissions by 20 percent in NA This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

Oil Refinery Sector proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

GHG Emissions Reduction from Natural I-3 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

Gas Transmission and Distribution proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Refinery Flare Recovery Process I-4 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

Improvements proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Work with the local air districts to I-5 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

evaluate amendments to their existing proposed project would not inhibit CARB from

leak detection and repair rules for implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

industrial facilities to include methane

leaks

Recycling and Waste Management Sector

Landfill Methane Control Measure RW-1 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The
proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Increasing the Efficiency of Landfill RW-2 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

Methane Capture proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.
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Table 12. Project Consistency with Scoping Plan GHG Emission-Reduction Strategies

Scoping Plan Measure

Measure
Number

Project Consistency

Mandatory Commercial Recycling

RW-3

During both construction and operation of the proposed
project, the proposed project would comply with all state
regulations related to solid waste generation, storage, and
disposal, including the California Integrated Waste
Management Act, as amended. During construction, all
wastes would be recycled to the maximum extent possible.

Increase Production and Markets for
Compost and Other Organics

RW-4

This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The
proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Anaerobic/Aerobic Digestion

RW-5

This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The
proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Extended Producer Responsibility

RW-6

This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The
proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Environmentally Preferable Purchasing

RW-7

This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The
proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Forests Sector

Sustainable Forest Target

F-1

This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The
proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

High Global Warming Potential Gases Sector

Motor Vehicle Air Conditioning Systems: H-1 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

Reduction of Refrigerant Emissions from proposed project would not inhibit CARB from

Non-Professional Servicing implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

SFs Limits in Non-Utility and Non- H-2 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

Semiconductor Applications proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Reduction of Perfluorocarbons in H-3 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

Semiconductor Manufacturing proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Limit High Global Warming Potential Use H-4 The proposed project’s employees would use consumer

in Consumer Products products that would comply with the regulations that are in
effect at the time of manufacture.

Air Conditioning Refrigerant Leak Test H-5 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

During Vehicle Smog Check proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Stationary Equipment Refrigerant H-6 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

Management Program - Refrigerant proposed project would not inhibit CARB from

Tracking/Reporting/Repair Program implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Stationary Equipment Refrigerant H-6 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

Management Program - Specifications
for Commercial and Industrial
Refrigeration

proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.
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Table 12. Project Consistency with Scoping Plan GHG Emission-Reduction Strategies

Switchgear

Measure
Scoping Plan Measure Number | Project Consistency
SFe Leak Reduction Gas Insulated H-6 This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

40 percent reduction in methane and NA This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

hydrofluorocarbon emissions proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

50 percent reduction in black carbon NA This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

emissions proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Agriculture Sector

Methane Capture at Large Dairies A1l This measure does not apply to the proposed project. The

proposed project would not inhibit CARB from
implementing this Scoping Plan measure.

Sources: CARB 2008, 2017.

Notes: GHG = greenhouse gas; CARB = California Air Resources Board; EV = electric vehicle; SFe = sulfur hexafluoride.

Based on the analysis in Table 12, the proposed project would be consistent with the applicable strategies
and measures in the Scoping Plan.

In addition to the measures outlined in the Table 12, the Scoping Plan also highlights, in several areas, the goals
and importance of infill projects. Specifically, the Scoping Plan calls out an ongoing and proposed measure to
streamline CEQA compliance and other barriers to infill development. The plan encourages infill projects and sees
them as crucial to achieving the state’s long-term climate goals. The plan encourages accelerating equitable and
affordable infill development through enhanced financing and policy incentives and mechanisms.

The state completed an Integrated Natural and Working Lands Climate Change Action Plan (Action Plan) in
2018, which will consider aggregation of eco-regional plans and efforts to achieve net sequestration goals.
The Action Plan will include goals and plans to promote and provide incentives for infill development
through community revitalization and urban greening and promote the adoption of regional transportation
and development plans, such as SB 375 Sustainable Communities Strategy and CAPs, which prioritize infill
and compact development and also consider the climate change impacts of land use and management.

The following strategies were outlined to expand infill development within the Scoping Plan:

e Encouraging regional transfer of development rights programs to allow owners of natural and
working lands to sell their development rights to developers who can use those rights to add
additional density to development projects in preferred infill areas.

e Promoting regional transit-oriented development funds that leverage public resources with private-
sector investment capital to provide flexible capital for transit-oriented development projects.

o Rebates for low-VMT/location-efficient housing, similar to programs that use rebates to encourage
adoption of energy-efficient appliances, zero-energy vehicles, water-efficient yards, or renewable
energy installation. For example, the rebate could reimburse residents for a portion of the down
payment for purchasing or renting a qualified home in exchange for a minimum term of residence.
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e Promotion of cross-subsidizing multi-station financing districts along transit corridors to leverage
revenues from development in strong-market station areas in order to seed needed infrastructure
and development in weaker-market station areas.

e Abatement of residential property tax increases in exchange for property-based improvements in
distressed infill areas.

o Ways to promote reduced parking in areas where viable transportation alternatives are present.
e Additional creative financing mechanisms to enhance the viability of priority infill projects.

e Ways to promote and strengthen urban growth boundaries to promote infill development and
conservation of natural and working lands by defining and limiting developable land within a
metropolitan area according to projected growth needs.

County of San Diego Climate Action Plan

This consistency analysis is provided for information only as the County’s CAP is currently subject to ongoing
litigation and thus is not relied upon for determining significance.

Step 1 - Land Use Consistency

The project would be consistent with the existing General Plan for the site. Therefore, the project would
answer YES to question 1 of Step 1. Therefore, the project can advance to Step 2 of the Checklist.

Step 2 - CAP Consistency Checklist

As a reservoir replacement project, the project is a unigue development that is not addressed in the
County’s CAP Consistency Checklist. The project does not include a residential component, typical
commuting workers (such as commuters traveling to an office land use), or agricultural operations, which
are addressed in the CAP Consistency Checklist. Implementation of the project would not interfere with the
County’s implementation of the Consistency Checklist action items on projects where they are applicable.
Further, the CAP was developed to reduce GHG emissions throughout the County over time; therefore, any
project that is contemplated in the CAP and/or would be consistent with the CAP would directly aid in the
County’s reduction of GHG emissions throughout the County’s jurisdictional area.

Each CAP Checklist item and why each specific measure does not apply to the project is outlined in Table 13.

Table 13. Climate Action Plan Consistency Checklist

CAP Checklist ltem Project Compliance

1a. Reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled: Non-Residential: For Not Applicable.

non-residential projects with anticipated tenant occupants The project would have no tenants or employees
of 25 or more, will the project achieve a 15% reduction in commuting to the site on a regular basis.
emissions from commute vehicle miles traveled (VMT), and
commit to monitoring and reporting results to demonstrate
on-going compliance? VMT reduction may be achieved
through a combination of Transportation Demand
Management (TDM) and parking strategies, as long as the
15% reduction can be substantiated.
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Table 13. Climate Action Plan Consistency Checklist

CAP Checklist ltem

Project Compliance

2a. Shared and Reduced Parking: Non-Residential: For non-
residential projects with anticipated tenant-occupants of 24
or less, will the project implement shared and reduced
parking strategies that achieves a 10% reduction in
emissions from commute VMT? Check “N/A” if the project is
a residential project or if the project would accommodate
25 or more tenant-occupants.

Not Applicable.

Employee trips would only be related to periodic
maintenance activities associated with operation of
the reservoir and pump station. The project would not
have employees commuting to the site on a regular
basis.

3a. Electric or Alternatively-Fueled Water Heating Systems
Residential: For projects that include residential
construction, will the project, as a condition of approval,
install the following types of electric or alternatively-fueled
water heating system(s)?

1 Solar thermal water heater

[ Tankless electric water heater
L] Storage electric water heaters
L1 Electric heat pump water heater
L] Tankless gas water heater

] Other

Not Applicable.
The project does not include a residential
component.

4a. Water Efficient Appliances and Plumbing Fixtures
Residential: For new residential projects, will the project
comply with all of the following water efficiency and
conservation BMPs?

1. Kitchen Faucets: The maximum flow rate of kitchen
faucets shall not exceed 1.5 gallons per minute at 60
pounds per square inch (psi). Kitchen faucets may
temporarily increase the flow above the maximum
rate, but not to exceed 2.2 gallons per minute at 60
psi, and must default to a maximum flow rate of 1.5
gallons per minute at 60 psi.

2. Energy Efficient Appliances: Install at least one
qualified ENERGY STAR dishwasher or clothes washer
per unit.

Not Applicable.
The project does not include a residential
component.

Ba. Rain Barrel Installations: Residential: For new
residential projects, will the project make use of incentives
to install one rain barrel per every 500 square feet of
available roof area? Check “N/A” if the project is a non-
residential project; if State, regional or local
incentives/rebates to purchase rain barrels are not
available; or if funding for programs/rebates has been
exhausted.

Not Applicable.
The project does not include a residential
component.
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Table 13. Climate Action Plan Consistency Checklist

CAP Checklist Item Project Compliance

6a. Reduce Outdoor Water: Residential: Will the project Not Applicable.

submit a Landscape Document Package that is compliant The project would not include additional landscaping,.
with the County’s Water Conservation in Landscaping
Ordinance and demonstrates a 40% reduction in current
Maximum Applied Water Allowance (MAWA) for outdoor
use?

Non-Residential: Will the project submit a Landscape
Document Package that is compliant with the County’s
Water Conservation in Landscaping Ordinance and
demonstrates a 40% reduction in current MAWA for outdoor

use?

7a. Agricultural and Farming Equipment: Will the project use | Not Applicable.

the San Diego County Air Pollution Control District’s The project would not include gas or diesel-powered
(SDAPCD’s) farm equipment incentive program to convert farm equipment and would not contain any

gas- and diesel-powered farm equipment to electric agricultural or farming operations.

equipment? Check “N/A” if the project does not contain any
agricultural or farming operations; if the SDAPCD incentive
program is no longer available; or if funding for the incentive
program has been exhausted.

8a. Electric Irrigation Pumps: Will the project use SDAPCD’s | Not Applicable.

farm equipment incentive program to convert diesel- or gas- | This is not applicable to the project, as the project
powered irrigation pumps to electric irrigation pumps? would not include irrigation pumps and would not
Check “N/A” if the project does not contain any agricultural | contain any agricultural or farming operations.

or farming operations; if the SDAPCD incentive program is
no longer available; or if funding for the incentive program
has been exhausted.

9a. Tree Planting: Residential: For residential projects, will Not Applicable.
the project plant, at a minimum, two trees per every new The project does not include a residential
residential dwelling unit proposed? component.

Check “N/A” if the project is a non-residential project
Source: County of San Diego 2018

Although the CAP Consistency Checklist individual GHG measures would not apply to the project, the project
would be consistent with the underlying assumptions of the CAP and would support goals within the CAP.
Therefore, the project would have a less than significant impact on GHG emissions.

In summary, the proposed project would be consistent with the applicable measures and policy goals as
shown in Tables 11, 12, and 13. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with SANDAG’s
Regional Plan, CARB’s Scoping Plan, and the County’s CAP. Finally, the SDAPCD has not adopted GHG
reduction measures that would apply to the GHG emissions associated with the proposed project. Therefore,
this impact would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.
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3.9

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Less-Than-
Significant
Potentially Impact With Less-Than-
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS - Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, ] ] X ]

use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

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

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

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

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

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

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

Setting

Hazardous materials stored and used in the area surrounding the project site would likely be associated with
common materials used in utility work, residential uses, and recreational activities, such as paints, cleaning
solvents, bonding agents, and small quantity petroleum fuels and lubricants.

Dudek conducted a Preliminary Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) on May 8, 2019 (Appendix E1). The
Preliminary ESA includes a search of regulatory records from the Environmental Data Resources (EDR) database.
The EDR records search gives a listing of sites within the defined search radii that are identified on one or more
environmental regulatory databases. EnviroStor had two listings, the nearest of which is 0.551 miles south-
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southwest of the project site; both sites were historically orchards and neither has an identified environmental
concern. Additionally, 12 sites were identified in the California Environmental Protection Agency database within 1
mile of the project site. Dudek reviewed these listings and determined most of the sites are listed for permitting,
inventory, and regulatory compliance purposes, and do not indicate a release of hazardous substances or
petroleum products to the environment. Based on the information from the database search, it is unlikely these
sites have altered the environmental conditions of the project site.

Additionally, testing of the existing reservoir structure and other miscellaneous site appurtenances (interior and
exterior concrete, metals, and wood) was conducted for asbestos, lead, and wood treatment compounds (arsenic,
chromium, copper, creosote, pentachlorophenol, and polychlorinated biphenyl). The purpose of the testing was to
document the presence and levels of these chemical compounds for proper disposal upon demolition. The report
of findings prepared by Aurora Industrial Hygiene, dated March 22, 2019, is included in Appendix E2.

No school exists within 0.25 miles of the project site and the site is not near any private airstrip or within the
boundaries of an airport land use plan.

a) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Construction activities would involve the use of common hazardous materials used in construction, including
bonding agents, paints and sealant coatings, and petroleum-based fuels, hydraulic fluids, and lubricants used
in vehicles and equipment. Direct impacts to human health and biological resources from accidental spills of
small amounts of hazardous materials from construction equipment during construction would potentially
occur. Large quantities of these materials would not be stored at or transported to the construction site.
However, compliance with federal, state, and local regulations including the California Division of
Occupational Safety and Health, California Accidental Release Prevention Program, the Hazardous Material
Management Act, and Hazardous Waste Control Act that provide safety and control measures for those
materials handled on site would ensure that potentially significant impacts would not occur. Additionally,
storage and handling of these materials and construction staging areas would be limited to the project site.
During the construction period, standard BMPs would be applied, such as those required by the SWPPP, to
ensure that all hazardous materials (e.g., construction equipment fuels) are stored properly and that no
hazards occur during this phase of the project, in compliance with applicable regulations. Construction would
comply with the requirements for storage, spill prevention and response and reporting procedures, and by
implementing spill prevention measures included in the SWPPP.

All construction waste materials would be disposed of in compliance with state and federal hazardous
waste requirements and at appropriate facilities. Testing of the existing reservoir structure and other
miscellaneous site appurtenances (interior and exterior concrete, metals, and wood) was conducted for
asbestos, lead, and wood treatment compounds (arsenic, chromium, copper, creosote, pentachlorophenaol,
and polychlorinated biphenyl). The purpose of the testing was to document the presence and levels of these
chemical compounds for proper disposal upon demolition. Asbestos was not detected in any of the samples
collected, and lead did not exceed hazardous levels according to the Department of Housing and Urban
Development Guidelines for Lead Based Paint Inspection (Appendix E2). However, the wood treatment
compounds were found to have varying levels of semi-volatile organic compounds, creosote, chromium,
and copper (Appendix E2). As such, project construction would require disposal of treated wood at a solid
waste landfill that has been approved for treated wood waste by the RWQCB (in accordance with California
Department of Toxic Substances Control alternative management standards for treated wood waste, per
California Code of Regulations Title 22, Division 4.5, Chapter 34).
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b)

c)

d)

e)

Hazardous materials such as oils, lubricants, and other materials related to equipment operation may be
periodically required during project operation to ensure proper system functionality. As with construction,
hazardous materials handling during the operation of the proposed project would comply with the
applicable federal, state, and local regulations that ensure safe use, handling, transport, storage, and
disposal of hazardous materials. Impacts associated with transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials
would be less than significant.

Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment?

Construction of the project would involve temporary use of hazardous materials, including fuel for
construction equipment, paints, solvents, and sealants. Storage, handling, and use of these materials
would occur in accordance with standard construction BMPs to minimize the potential for spill or release
and ensure that any such spill or release would be controlled on site. Construction plans and specifications
would include standard construction BMPs for handling, storage, use, and disposal of hazardous materials,
such as requirements to contain materials inside buildings or under other cover, vehicle specifications for
hazardous material transport and disposal, procedures for safe storage, and training requirements for
those handling hazardous materials. All hazardous materials would be in accordance to the requirements
for storage, spill prevention and response and reporting procedures, and the SWPPP. Hazardous materials
used during construction and operation of the proposed project would be subject to applicable local, state,
and federal regulations, which are intended to minimize risk of hazards and hazardous materials release.
In addition, the proposed project site is not listed within any Cortese list databases; therefore, it is not
expected that construction activities would result in the release of hazardous materials associated with
contaminated soils, or underground tanks. Compliance with standard construction specifications and
applicable laws would ensure that impacts would be less than significant.

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

The project site is not within 0.25 miles of an existing or proposed school; thus, the project would have no impact.

Would the project be located on a site that is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?

As determined in Appendix E1, the project site is not on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, therefore, would have no impact.

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

There are no public airports within the vicinity of the project site. Therefore, no impact would occur.
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f)

3.10

Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

The proposed project does not include the development of any land uses or structures that may impede
emergency access or movement during an emergency or evacuation. The majority of construction would be
contained within the project site, with encroachment into Edgehill Road and surrounding developed areas.
Construction would maintain access to all surrounding properties and within the public right-of-way. Once
operational, the project would not affect accessibility along the surrounding roadways. Therefore, the
project would not impair or interfere with an adopted emergency response or evacuation plan, and impacts
would be less than significant.

Would the project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury,
or death involving wildland fires?

The proposed project is adjacent to the City of Vista within the County of San Diego. The proposed project
is located adjacent to an urbanized area on a site that has been previously developed as a water reservoir.
While the project site is located within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone as mapped by CAL FIRE (CAL
FIRE 2019), the proposed project would also continue the existing use of the site and would not introduce
uses that may result in an accidental ignition. The majority of construction would employ standard
equipment and practices that would not introduce potential sources of ignition. While blasting to excavate
hard rock is not anticipated, if all other non-explosive rock breaking methods are exhausted, blasting may
be required to excavate limited areas of hard rock from the project site. Such blasts would be completed in
accordance with the requirements of Section 96.1.5601.2 of the County of San Diego 2017 Consolidated Fire
Code to minimize risk to public safety. Consistent with state and local requirements, the fire district/local fire
department, San Diego Sheriff's Department, and utilities require notification prior to the start of any blasting
activity. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

Hydrology and Water Quality

Less-Than-
Significant
Potentially Impact With Less-Than-
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY - Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground water [ [ X [
quality?
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Less-Than-
Significant
Potentially Impact With Less-Than-
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies
or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that the project may impede ] ] D ]
sustainable groundwater management of the
basin?
¢) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or
river or through the addition of impervious
surfaces, in a manner which would:
i) result in substantial erosion or siltation on
or off site; o o X o
ii) substantially increase the rate or amount
of surface runoff in a manner which O O D Ol

would result in flooding on or off site;

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

iv) impede or redirect flood flows? ] ] D ]
d) Inflood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk
release of pollutants due to project ] ] D ]
inundation?
e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a
water quality control plan or sustainable ] ] D ]

groundwater management plan?

Setting

The project involves in-situ reconstruction and expansion of an existing water reservoir and construction of a pump
station. The project site is currently developed as a water reservoir that would be deconstructed in order to
accommodate the in-situ replacement and pump station as proposed. Runoff from the existing site flows into
existing City storm drains located on the street adjacent to the project site. The proposed project also includes an
on-site detention basin and would be subject to a SWPPP as the project is larger than 1 acre.

The project site does not contain any natural drainages or waterways. The Federal Emergency Management
Agency’s Flood Insurance Rate Maps indicate that the project site is located within flood Zone X. Zone X is
considered an area of minimal flood hazard (FEMA 2012).
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a)

b)

Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground water quality?

The proposed project is located within the San Diego RWQCB jurisdiction that oversees water quality in the San
Diego region. The RWQCB has adopted the Water Quality Control Plan for the San Diego Basin (Basin Plan) that
designates beneficial uses of the region’s surface water and groundwater, identifies water quality objectives for
the reasonable protection of those uses, and establishes an implementation plan to achieve the objectives. The
RWAQCB also regulates discharges from municipal separate storm sewer systems (MS4) in the San Diego region
under a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Municipal Storm Water Permit (Regional MS4 Permit).
The permit requires the development and implementation of BMPs in planning and construction of private and
public development projects. Development projects are also required to include BMPs to reduce pollutant
discharges from the project site in the permanent design.

Construction of the proposed project would involve ground-disturbing activities for grading and excavation
that could result in sediment discharge in stormwater runoff. Additionally, construction would involve the
use of oil, lubricants, and other chemicals that could be discharged from leaks or accidental spills. As
discussed in Section 3.7 Geology and Soils, a SWPPP would be prepared that would ensure that appropriate
measures are implemented to control erosion and protect water quality during and following construction.
Once constructed, the project site would not act as a source of substantial surface water pollution. During
operation, stormwater runoff would be treated by the proposed water quality basin prior to leaving the site.
Additionally, the project would require an amendment to the existing Domestic Water Supply Permit prior
to bringing the reservoir online to reflect the increased size of potable water storage. The project would not
otherwise result in the alteration of the quality of VID's water supply. Implementation of SWPPP
requirements and implementation of the on-site water quality basin would reduce potential hydrology and
water quality impacts to less than significant.

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

The proposed project would not use of groundwater and would not result in depletion of groundwater supply or
recharge. The existing site does not currently allow for substantial infiltration. While the project would increase
impervious surfaces of the project site, any reduction in potential groundwater recharge would be minimal.
Stormwater within the project site is intended to be captured by the proposed basin prior to leaving the site.
Impacts would be less than significant.
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c)

d)

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

i)

result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off site;

substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which 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;: or

impede or redirect flood flows?

The proposed project would result in minor temporary changes in site hydrology resulting from
construction disturbance such as excavation, equipment use, and vegetation removal. As
discussed in Section 3.7, Geology and Soils, construction may result in erosion of top soil and
increased sedimentation. Implementation of the SWPPP would ensure that erosion is minimized
during construction through implementation of BMPs.

The project site slopes generally from northeast to southwest. Overall, the proposed project would
maintain the existing drainage pattern through the project site. The project includes a detention
basin and on-site stormwater conveyance infrastructure that would be large enough to contain 7.2
cubic feet per second in the event of an unmitigated 100-year storm; this basin would also control
for water quality prior to discharge of stormwater runoff from the site. The proposed project also
includes two drainages ditches: one along the westerly property boundary to accommodate offsite
drainage onto adjoining property and one along easterly and northeasterly property boundary to
capture potential offsite runoff and discharge to Edgehill Road. These drainage ditches would
comply with San Diego County Flood Control design standards and would control the flow of
stormwater runoff from the project site. It is relevant to note that VID is not required to comply with
San Diego County stormwater standards; however, on-site detention basins that meet San Diego
County Flood Control design standards were included to match existing condition stormwater
discharge rates onto Edgehill Road. The project site is located in Flood Hazard Zone X, which is an
area of minimal flooding. The proposed drainage infrastructure would be designed to
accommodate the surface flows of a 100-year storm event.

With implementation of the SWPPP during construction and the proposed drainage infrastructure
during operation, the proposed project would not result in a substantial alteration of the existing
drainage pattern that would result in substantial erosion or runoff, exceedance of capacity in an
existing stormwater system, substantial additional sources of polluted runoff, or impede or redirect
flows. Impacts would be less than significant.

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

As discussed above, the proposed project is located in Flood Hazard Zone X, which is an area of minimal
flooding. The proposed project is not located within a tsunami inundation zone and is not located downslope
of any large bodies of water that could adversely affect the site in an event of earthquake-induced failures
or seiches or wave oscillations in an enclosed or semi-enclosed body of water. Therefore, impacts would be
less than significant.
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e)

3.1

Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan?

As discussed in a, b, and ¢ above, the proposed project would be in compliance with applicable stormwater
quality regulations, such as the Construction General Permit, the Basin Plan, and the MS4 Permit. The
project consists of a reservoir and pump station, which would minimally affect water quality and
groundwater supply. The project would not conflict with or obstruct the implementation of a water quality
control plan or groundwater management plan. The proposed project would have no impact on groundwater
and would therefore have no impact on a groundwater management plan. The proposed project would be
consistent with applicable water quality control plans. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are required.

Land Use and Planning

Less-Than-
Significant
Potentially Impact With Less-Than-
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community? ] ] ] D
b) Cause a significant environmental impact due
to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding [ [ [ X
or mitigating an environmental effect?
Setting

The project site is located within unincorporated San Diego County, just east of the City limits of Vista, California. It
is designated in the General Plan as Semi-Rural Residential and zoned Limited Agricultural. The proposed project
would not require a zoning or land use change and would continue to allow existing uses on site.

a)

Would the project physically divide an established community?

The proposed project includes the in situ reconstruction and expansion of the existing water reservoir on
the site. No new structures, access roads, or developments are included in the proposed project that would
physically divide an established community. All of the construction activities associated with the project
would be within or immediately adjacent to the existing developed project site. The project would continue
the existing uses of the site and would comply with the General Plan land uses and zoning codes. Therefore,
the proposed project would have no impact.
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b)

3.12

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

The proposed project would be consistent with the current zoning of the project site. The project would
continue the existing allowed uses of the site. Per California Government Code Section 53091(d) and
53091 (e), the project is exempt from the provisions of the County’s Zoning Ordinance, and the County
cannot prohibit the location or construction of facilities for the production, generation, storage, treatment,
or transmission of water, wastewater, or electrical energy. The project is not subject to the General Plan
land use designation and the County’s Zoning Ordinance; however, it would not otherwise conflict with
these plans and ordinances. Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are required.

Mineral Resources

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

Xil. MINERAL RESOURCES - Would the project:

a)

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

b)

Result in the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site

delineated on a local general plan, specific [ [ [ X
plan, or other land use plan?

Setting

Extractive resources in the County of San Diego consist of cement, sand, gravel, crushed rock, clay, and limestone.
The EIR for the County of San Diego’s General Plan found that there are 18 active mines within the County’s
unincorporated areas as well as three active mines that are operated by the County of San Diego Department of
Public Works: Buckman Springs Borrow Pit in the Mountain Empire Subregion, Warner Borrow Pit in the North
Mountain Subregion, and Olive Street Borrow Pit in Ramona Community Plan Area (County of San Diego 2011a).
None of these mines is located within the vicinity of the project site. No mineral resources are known from the site
and no mineral extraction operations exist in the vicinity of the project.

a)

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

The project site is not designated for mineral or extractive uses and has been used as a water reservoir
since 1929. There are no known mineral resources within the project site (County of San Diego 2011a),
and it is unlikely that undiscovered mineral resources are present. Therefore, there would be no impact.
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b) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan?

The project site is not designated for mineral or extractive uses and has been used as a water reservoir. No mineral
recovery activities have been known to occur on site. Thus, the proposed project would have no impact.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are required.

3.13 Noise

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

XIlil. NOISE - Would the project result in:

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

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

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a
private airstrip or an airport land use plan
or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the [ [ [ X
project expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise
levels?

Setting

A Noise and Vibration Technical Memorandum was prepared by Dudek in January 2020 and is included as Appendix
F to this MND. Noise level measurements were conducted on and near the project site on November 5, 2019, to
characterize and quantify a representative sample of the existing outdoor ambient sound environment. Table 14
provides the location, date, and time for the sound pressure level (SPL) measurements collected with a Rion NL-52
sound level meter equipped with a 0.5-inch, pre-polarized condenser microphone and connected pre-amplifier. The
sound level meter meets the current American National Standards Institute (ANSI) standard for a Type 1 (Precision)
sound level meter. The accuracy of the sound level meter was verified in the field using a reference signal-
generating calibrator before and after the SPL measurements; and, the measurements were conducted with the
microphone positioned approximately 5 feet above the ground.
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Table 14. Measured Existing Outdoor Ambient Noise Levels

Leq Lmax
Receptors | Location Date & Time (dBA) (dBA)
ST1 Eastern property line 2019-11-05, 09:00 AM to 09:15 AM 37.0 49,5
ST2 West of existing pump house at 2019-11-05, 09:35 AM to 09:50 AM 40.8 55.2
southern property line
ST3 Western property line 2019-11-05, 09:20 AM to 09:35 AM 36.6 53.4
ST4 Adjacent from existing reservoir, 2019-11-05, 10:00 AM to 10:15 AM 421 58.7
south of Edgehill Road

Notes: Leq = equivalent continuous sound level (time-averaged sound level); Lmax = maximum sound level during the measurement
interval; dBA = A-weighted decibels.

Four (4) short-term SPL measurement locations (ST) that represent the existing noise-sensitive receivers were
selected on and near the project site. The measured energy-averaged (Leq) and maximum (Lmax) noise levels are
provided in Table 14. The primary noise sources at the sites identified in Table 2 consisted of birds, distant roadway
traffic, distant aviation traffic, and rustling leaves. As shown in Table 14, the measured sound levels ranged from
approximately 37 A-weighted decibels (dBA) Leq at ST1 to 42.1 dBA Leq at ST4.

Noise- and vibration-sensitive land uses are locations where people reside or where the presence of unwanted
sound and/or vibration could adversely affect the use of the land. Residences, schools, hospitals, guest lodging,
libraries, and some passive recreation areas would be considered noise and vibration sensitive and may warrant
unigue measures for protection from intruding noise.

Sensitive receptors near the project site include existing single-family residential uses to the south, west, and north,
the closest of which are located approximately 35 feet from the project site boundary. These sensitive receptors
represent the nearest residential land uses with the potential to be impacted by construction and operation of the
proposed project. Additional sensitive receptors are located farther from the project site in the surrounding
community and would be less impacted by noise and vibration levels than the above-listed sensitive receptors.

As described previously, because VID is an independent local agency, it is not required to comply with County of
San Diego requirements with respect to noise criteria and ordinances. However, because VID does not have
adopted noise standards, the County noise thresholds in combination with state and federal standards serve as
criteria against which potential noise and vibration impacts can be assessed.

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

Construction
Conventional Construction Activities

Construction noise and vibration are temporary phenomena, and their levels can vary from hour to hour
and day to day depending on the equipment in use, the operations being performed, and the distance
between the source and receptor.
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Equipment that would be in use during construction would include, in part, backhoes, loaders, cranes, forklifts,
pavers, rollers, a rock drill rig, an impact hammer, and air compressors. The typical maximum noise levels for
various pieces of construction equipment at a distance of 50 feet are presented in Table 6. Note that the
equipment noise levels presented in Table 15 are maximum noise levels (Lmax). Typically, construction
equipment operates in alternating cycles of full power and low power, producing average noise levels less
than the maximum noise level. The average sound level of construction activity also depends on the amount
of time that the equipment operates and the intensity of construction activities during that time.

Table 15. Construction Equipment Maximum Noise Levels

Equipment Type Typical Equipment (dBA at 50 Feet)
Backhoe 78
Compressor (air) 78
Crane 81
Excavator 81
Flatbed truck 74
Front-end loader 79
Impact hammer 90
Man lift 75
Paver 77
Rock drill 81
Roller 80
Welder/torch 73

Source: FHWA 2006.
Notes: dBA = A-weighted decibels.

Construction noise in a well-defined area typically attenuates at approximately 6 decibels (dB) per doubling
of distance. Project construction would take place both near and far from adjacent, existing noise-sensitive
uses. For example, construction near the western project boundary would take place within approximately 35
feet of existing residences, but during construction of other project components, construction would be further
away from these noise-sensitive receptors. Most construction activities associated with the proposed project
would occur at distances of approximately 100 feet or more from existing noise-sensitive uses, which
represents activities both near and far from any one receiver, as is typical for construction projects.

Aggregate noise emission from proposed project construction activities, broken down by sequential phase,
was predicted at two distances to the nearest existing noise-sensitive receptor: (1) from the nearest position
of the construction site boundary and (2) from the geographic center of the construction site, which serves
as the time-averaged location or geographic acoustical centroid of active construction equipment for the
phase under study. The intent of the former distance is to help evaluate anticipated construction noise
from a limited quantity of equipment or vehicle activity expected to be at the boundary for some period of
time, which would be most appropriate for phases such as site preparation, demolition, or paving. The latter
distance is used in a manner similar to the general assessment technique as described in the Federal
Transit Administration (FTA) guidance for construction noise assessment, when the location of individual
equipment for a given construction phase is uncertain over some extent of (or the entirety of) the
construction site area. Because of this uncertainty, all the equipment for a construction phase is assumed
to operate—on average—from the acoustical centroid.
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Table 16 summarizes these two distances to the apparent closest noise-sensitive receptor for each of the
seven sequential construction phases. At the site boundary, this analysis assumes that up to only one piece
of equipment of each listed type per phase will be involved in the construction activity for a limited portion
of the 8-hour period. In other words, at such proximity, the operating equipment cannot “stack” or crowd
the vicinity and still operate. For the acoustical centroid case, which intends to be a geographic average
position for all equipment during the indicated phase, this analysis assumes that the equipment may be

operating up to all 8 hours per day.

Table 16. Estimated Distances between Phase Activities and the Nearest

Noise-Sensitive Receptors

Approximate Distance
from Nearest Noise- Approximate Distance from
Sensitive Receptor to Nearest Noise-Sensitive
Construction Site Receptor to Acoustical
Construction Phase (and Equipment Types Involved) | Boundary (Feet) Centroid of Site (Feet)
Demolition (backhoe, excavator, front-end loader) 60 100
Site preparation (excavator, backhoe, front-end loader, 50 100
rock drill, impact hammer)
Pump Station Construction (crane, flatbed truck, man 50 100
lift, welder/torch)
Paving (paver, roller) 50 100
Reservoir Construction (backhoe, excavator, front-end 35 100
loader)
Piping (excavator) 50 100
Architectural finishes (air compressor) 50 100

Construction noise modeling used reference data from the Federal Highway Administration Roadway
Construction Noise Model (FHWA 2008)7. Input variables for the predictive modeling consist of the
equipment type and number of each (e.g., two graders, a loader, a tractor), the duty cycle for each piece of
equipment (e.g., percentage of time within a specific time period, such as an hour, when the equipment is
expected to operate at full power or capacity and thus make noise at a level comparable to what is
presented in Table 15), and the distance from the noise-sensitive receiver to the construction zone. The
predictive model also considers how many hours that equipment may be on site and operating (or idling)
within an established work shift. Conservatively, no topographical or structural shielding was assumed in
the modeling. The RCNM has default duty-cycle values for the various pieces of equipment, which were
derived from an extensive study of typical construction activity patterns.

As presented in Table 17, the construction noise levels are predicted to have an 8-hour Leq value as high
as 85 dBA at the nearest existing residences when site preparation and grading activities take place.

7

Although the RCNM was funded and promulgated by the Federal Highway Administration, it is often used for non-roadway projects,
because the same types of construction equipment used for roadway projects are often used for other types of construction.
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Table 17. Construction Noise Model Results Summary

Estimated Construction Noise Level at Representative
Locations (8-hour Leq dBA)
Construction Phase Construction Site Boundary | Acoustical Centroid of Site
Demolition 78.4 75.7
Site Preparation and Grading 85.1 79.1
Pump Station Construction 76.5 70.5
Paving 76.5 721
Reservoir Construction 79.1 76.0
Piping 77.0 71.0
Architectural Coating 74.0 68.0

Notes: Leq =equivalent continuous sound level (time-averaged sound level); dBA = A-weighted decibel.

On an average construction workday, heavy equipment will be operating sporadically throughout the project
site and more frequently away from the southernmost edge of the site. At more typical distances closer to the
center of the project site (approximately 100 feet from the nearest existing residence), construction noise
levels are estimated to range from approximately 68 dBA Leq to 79 dBA Leq at the nearest existing residence.

Although nearby off-site residences would be exposed to elevated construction noise levels, the increased
noise levels would typically be relatively short term. It is anticipated that construction activities associated
with the proposed project would take place primarily within the allowable hours of the County of San Diego
(7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. Monday through Saturday), and would not occur at any time on Sunday or on
national holidays.

VID is a local agency that is not required to comply with the County’s thresholds, such as the 75 dBA 8-hour
Leq. For this reason, the FTA guidance-based standard daytime construction noise level threshold of 80 dBA
Leq over an 8-hour period was adopted herein for purposes of this environmental impact assessment.
However, as best practice, VID would aim for compliance with County noise standards. Therefore, because
the prediction results presented in Table 17 indicate that noise from conventional construction activities
attributed to the project would exceed the County’s 8-hour Leq threshold for most of the activity phases and
exceed the FTA threshold at the nearest existing residential receivers when site grading and preparation
occurs, implementation of common noise-reducing construction activity best practices listed below in
mitigation measure MM-NOI-1 would be recommended. Conventional construction noise impacts would be
less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

Blasting

Based on the known presence of hard rock at the project site, there is a high likelihood that rock excavation
would be required during the site preparation and grading phase. Rock excavation methods would generally
consist of non-explosive techniques, such as rock breaking attachments (both with and without pre-drilling),
hydro-fracturing, or expansive chemical agents. Although potential noise from these rock excavation
activities has been included in the preceding predictive analysis of conventional construction equipment,
there is some potential that these methods would be unable to excavate the underlying rock and limited
blasting would be required. Because of this potential, the analysis presented in this report conservatively
assumes blasting would be required.
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Blasting typically involves drilling a series of boreholes, placing explosives (the “charge”) in each hole, then
topping the charge with fill material to help confine the blast. These multiple holes are typically arranged
so as to yield optimal fracturing of the rock strata and thus allow gravity to subsequently collapse or
“implode” the volume of rock in as safe and controlled manner as possible after detonation. Post-
detonation material can then be further broken down to manageable size and hauled away with
conventional construction equipment and vehicles.

By limiting the amount of charge in each hole, and detonating each charge successively with a time delay,
the blasting contractor can limit the total energy released at any single time, which in turn reduces the
airborne noise Lmax and groundborne vibration energy associated with each individual detonated charge.

If required, no more than one blast per day would occur during construction activities. To keep groundborne
vibration magnitude from each charge-delayed detonation at a peak particle velocity (PPV) that does not exceed
the single-event threshold of 1 inches per second (ips) for residential structures, per Caltrans guidance, Table 9
presents the preliminarily determined maximum charge weights with respect to the nearest eastern and western
residential receptors. Table 18 also displays the predicted A-weighted Lmax for each detonated charge, under a
fully confined condition, using mathematical expressions and typical parameters provided by the Blasting
and Explosives Quick Reference Guide (Dyno Nobel 2010).

Table 18. Preliminary Blasting Charge Weights and Predicted Lmax Values

Per-Detonation
Nearest Receiving Charge Weight | Single Charge Detonation Single Charge Detonation
Residential Structure (Ibs) Airborne SPL (dBA Lmax) (inches per second)
West (75 feet distance to 1.56 105 0.992
expected closest detonation)
East (130 feet distance to 4.62 104 0.994
expected closest detonation)

Notes: Ibs = pounds; SPL = sound pressure level; dBA = A-weighted decibels; Lmax = maximum sound level during the measurement
interval; PPV = peak particle velocity.

The total quantity of successive detonations would vary with the charge weight but result in an estimated
8-hour Leq of 85 t0 91 dBA using the values in Table 17 as a guide. Hence, and for informational purposes,
noise from the blast at these indicated distances could exceed the County’s standard. Implementation of
mitigation measure MM-NOI-2, which would require preparation of a blasting plan, would reduce potentially
significant impacts to less than significant.

Operation

Operation of the project would require routine maintenance and site visits by VID staff similar to existing
conditions. Operating pump station equipment would have the potential to create noise impacts. The
proposed new pump station would provide redundant water supply and would have a capacity of 3,000
gallons per minute to meet peak hour expectations during maximum-day demand conditions. The pumps
would be housed in an aboveground structure that would match the architectural features of the existing
PRS facility. It would be constructed of a 12-inch, cast-in-place concrete floor with an 8-to 12-inch concrete
masonry wall. Additionally, the roof would be composed of sloped composite shingles supported by wood
trusses and plywood sheathing, with a 20-pounds-per-square-foot load limit. The pump station would also
include outside air intake louvers on one of the walls and a roof-mounted ventilation fan to remove heat
generated by the pump equipment.
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b)

Prediction of pump noise propagation from the new pump station structure under typical expected
operating conditions utilized techniques based on International Organization of Standardization 9613-2
(ISO 1996). Estimated noise levels during typical operation would range from approximately 35.3 to 44.2
dBA and thus comply with the County’s noise standards of 45 dBA hourly Leq during nighttime hours (10:00
p.m. to 7:00 a.m.). These predicted levels are also below the suggested hourly Leq limit of 48.6 dBA, based
on EPA guidance. Operational noise would be less than significant.

Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

Construction activities may expose persons to excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise,
causing a potentially significant impact. The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has
collected groundborne vibration information related to construction activities (Caltrans 2013). Information
from Caltrans indicates that continuous vibrations with a PPV of approximately 0.2 ips is considered
annoying. For context, heavier pieces of construction equipment, such as a vibratory roller that may be
expected on the project site as part of the paving phase, have PPVs of 0.21 ips PPV at a reference distance
of 25 feet (DOT 2006).

Groundborne vibration attenuates rapidly, even over short distances. The attenuation of groundborne
vibration as it propagates from source to receptor through intervening soils and rock strata can be
estimated with expressions found in FTA and Caltrans guidance. By way of example, for the aforementioned
roller operating on site and as close as the western project boundary (i.e., 35 feet from the nearest receiving
sensitive land use) the estimated vibration velocity level would be less than 0.13 ips.

Construction vibration, at sufficiently high levels, can also present a building damage risk. However, the
predicted 0.13 ips PPV at the nearest residential receiver 35 feet away from on-site operation of the roller
during paving would not surpass the guidance limit of 0.2 to 0.3 ips PPV for preventing damage to
residential structures (Caltrans 2013). Because the predicted vibration level at 35 feet is less than both
the annoyance and building damage risk thresholds, vibration from project conventional construction
activities is considered less than significant.

Once operational, the proposed project would not be expected to feature major on-site producers of
groundborne vibration. Anticipated mechanical systems such as pumps are designed and manufactured to
feature rotating components (e.g., impellers) that are well-balanced with isolated vibration within or external
to the equipment casings. On this basis, potential vibration impacts due to proposed project operation
would be less than significant.

Blasting Vibration

Although conventional construction equipment using mechanical means for earth-moving are not expected
to yield vibration velocity levels that exceed applicable standards, potential blasting activities represent a
separate category of vibration assessment. The project may require limited blasting to facilitate excavation
in areas where mechanical rock breaking equipment (both with and without pre-drilling), hydro-fracturing,
or expansive chemical agents are unable to excavate the bedrock to required depths. The right-most
column in Table 9 presents the estimated per-detonation PPV that would be received at each of the
indicated residential receptors. Under such parameters, the blast vibration magnitudes would be
compatible with Caltrans guidance limits for single-event or “transient” events. However, to help ensure
that vibration from the blasting associated with project excavation would not cause undue temporary
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c)

annoyance and minimize damage risk to the receiving structures, proper implementation of the Blasting
Plan introduced as MM-NOI-2 is incorporated to help render vibration-related environmental impacts
temporary and less than significant with mitigation.

For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where such a
plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project
expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

There are no private airstrips within the vicinity of the project site. The closest airport to the project
site is the McClellan Palomar Airport, approximately 7 miles southwest of the site. The project site is
not located within any noise contours and would therefore not expose people residing or working in
the project area to excessive noise levels. Impacts from aviation overflight noise exposure would be
less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

MM-NOI-1 Construction Noise Reduction. The Vista Irrigation District (VID) and/or its construction
contractor shall comply with the following measures during construction:

1. Construction activities shall not occur between the hours of 7:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.
Monday through Saturdays, or on Sundays or national holidays. In the event that
construction is required to extend beyond these times, extended hours permits shall
be required.

2. Equipment (e.g., portable generators) shall be shielded from sensitive uses using local
temporary noise barriers or enclosures or shall otherwise be designed or configured to
minimize noise at nearby noise-sensitive receptors.

3. All noise-producing equipment and vehicles using internal combustion engines should
be equipped with mufflers; air-inlet silencers, where appropriate; and any other
shrouds, shields, or other noise-reducing features in good operating condition that
meet or exceed original factory specification. Mobile or fixed “package” equipment
(e.g., arc-welders, air compressors) should be equipped with shrouds and noise control
features that are readily available for that type of equipment.

4. All mobile or fixed noise-producing equipment used on the project facilities that are
regulated for noise output by a local, state, or federal agency should comply with such
regulation while in the course of project activity.

5. Idling equipment should be kept to a minimum and moved as far as practicable from
noise-sensitive land uses.

6. Electrically powered equipment should be used instead of pneumatic or internal-
combustion-powered equipment, where feasible.

7. Material stockpiles and mobile equipment staging, parking, and maintenance areas
should be located as far as practicable from noise-sensitive receptors.

8. The use of noise-producing signals, including horns, whistles, alarms, and bells, should
be for safety warning purposes only.

9. Residences within 500 feet of the construction site should be notified of the construction
schedule in writing at least 3 calendar days prior to construction. VID or its contractor(s) shall
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MM-NOI-2

designate a noise disturbance point of contact who would be responsible for responding to
complaints regarding construction noise. The point of contact should make reasonable effort
to investigate the cause of the complaint and, if indeed related to construction noise
attributed to the project, see that reasonable measures are implemented to help address
the problem. A contact number for the noise disturbance point of contact should be
conspicuously placed on construction site fences and written into the construction
notification schedule sent to nearby residences.

Blasting Requirements. Blasting for rock excavation shall be only be used by the contractor
upon receipt of approval by Vista Irrigation District and after other non-explosive
techniques have been exhausted, such as rock breaking attachments (both with and
without pre-drilling), hydro-fracturing, and expansive chemical agents. If blasting is
required for rock excavation, Vista Irrigation District or its contractor shall prepare a
blasting plan that will reduce impacts associated with construction-related noise, drilling
operations, and vibrations related to blasting. The blasting plan shall be site specific, based
on general and exact locations of required blasting and the results of a project-specific
geotechnical investigation. The blasting plan shall include a description of the planned
blasting methods, an inventory of receptors potentially affected by the planned blasting,
and calculations to determine the area affected by the planned blasting. Noise calculations
in the blasting plan shall account for blasting activities and all supplemental construction
equipment. The final blasting plan and pre-blast survey shall meet the requirements
provided below.

e Prior to blasting, a qualified geotechnical professional shall inspect and document the
existing conditions of facades and other visible structural features or elements of the
nearest residential buildings. Should this inspector determine that some structural
features or elements appear fragile or otherwise potentially sensitive to vibration
damage caused by the anticipated blasting activity, the maximum per-delay charge
weights and other related blast parameters shall be re-evaluated to establish
appropriate quantified limits.

e All blasting shall be performed by a blast contractor and blasting personnel licensed to
operate per appropriate regulatory agencies.

e Each blast shall be monitored and recorded with an air-blast overpressure monitor and
groundborne vibration accelerometer that is located outside the closest residence to
the blast. This data shall be recorded, and a post-blast summary report shall be
prepared and be available for public review or distribution as necessary.

e Blasting shall not exceed 1 inch per second peak particle velocity (PPV) (transient or
single-event), or a lower PPV determined by the aforesaid inspector upon completion
of the pre-blast inspection, at the facade of the nearest occupied residence.

e To ensure that potentially impacted residents are informed, the applicant will provide
notice by mail to all property owners within 500 feet of the project at least 1 week prior
to a scheduled blasting event.

e Drilling operations associated with blasting preparations shall be performed in a
manner consistent with adherence to guidance that emulates Sections 36.408,
36.409, and 36.410 of the San Diego County Code Noise Ordinance.
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3.14

Population and Housing

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

XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING - Would the project:

a)

Induce substantial unplanned population
growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and

businesses) or indirectly (for example, [ [ X [
through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

Displace substantial numbers of existing
people or housing, necessitating the

construction of replacement housing o o [ X
elsewhere?

Setting

The project site is located in San Diego County, to the east of the city limits of Vista, and is generally surrounded by
residential development. The existing water reservoir is operated by VID and serves customers within VID’s service
area in and around the City of Vista in San Diego County. Land use and development in VID's service area are
guided by the Vista General Plan, and the land use and development around the project site are guided by the
County of San Diego General Plan.

a)

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

VID’'s 2017 Potable Water Master Plan recommends replacement of the existing E Reservoir with a new reservoir
to address age and capacity issues and the addition of a pump station at the site to provide a redundant water
supply to higher-pressure zones. The 2017 Potable Water Master Plan identified seven projects along with
their cost estimates in their Capital Improvement Program, including all components of the proposed
project. These projects would allow VID to provide service to the expected 158,627 people that the service
area is expected to contain by 2040.The project would not extend utility infrastructure beyond areas that are
currently served. The proposed project does not include the construction of housing or substantial new
employment opportunities and would not result in substantial unplanned population growth either directly
or indirectly. The expansion of the water reservoir would be sufficient to meet current and planned growth
but would not induced unplanned growth. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.
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b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

The proposed project does not involve demolition of any residential structure and would not displace
populations or housing through the proposed project’s operation. Therefore, the proposed project would
have no impact.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are required.

3.15 Public Services

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

XV. PUBLIC SERVICES

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

Fire protection? ] ] ] D
Police protection? ] ] ] D
Schools? O ] ] D
Parks? O ] ] D

O] O] O] X

Other public facilities?

Setting

Fire Protection: Fire protection services are provided to the project site by the Vista Fire Department. The closest
fire station to the project site is Station 6, located at 651 E. Vista Way, Vista, California 92084, about 2.02 miles
from the project.

Police Protection: Police protection services are provided to the project site by the San Diego Sheriff’s Department
substation at 30 Main St G130, Vista, California 92083, about 2.29 miles from the project. The San Diego County
Sheriff's Department provides contract law enforcement services for the cities of Del Mar, Encinitas, Imperial Beach,
Lemon Grove, Poway, San Marcos, Santee, Solana Beach, and Vista, as well as for unincorporated areas in the
County. The San Diego County Sheriff's Department handles over 300,000 emergency calls a year along with
another 400,000 non-emergency calls and employs 1,300 personnel, including 900 sworn deputies (San Diego
Sheriff Department 2019).

Parks: The City of Vista maintains a system of 20 parks, the closest of which is Brengle Terrace Park, which is 1.15

miles from the project site.
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Libraries: The Vista Library, operated by the City of Vista, is located 1.94 miles west of the project site at 700
Eucalyptus Avenue, Vista, California 92084.

a)

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

Fire protection?
Police protection?
Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

Construction would encroach upon Edgehill Road and surrounding developed areas. Construction would
maintain access to all surrounding properties and within the public right-of-way, and would not affect fire
or police response to the site or surroundings. Once operational, the project would not affect accessibility
along the surrounding roadways. The project would not result in additional population in the area and thus
would require no new or expanded facilities to support adequate fire or police protection, schools, parks or
other public facilities. Continued operation of the proposed project would be similar to the existing
conditions and would not affect the demand of public services or facilities. Therefore, the project would

result in no impact from physical impacts associated with providing new or modified facilities.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are required.

3.16 Recreation
Less-Than-
Significant
Potentially Impact With Less-Than-
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
XVI. RECREATION
a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial ] ] ] X
physical deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated?
b) Does the project include recreational facilities
or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an o o o X
adverse physical effect on the environment?
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Setting

Brengle Terrace Park located approximately 1.15 miles west of the project site. The project site does not contain a
park, is not adjacent to a park, and does not provide access to a park or recreational facilities or areas.

a)

b)

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

The project would rebuild and expand an existing water reservoir facility. No neighborhood or regional parks
exist on or adjacent to the project site. No other recreational facilities are located within or on the project
site; nor does the project site provide or the project plan to remove access to recreational facilities. The
proposed project would not result in an increased population and therefore, would not have an increased
demand on recreational facilities. No impact would occur.

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

As stated above, the project would rebuild and expand an existing water reservoir facility. It would not result in an
increased population that would require the construction of new, or expansion of existing, recreational facilities

and therefore, would not have an increased demand on recreational facilities. No impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are required.

3.17 Transportation

Less-Than-
Significant
Potentially Impact With Less-Than-
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
XVILTRANSPORTATION - Would the project:
a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or
policy addressing the circulation system,
including transit, roadway, bicycle, and o o X o
pedestrian facilities?
b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA
Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)? [ [ X [
c) Substantially increase hazards due to a
geometric design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or ] ] Ol X
incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?
d) Resultin inadequate emergency access? ] ] X ]
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Setting

Access to the project site is achieved via Edgewood Road. The local roadways that would be utilized during
implementation of project activities are Foothill Drive and Vale Terrace Drive, which are publicly accessible City of
Vista roadways. The City of Vista is accessed via SR-78 to the west and I-15 to the east.

a)

b)

c)

d)

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

The proposed project would not alter roadways nor would it add any population that would impact roadway
service levels or transit, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities. Construction of the project would temporarily add
trips to the local roadway network associated with construction workers and haul trucks. These trips would
not be substantial and would cease upon completion of construction. Operation of the proposed project
would not increase the number of trips per day to and from the project site, as it would not result in an
increase in staffing at VID. Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with a program, plan,
ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system and would not create any significant traffic impacts
in terms of levels of service. Impacts would be less than significant.

Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?

The proposed project does not include land use types that would result in an increase in VMT, nor does it involve
the construction of a transportation project. The proposed project would have a less-than-significant impact.

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

The proposed project does not include any changes to the public roadway design or access to and from the
site or surrounding properties. The project would not result in an increase in traffic hazard. Therefore, no
impact would occur.

Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

As stated above, the proposed project includes improvements to ensure compliance with local plans and
Gity-codes to comply with compatible land uses and project design features that would not create circulation
hazards or inadequate emergency vehicle access. Construction would maintain access to all surrounding
properties and within the public right-of-way, and would not affect fire or police response to the site or
surroundings. Once operational, the project would not affect accessibility along the surrounding roadways. The
project does not include any changes to public circulation or the existing driveway leading to and from the
existing facility. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are required.
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3.18

Tribal Cultural Resources

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

XVIIl.  TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

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

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

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

Setting

Dudek completed a Cultural Resources Report for the project site, which is included as Appendix C1. As discussed
in the report, a letter requesting a search of the Sacred Lands File was sent to the NAHC on February 01, 2019.
The NAHC responded February 06, 2019, indicating that Native American traditional cultural places have not
previously recorded within 1 mile of the project Area of Potential Effect. The NAHC attached a list of Native American
representatives to contact for more specific information that tribal representatives may have that is not on file with
the NAHC. Letters were sent to each of the representatives on February 07, 2019, for any additional information of
resources that may be located in the project Area of Potential Effect. To date, five responses have been received
for the proposed project.

e OnFebruary 14, 2019, the Tribal Historic Preservation Office for the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians
responded the project is out of their Tribe’s Traditional Use Area and therefore they defer to other tribes in
the area once formal government-to-government consultation is initiated by the lead agency for this project.

e On February 20, 2019, representatives of the Cultural Department for the Rincon Band of Luisefno Indians
contacted Dudek and shared that the identified Area of Potential Effect is within the Ancestral Territory of
the Luiseno people, and is also within Rincon’s specific area of Historic interest. While they did not have
knowledge of cultural resources within or near the proposed project area, this does not mean that none
exist. They suggested archival research be conducted for the project area and that they were interested in
participation in any survey.
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On February 20, 2019, representatives of the Campo Band of Mission Indians responded, indicating that
the project area has a rich history for the Kumeyaay people and requesting that a qualified Kumeyaay
monitor be present for any cultural work and additional ground-disturbing activities to ensure that
Kumeyaay resources are not overlooked.

Dudek received a response on March 12, 2019, from Clinton Linton, Cultural Resources Director,
representing the lipay Nation of Santa Ysabel. Mr. Linton stated that, for the project, Santa Ysabel defers
to and supports the comments and requests of the San Luis Rey Band.

Dudek received a response on March 18, 2019, from Ray Teran, resources management, representing the
Viejas Band of Kumeyaay Indians. Mr. Teran stated that, for the project, Viejas recommends that the San
Pasqual Band of Mission Indians be notified of the project. In addition, Mr. Teran requested that all National
Environmental Policy Act/CEQA/Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act laws be followed,
and that San Pasqual be notified of any project changes and updates.

Additionally, in accordance with AB 52, VID provided a notification letter to tribal groups that have formally requested
such notification under AB 52. This notification letter was sent to the Rincon Band of Luiseno Indians and the Torres
Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians on November 7, 2018. Neither tribe responded with a request for consultation within
the 30-day response period provided by AB 52. On December 21, 2018, the Rincon Band of Luiseno Indians requested
consultation under AB 52 and that an archaeologjcal records search be conducted. However, because this request
was outside of the response period, consultation is no longer required under AB 52. Regardless, communication
regarding the project outside of AB 52 with the Rincon Band of Luiseno Indians is ongoing.

a)

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

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

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

No tribal cultural resources were identified as a result of consultation conducted in accordance
with AB 52. A search of NAHC’s Sacred Lands File and a California Historical Resources Information
System records search identified no previously recorded cultural resources of Native American
origin within the project area or a surrounding 0.25-mile area. However, unanticipated discoveries
of tribal cultural resources may occur during construction activities. Mitigation measures MM-CUL-
1 and MM-CUL-2 would protect tribal cultural resources in the event of discovery. Therefore, the
project would have a less-than-significant impact with mitigation.

Mitigation Measures

Refer to MM-CUL-1 and MM-CUL-2.
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3.19

Utilities and Service Systems

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

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS - Would the project:

a) Require or result in the relocation or
construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment, or storm water
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or ] X L] ]
telecommunications facilities, the
construction or relocation of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

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

¢) Resultin a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider, which serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to
serve the project’s projected demand in [ [ [ X
addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?

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

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

Setting

The project site consists the redevelopment and expansion of an existing water reservoir. No water or sewer service
is required within the project site. Stormwater drainage in the project area is by natural drainages and would
connect to the drainage system along Edgehill Drive. Solid waste collection, transportation, and disposal is provided
by and is overseen by the Solid Waste Planning and Recycling Division of the San Diego County Department of
Public Works, which is responsible for ensuring that solid waste disposal services meet state and federal mandates
for integrated waste management. Collected solid waste is sent to the Palomar Transfer Station, which is then sent
to either the Miramar Landfill at 5161 Convoy Street operated by the City of San Diego, or Borrego Landfill at 2449
Palm Canyon Drive, operated by Republic Services.
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a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater
treatment, or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the
construction or relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects?

The proposed project would not result in a development that would substantially increase the demand for
utility infrastructure, such as new commercial or residential land uses. The project consists primarily of the
construction of new and expanded water facilities in the form of a water reservoir and pump station. As
part of the project, new storm water drainage and electrical power infrastructure would be developed. The
project does not require the relocation or construction of wastewater treatment, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities. The environmental effects of the construction and operation of the project
and its components are analyzed throughout this MND. As discussed throughout this MND, mitigation
measures would be required to ensure that impacts remain below a level of significance.

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

Based on land use and population projections, the 2017 Potable Water Master Plan identified a storage
deficit within VID’s service area. The project is implementing VID’s 2017 Potable Water Master Plan, which
identified seven projects along with their cost estimates in their Capital Improvement Program, including
all components of the proposed project. These projects would allow VID to provide service to the expected
158,627 people that the service area is expected to contain by 2040. The project would result in an
increase in available water supply to VID’s service population. Therefore, no impact would occur.

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

As discussed previously, the project would not result in an increase in wastewater generation or require the
expansion of such facilities. No impact would occur.

Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity
of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?

Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

All existing materials removed as part of the project would be properly disposed of at a facility with
adequate permitted capacity to accept construction debris and solid waste. Project construction
would require disposal of treated wood at a solid waste landfill that has been approved for treated
wood waste by the RWQCB (in accordance with California Department of Toxic Substances Control
alternative management standards for treated wood waste, per California Code of Regulations Title
22, Division 4.5, Chapter 34). As discussed previously, the project would not add to the population
of the area and would not increase demand for solid waste disposal such that new facilities would
be required. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Refer to MM-BIO-1, MM-CUL-1, MM-CUL-2, MM-NOI-1, and MM-NOI-2.

11538
88 August 2020



E RESERVOIR REPLACEMENT AND PUMP STATION PROJECT

3.20

Wildfire

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less-Than-
Significant
Impact With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less-Than-
Significant
Impact

No Impact

zones, would the project:

XX. WILDFIRE - If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity

a)

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

O

O

X

O

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

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

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

Setting

The project site is characterized developed and ornamental planting land cover and is surround by semi-rural
residential development. The project site is located within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone as mapped by CAL

FIRE (CAL FIRE 2019).

a)

Would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

The majority of construction would be contained within the project site, with encroachment into Edgehill
Road and surrounding developed areas. Construction would maintain access to all surrounding properties
and within the public right-of-way. The project would update and expand of an existing water reservoir and
would not alter existing land uses that might increase the risk of wildfire ignition. The project would rely on
an existing driveway for access. The project does not include additional structures or features that would
impair adopted emergency response or evacuation plans. The proposed project does not include a
substantial addition of employees or increase in population that could impair adopted emergency or

evacuation plans. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

89
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b)

c)

d)

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

No people would reside on the project site. Occupants would be limited to VID staff performing routine
operational maintenance. The proposed project would update and expand an existing water reservoir
facility and would not alter existing land uses that might increase the risk of wildfire ignition. Therefore,
impacts would be less than significant.

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

The proposed project would rely on an existing driveway for access and would not require the installation
or maintenance of a road, fuel break, emergency water source, or other utilities. Implementation of the
proposed project would not increase fire risk. The majority of construction would employ standard
equipment and practices that would not introduce potential sources of ignition. While blasting may be
required to excavate hard rock from the project site, such blasts would be completed in accordance with
the requirements of Section 96.1.5601.2 of the County of San Diego 2017 Consolidated Fire Code to minimize
risk to public safety. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

Would the project expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?

The majority of the project site would be developed as a reservoir, pump station, and PRS. The proposed
project site does not contain a risk of flooding, landslides, or slope instability post-fire or drainage changes.
As noted in Section 3.7, Geology and Soils, and Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality, the proposed
project would have a less-than-significant impact with regards to landslides, flood, and runoff. The majority
of construction would employ standard equipment and practices that would not introduce potential sources
of ignition. While blasting may be required to excavate hard rock from the project site, such blasts would
be completed in accordance with the requirements of Section 96.1.5601.2 of the County of San Diego 2017
Consolidated Fire Code to minimize risk to public safety. Therefore, the proposed project would have a less-
than-significant impact.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are required.
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3.2

Mandatory Findings of Significance

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

XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

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

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

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

a)

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

As discussed in Section 3.4, Biological Resources, construction of the proposed project would potentially
result in significant impacts to biological resources. However, with incorporation of mitigation measure MM-
BIO-1, all potentially significant impacts would be reduced to a level below significance. The proposed
project would not substantially degrade the quality of the environment, impact fish or wildlife species, or
plant communities. As discussed in Section 3.5, Cultural Resources, and Section 3.18, Tribal Cultural
Resources, potential impacts regarding inadvertent discovery of cultural resources and tribal cultural
resources could occur during excavation. However, implementation of mitigation measures MM-CUL-1 and
MM-CUL-2 would ensure that impacts would be less than significant. Overall, impacts would be less than
significant with the incorporation of mitigation.
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b)

c)

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

As provided in the analysis presented in Chapter 3, the proposed project would not result in significant
impacts to aesthetics, agriculture and forestry resources, air quality, energy, geology and soils, GHG
emissions, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, mineral
resources, population and housing, public services, recreation, transportation and traffic, and utilities and
service systems. Mitigation measures recommended for biological resources, cultural resources, noise, and
tribal cultural resources would reduce impacts to below a level of significance.

The proposed project would incrementally contribute to cumulative impacts for projects occurring
within the vicinity of the project site. With mitigation, however, implementation of the proposed project
would not result in any residually significant impacts that could contribute to a cumulative impact. In
the absence of residually significant impacts, the incremental accumulation of effects would not be
cumulatively considerable and would be less than significant.

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

The potential for adverse direct or indirect impacts to human beings was considered throughout Chapter 3 of
this MND. Based on this evaluation, there is no substantial evidence that construction or operation of the
proposed project with the proposed mitigation measures incorporated would result in a substantial adverse
effect on human beings. Impacts would be less than significant with incorporation of mitigation measures.
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NOTES:

@ PROPOSED CAST-IN-PLACE CONCRETE RESERVOIR

EXISTING 1.5-MG HOPPER BOTTOM RESERVOIR TO BE
DEMOLISHED

@ FACILITY TO BE DEMOLISHED/ABANDONED

@ PROPOSED PUMP STATION PER DWG M-1

@ PROPOSED PUMP VALVE VAULT PER DWG M-2

@ PROPOSED 18—INCH RESERVOIR INLET PIPELINE

@ PROPOSED 18—-INCH RESERVOIR OUTLET PIPELINE

Fz’gg:OSED 4~INCH RESERVOIR WASHDOWN FACILITY FROM 837

@ APPROXIMATE LOCATION OF EXISTING CUT/FILL TRANSITION
UNDER EXISTING RESERVOIR

(1) PROPOSED 600A, 480V, 3~PHASE SERVICE SWTCHBOARD
(SDG&E)

(11) PROPOSED PAD MOUNTED TRANSFORMER (SDGXE)

(12) PROPOSED 18-INCH RESERVOIR OVERFLOW FACILITY
(13) PROPOSED 12-INCH RESERVOIR DRAN

(14) PROPOSED STORM WATER RETENTION BASIN

(15) PROPOSED CHAIN LINK FENCING (TYP)

PROPOSED SITE ENTRY SWING GATE

(17) PROPOSED 16-INCH PUMP STATION DISCHARGE PIPELINE
PROPOSED 18~INCH RESERVOIR INLET/OUTLET PIPELINE
EXISTING SITE ACCESS ROAD TO BE DEMOLISHED

SEE DWG C-1 FOR SITE IMPROVEMENTS. (SIDEWALKS,
V-DITCHES CURBS, PAVING, STAIRWAYS AND RETAINING WALLS)
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Final Mitigated Negative Declaration
Edgehill (E) Reservoir Replacement and Pump Station Project
To review the appendices of the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration - Edgehill (E)
Reservoir Replacement and Pump Station Project report, please go to the following web address:

https://www.vidwater.org/mitigated-negative-declaration-for-the-e-reservoir-
replacement-and-pump-station-project

Further information may be obtained by calling Vista Irrigation District’s Secretary of the
Board at (760) 597-3128 between 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday.


https://www.vidwater.org/mitigated-negative-declaration-for-the-e-

Notice of Determination Appendix D

To: From:
X Office of Planning and Research Public Agency: Vista Irrigation District
U.S. Mail: Street Address: Address:
P.O. Box 3044 1400 Tenth St. Rm 113 1391 Engineer Street, Vista, CA 92081
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044  Sacramento, CA 95814 Contact: Greg Keppler

Phone: 760-597-3136

X County Clerk

County of:  San Diego Lead Agency (if different from above):
Address:
P.O. Box 121750, San Diego, CA 92112 Address:
Contact:
Phone:

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

State Clearinghouse Number (if submitted to State Clearinghouse): 2020039069

Project Title:  E Reservoir Replacement and Pump Station

Project Applicant: Vista Irrigation District, 1391 Engineer Street, Vista, CA 92081, 760-597-3136

Project Location (include county): Edgehill Road, San Diego County, 92084. Assessor’s Parcel Number 174- 240-
33

Project Description: In accordance with its 2017 Potable Water Master Plan (VID 2018), the Vista Irrigation District
(VID) is proposing the replacement of the existing oval shaped, partially buried, 1.5-million-
gallon (MG) E Reservoir with a new reservoir and construction of a new pump station
(proposed project). The proposed project would implement an adopted plan for facility
improvements. The Potable Water Master Plan identified seven projects along with their cost
estimates in their Capital Improvement Program, including all components of the proposed
project. These projects would allow VID to provide service to the expected 158,627 people
that the service area is expected to contain by 2040. The project is located on a 1.88-acre
property comprised of one parcel (Assessor’'s Parcel Number 174- 240-33) located at 2558
Edgehill Road in unincorporated County of San Diego, California, just east of the City of Vista.
The new reservoir would increase storage capacity and provide VID with a facility that meets
applicable current codes and standards. The new pump station would provide a redundant
water supply to higher-pressure zones within VID’s service area when disruptions occur to
primary water supplies. The project would require the demolition of the existing E Reservoir
and accessory facilities. Within a similar footprint, the proposed project would construct a
cast-in-place hexagonal shaped structure that would increase the on-site capacity to
approximately 2.92 MG, which is a 1.42 MG net increase. The hexagonal shape would allow
for more easily maintained water quality. The proposed project would also construct a new
water pump station. The pumps, control panel, and other electric and supervisory control and
data acquisition (SCADA) equipment would be housed in an aboveground structure with
approximate dimensions of 20 feet by 38 feet that would match the architectural features of
the existing adjacent pressure reducing station (PRS) facility.

This is to advise thatthe  Vista Irrigation District has approved the above
(X Lead Agency or [] Responsible Agency)
described project on and has made the following determinations regarding the above
(date)

described project.

1. The project [XIwill [will not] have a significant effect on the environment.

2. [] An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.
X A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

3. Mitigation measures [[X] were [Jwere not] made a condition of the approval of the project.

4. A mitigation reporting or monitoring plan [Xlwas [] was not] adopted for this project.



5. A statement of Overriding Considerations [ Jwas [X] was not] adopted for this project.
6. Findings [Xlwere [] were not] made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

This is to certify that the final EIR with comments and responses and record of project approval, or the negative
Declaration, is available to the General Public at:

Vista Irrigation District, 1391 Engineer Street, Vista, CA 92081

Signature (Public Agency): Title:

Date: Date Received for filing at OPR:

Authority cited: Sections 21083, Public Resources Code.
Reference Section 21000-21174, Public Resources Code. Revised 2011
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Project Overview

1.88-acre site

. Replace existing E Reservolir
. 1.5 MG to 2.92 MG increase

. Construct new pump station

. Address storage deficit projected
iIn Potable Water Master Plan




Mitigated Negative Declaration

. Project does not cleanly meet the criteria to be exempt from CEQA
. Recommendation not to prepare addendum to 1995 Program EIR

. Preliminary assessment suggested potential impacts:
. Biological resources — on site vegetation
. Noise — adjacent sensitive land uses



Completed Studies

. Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

. Biological Resources

. Cultural/Historical

. Noise

. Hazardous Materials Testing
. Geotechnical




Findings and Conclusions

Potentially Significant
Impacts:
Nesting birds
Unknown cultural resources
Construction noise

All impacts would be fully
mitigated

Public review March 25 to
April 23
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Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program
Adopted with the MND as a tool for implementing mitigation
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Biological Resources

MM-BIO-1 Pre-Construction Nesting Birds Surveys and Reporting. To avoid ® X Vista Irrigation
impacts to breeding and nesting birds in accordance with the Migratory Bird Treaty District

Act and California Fish and Game Code, construction activities shall take place
outside of the nesting season; nesting season is March 1 (January 1 for raptors)
through September 15. If construction cannot take place outside the nesting season,
a breeding/nesting bird survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist within 72
hours prior to ground-disturbing activities to determine if active nests of bird species
protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act andfor the California Fish and Game
Code are present in the impact area or within 300 feet of the impact area. If active
nests are found, an avoidance buffer shall be established (typically 50 to 300 feet,
depending on the species) until the nest is vacated and juveniles have fledged, as
determined by the biologist, and there i1s no evidence of a second attempt at
nesfing. Limits of consfruction to avoid an active nest shall be established in the field
with flagging, fencing, or other appropnate barriers and construction personnel shall
be instructed on the sensitivity of nest areas. A survey and monitoring report
documenting the pre-construction survey results and implemented avoidance

E
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Exhibit A

Rincon Band of Luiseno Indians S,
CULTURAL RESOURCES DEPARTMENT §
-

One Government Center Lane | Valley Center | CA 92082
(760) 749-1051 | Fax: (760) 749-8901 | rincon-nsn.gov .

%
Io (’}
R ¢
Unuy Pers®

July 28, 2020

Sent via email: gkeppler@vidwater.org
Vista Irrigation District

Greg Keppler, Engineering Project Manager
1391 Engineer Street

Vista, California 92081

Re: E Reservoir Replacement and Pump Station Project

Dear Mr. Keppler,

This letter is written on behalf of the Rincon Band of Luisefio Indians (“Rincon Band” or “Band”), a federally
recognized Indian Tribe and sovereign government. We have received your Notice of Public Hearing.

The Rincon Band has no further comments at this time. If you have additional questions or concerns, please do not
hesitate to contact our office at your convenience at (760) 297-2635.

Sincerely,

(O 2

Cheryl Madrigal
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
Cultural Resources Manager

Bo Mazzetti Tishmall Turner Laurie E. Gonzalez  Alfonso Kolb, Sr. John Constantino

Chairman Vice Chair Council Member Council Member Council Member


mailto:gkeppler@vidwater.org

ry VISTA Agenda Item: 8
‘ ",‘}g}%g.f’” Board Meeting Date:  August 5, 2020
Prepared By: Don Smith, Randy Whitmann,
Frank Wolinski &
STAFF REPORT Marlene Kelleher
Approved By: Brett Hodgkiss

SUBJECT: DIVISION REPORTS

RECOMMENDATION: Note and file informational report.

PRIOR BOARD ACTION: None.

FISCAL IMPACT: None.

SUMMARY: Previous month’s and anticipated activities are reported by each division.

July

ENGINEERING DIVISION

The District has replaced approximately 9.22 miles of Nipponite pipe since 2002. Of the 6.76 miles
of Nipponite pipe remaining in the system, replacement of 1.50 miles is currently in design and
0.04 miles is in construction.

The District has replaced approximately 415 feet (0.08 miles) of pipe (steel — 0 feet, P\VC — 0 feet,
non-Nipponite asbestos cement — 415 feet and Nipponite — O feet) in Fiscal Year 2021.

Buena Creek (HB) Reservoir Rehabilitation — Richard Brady and Associates completed reservoir
footing modifications, continued to perform inlet and outlet improvements and erected the new
aluminum dome roof frame. Cost estimate/bid summary table attached.

Edgehill (E) Reservoir Replacement and Pump Station — Dudek continued working on 100% design
submittal.

Four Reservoirs Seismic and Structural Analysis — Murray Smith submitted draft analysis report for
the evaluation of the Virginia Place (A), Summit Trail (C), Cabrillo Circle (E-1) and Deodar
reservoirs.

Projects along Flume

* The Villages — 380 dwelling unit residential subdivision along Country Club Lane, between
Nutmeg Street and Pamela Lane in Escondido. Project includes storm drain work along the
Jones Siphon in addition to the relocation of an 18-inch transmission main feeding the Bennett
service area. Project requires District review and approval of three tract maps, encroachment
permit, joint use agreement, grant of right of way, improvement plan, and quitclaim and bill of
sale. One tract map, encroachment permit, joint use agreement, and grant of right of way
approved by the Board; all other items are currently in plan check.

*  Orchard Hills — 20 single-family home residential subdivision along Richland Road within a small
unincorporated area between Escondido and San Marcos. Project requires District review and
approval of de-annexation, grading plan, tract map, and irrevocable offer of dedication to the County
of San Diego for a future trail along the Borden Bench. De-annexation approved by the Board and
grading plan and irrevocable offer of dedication approved by staff and legal counsel; tract map is
currently in plan check.




August

Mainline Replacement Projects in design (current projects): Alta Vista Dr., Vista Grande Dr.*,
Lonsdale Ln.*, Plumosa Ave., Lita Ln., Catalina Ave.*, Friendly Dr.*, Oak Dr.*, San Clemente
Way*, Calle Maria, Via Christina, Olive Ave.*, Green Hills Way, Elevado Rd. (Total length = 3.44
miles).

Mainline Replacement Projects in planning (future projects): N. Citrus Ave.*., E. Vista Way, Mason
Rd., Lado De Loma, Eddy Dr., Camino Patricia, Camino Corto, Nordahl Rd.*, HN Line- Gopher
Canyon to Fairview Dr., Buena Creek Rd.*, Robinhood Rd., Lower Ln., Easy St., Rancho Vista Rd.,
Bandini Place, McGavran Dr., Oro Avo Dr., Shale Rock, La Mirada, Crescent Dr., Descanso Ave.,
Mar Vista Dr., Miramar Dr., Camino Culebra*, Camino Loma Verde*, San Clemente Ave.* (Total
length = 8.49 miles).

City of Vista Projects — (Paseo) South Santa Fe Streetscape Improvements: Phase Il along South
Santa Fe Avenue from Ocean View to Terrace Drive (CIP #8289); Phase Il along South Santa Fe
Avenue from Terrace Drive to Civic Center Drive (CIP #9291). Project currently in construction
and District to continue inspecting water facilities installed by City’s contractor. (Total length =
0.77 miles).

Buena Creek (HB) Reservoir Rehabilitation — Richard Brady and Associates to continue reservoir
inlet and outlet improvements, installing aluminum dome roof panels and preparing the interior and
exterior surfaces of the tank wall for coatings and shotcrete.

Edgehill (E) Reservoir Replacement and Pump Station — Dudek to submit 100% design for District
review.

Four Reservoirs Seismic and Structural Analysis — District to review and provide comments on the
draft analysis report for the evaluation of the Virginia Place (A), Summit Trail (C), Cabrillo Circle
(E-1) and Deodar reservoirs.

*Nipponite pipe

WATER RESOURCES DIVISION
VID Water Production

June 2020
Average Total, Fiscal
Current Month | Production of Year-to-
Production Last 12 Months Date
Description (mgd) (af) (mgd) (af) (af)
VID's EVWTP Water Production

Local Water 7.75 71350 | 3.43 321.65 3,859.80
SDCWA Raw Water 5.72 526.60 | 7.12 666.10 7,993.20
Subtotal (EVWTP Water Production) 13.47 | 1,240.10 | 10.56 987.75 11,853.00
Oceanside Contract Water 0.28 2590 | 1.20 112.39 1,348.70
SDCWA Treated Water 4.00 367.80 | 2.85 267.83 3,214.00
TOTAL WATER PRODUCTION 17.75| 1,633.80 | 14.61 | 1,367.98 16,415.70

Lake Henshaw and Warner Ranch Wellfield statistics are summarized as follows:




Lake Henshaw

Storage as of June 24, 2020: 6,785 af (13% of 51,832 af capacity)
Current releases: Variable

Change in storage for month of June: 1,871 af (loss)

Total releases for month of June: 1,229 af

Hydrologic year-to-date rain total: 0.00 inches (July 28, 2020)

Percent of yearly average rain: 0% (30-year average: 25.05 inches)

Percent of year-to-date average rain: 0% (30-year average through July: 0.18 in.)

Warner Ranch Wellfield

Number of wells running in June: 3
Total production for month of June: 132 af (70’s wells)
Average depth to water table (July): 94 ft (see attached historical water table chart)

July

e Contractor mobilized and placed 24-inch reinforced concrete pipe along the Eastern reach of the
Warner Ranch Ditch Repair Project and prepared to begin work along the Western reach.

e Performed sampling for Harmful Algal Blooms (HABSs) in Lake Henshaw on July 6, 20 and 27; results
indicate elevated levels of microcystin in lake samples. Notified the State Water Resources Control
Board and partners in the use of local water; suspended Henshaw releases pending further analysis
and discussion. Advisory signs for recreational use at Henshaw will remain posted until sampling
confirms that cyanotoxin levels are below the advisory threshold. Options for resuming Henshaw
releases and for near term and long term treatment of HABs in Lake Henshaw are being investigated.

August
e Continue Warner Ranch Ditch Repair Project.
e Continue coordination and consultation regarding HABs at Lake Henshaw.

ATTACHMENTS:
Lake Henshaw Resort, Inc., Activity Reports — May 2020
VID's Warner Wellfield — Water Table Depth vs. Monthly Wellfield Production

ADMINISTRATION DIVISION
July

e The District’s total water production for June 2020 was 1,634 acre-feet (AF) compared to 1,972 AF
in 2013, representing a 17% decrease.

e Issued news releases announcing the landscape contest winner and poster contest winners.

e Continued coordinating implementation of Pandemic Response Plan in response to the COVID-19
pandemic.

e Attended virtual meeting of Association of California Water Agencies Joint Powers Insurance
Authority (ACWA JPIA) Board of Directors.

e Continued coordinating first aid, cardiopulmonary resuscitation (CPR) and automated external
defibrillator (AED) training for field personnel.

e Coordinated forklift training with certified in-house instructors for field and warehouse personnel.

August
e Continue coordinating implementation of Pandemic Response Plan in response to the COVID-19
pandemic.
e Participate in California Special Districts Association Fiscal Committee teleconference meeting.
e Participate in ACWA JPIA Finance and Audit Committee meeting.

3




OPERATIONS & FIELD SERVICES

July

e Water Quality Calls/Incidents for July — received two discolored water calls. One call was determined
to be a private plumbing issue; the other call was related to a system shutdown that was resolved with
flushing.

e Inspected and tested 10 new backflow devices that were integrated into the District’s cross-connection
control program.

e Pechstein reservoir beam reinforcement project — began construction of working platform.

e Transitioned midday cleaning and disinfecting of hard surfaces, bathrooms, doors and common areas
at the District office to a janitorial service.

e Completed mainline replacement of AC pipe on Montgomery Drive — installed approximately 5,400” of
various sizes of PVC pipe, 72 services and seven hydrant laterals.

e Continued mainline replacement of Nipponite and steel pipe on Pala Vista Drive — install
approximately 650 of 8-inch PVC pipe, six services and three hydrant laterals. Approximately 90%
complete.

e Continued mainline replacement of AC pipe on York Drive — install approximately 9,000” of various
size PVC pipe, 142 services and 14 hydrant laterals. Approximately 10% complete.

August

e Continue Pechstein reservoir beam reinforcement project.

e Continue mainline replacement of Nipponite and steel pipe on Pala Vista Drive - install
approximately 650’ of 8-inch PVC pipe, six services and three hydrant laterals.

e Continue mainline replacement of AC pipe on York Drive — install approximately 9,000 of various
sizes of PVC pipe, 142 services and 14 hydrant laterals.

Electrical Energy Use at VID Headquarters
June 2020
Current Month Average of Last | Total, Fiscal
Production 12 Months Year-to-Date

Description (kWh) (kWh) (kWh)
Solar Production (s0.18 per kwh) 33,662 32,873 394,480
Power purchased from Direct Ener
5008 perFk’Wh) gy 8,476 10,202 122,424
TOTAL ELECTRICAL ENERGY USE 42,138 43,075 516,904




Lake Henshaw Resort
(760) 782-3501

LAKE HENSHAW RESORT, INC.

ACTIVITY REPORT

AS MAY 31, 2020

2019 | 2019 || 2019 || 2019 | 2019 || 2019 | 2019 || 2019 | 2020 || 2020 || 2020 || 2020 || 2020 |12 MO

May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May | AVG
Fishing Permits 384 749 751 687 404 301 244 112 102 179 96 4 714 362
Boat Launches 30 43 50 23 82 7 0 0 0 7 1 0 16 19
Motor Boats (full day rental) 11 48 47 42 19 7 4 2 7 4 0 0 14 16
Motor Boats (half day rental) 2 7 4 13 15 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 4 4
Campground/Head Count 599 879 979| 1,188 488 196 128 39 110 94 51 5 879] 420
Campground/Cars, Trucks, etc. 254 286 391 703 211 148 64 15 20 16 18 4 329] 184
Campground/Recreational Vehicles 11 23 3 24 12 0 12 0 0 1 3 0 6 7
Mobile Home/Spaces 76 77 77 77 76 75 66 64 51 51 53 53 68 66
M.H.P. Daily (Visitors/Head Count) 41 54 56 100 102 98 67 63 28 20 16 15 2 52
M.H.P. (Residents/Head Count) 94 96 98 95 94 92 102 94 83 83 83 83 99 92
Storage 4 5 3 3 6 4 4 7 4 5 5 6 6 5
Cabins 188 108 158 177 126 144 144 98 88 82 45 35 118] 110
Hunters 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 98 80 0 0 0 0 15

7/10/2020



Depth to Water Table (feet)

VID's Warner Wellfield
Water Table Depth vs. Monthly Wellfield Production
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BUENA CREEK (HB) RESERVOIR REHABILITATION BUDGET UPDATE - AUGUST 2020

Description of Work

Budgeted
Cost

Actual
Bid Cost

Over or Under
Budgeted

Amount

Initial Site Work - M-Rae

Demolish Existing Fence, Steel Roof, Gate, Grub Site, Initial Site
Work for Crane and Equipment Access

$59,693

$39,919

-$19,774

Exterior Stairs - Suez

Disassemble, Transport, Protect, Store, and Reinstall Exterior Stairs

$52,718

$50,488

-$2,230

Roof Demolition - DN Tanks

Roof Demolition, Remediate Existing Asbestos

$809,400

$1,026,840

$217,440

Tank Improvements - DN Tanks

Footing Modifications, Seismic Cables, Wall Shotcrete, Tank Exterior
Crack Repair, Pressure Wash Tank Interior, Interior Floor and Wall
Crack Repairs, Seal Existing Floor Joints, Demolish Existing
Inlet/Outlet, Modify Drain, Construct New Inlet, Outlet, Washdown,
Demolish Exist Inlet/Outlet, Modify Drain, Construct Inlet, Outlet,
Washdown, Construct New Concrete Floor, Construct New Concrete
Cap Beam, CIM Wall-Slab Joint, Construct New Staff Gage, New
Overflow, Post Construction Leak Test, Install Corrosion Protection
System

$1,814,961

$1,507,421

-$307,541

Interior Reservoir Stairs - DN Tanks

Design, Furnish, Install, New Interior Access Stairs

$170,400

$172,800

$2,400

Interior Coatings - DN Tanks

Prepare Surface, Apply Coatings to Interior Wall

$210,870

$323,630

$112,760

Aluminum Dome Roof - CST

Design, Furnish, Install, New Aluminum Roof and Appurtenances

$785,570

$668,127

-$117,443

Yard Piping Improvements - M-Rae

Demolish Exist Yard Piping, Fittings, Valves, and Appurtenances,
Construct New Yard Piping, Construct New Valve Vault, Remove
and Replace Drain Valve, Construct Yard Piping Corrosion
Protection System

$651,569

$611,514

-$40,055

Electrical Improvements - M-Rae

Construct New Conduit, Junctions and Pull Boxes

$37,275

$88,296

$51,021

Stormwater Drainage and Final Site Work - M-Rae

Demolish Existing Asphalt, Rough Grade Site, Install Subsurface
Waterproofing, Modify Underdrains, Construct New Storm Drain Inlet
and Piping, Connect to Exist Manhole, Finish Grade, Construct
Concrete V-gutter, Pave Site with Asphalt Concrete

$192,812

$339,307

$146,495

Additional AC Pavement

Access Road Asphalt Paving

$101,500

Security Fence

Construct New Chain Link Security Fence

$72,953

Exterior Reservoir Coating - DN Tanks

Pressure Wash, Apply Coatings to Reservoir Exterior

$58,575

$59,281

$706

General Conditions (ongoing)

Provide Trailer, Porta Potty, Reproduction, Temporary Facilities,
Insurance, Bonds, Special Inspection and Testing, Potholing,
Surveying, Video, Install and Maintain Stormwater Best Management
Practices

$343,692

$193,027

-$150,665

Construction Total To Date

$5,361,988

$5,080,650

-$281,339
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SUBJECT: FISCAL YEAR 2020 CAPITAL OUTLAY CARRYOVER

RECOMMENDATION: Approve the Capital Outlay Carryover for Fiscal Year 2020.

PRIOR BOARD ACTION: Amounts contained in the Capital Outlay Carryover have been previously
approved by the Board as part of the District’s Capital Budget or as separate Board approvals funded through
the Capital Improvement Reserve.

FISCAL IMPACT: The amounts in the Capital Outlay Carryover have already been collected and have no
impact on the current year budget or water rates.

SUMMARY: Staff annually identifies capital projects that have not been fully expended and need to be carried
over to the following fiscal year. We have identified an estimated $6,218,267 in capital items from Fiscal Year
2020 that need to be carried over to Fiscal year 2021.

These amounts represent items that were previously approved by the Board; however, due to timing,
construction delays outside the District’s control and unforeseen circumstances (including the COVID-19
pandemic) have not been finalized as of June 30, 2020.

DETAILED REPORT: Staff has completed a detailed analysis of all capital outlay items and capital projects
(budgeted in the Fiscal Year 2020 and carried over from previous fiscal years) and determined that some
projects have been indefinitely delayed or will be part of a future larger project, such as the Flume replacement
project. As a result, a number of capital projects that have been previously budgeted for in the prior fiscal year
or carried over in past fiscal years are not proposed to be carried forward to fiscal year 2021. Attached is a
schedule showing capital items to be carried over to Fiscal Year 2021; also attached for reference is list of items
not included or removed from capital outlay carryover.

Additionally, staff proposes that all main replacement projects that have been previously budgeted for on an
annual basis be consolidated into a single Main Replacement Program budget and be shown as single line item
on the capital carryover outlay schedule going forward. The only Main Replacement Program balance proposed
to be carried over to fiscal year 2021 is from fiscal year 2020. This proposed change will assist staff in managing
the Main Replacement Program and minimize the Main Replacement Program balance being carried over each
year.

ATTACHMENTS:
» Capital Outlay Carryover — Fiscal Year 2020

» Capital Outlay items not carried over




ENGINEERING:
E43 Regulator Relocation & Upgrade

E Reservoir and Pump Station
Paseo Santa Fe Project

Calle Maria Pipeline Extension
Lita Lane Pipeline Extension

HB Reservoir Rehabilitation

Four (4) Reservoirs Rehabilitation
Main Replacement Program

FIELD SERVICES:
Lobby Security Upgrade
Vehicles (3)
Boiler System

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY:
Uninterruptible Power Supply (UPS) System

Document Management System

OPERATIONS:
Roof
Seismic Actuator

WATER RESOURCES:
Warner Wellfield Assessment and Enhancement

1 VWD - Vallecitos Water District

Vista Irrigation District
CAPITAL OUTLAY CARRYOVER

Fiscal Year 2020

Estimated
Approved Outlay
Budget Capital Through Estimated
Item # Outlay 6/30/2020 Carryover Comments
10-02 $ 350,000 $ 233,506 $ 116,494 Expected completion December 2020.
Design expected to be completed September 2020; construction deferred due to
16-04 1,400,000 647,844 752,156 financial uncertainty created by COVID-19 pandemic.
16-05 1,850,000 1,257,703 592,297 Under construction. Multi-year project with City of Vista.
18-02 200,000 200,000 On hold pending owner easement and exchange agreement with VWD’
18-04 81,000 81,000 In design, construction expected to begin in 2021
18-05 4,750,000 3,580,185 1,169,815 Under construction, expected completion December 2020
20-03 50,000 63,022 - On-going. Additional budget approved for Fiscal Year 2021
99-99 2,500,000 232,500 2,267,500 Mainline on-going
11,181,000 6,014,760 5,179,262
18-12 48,000 48,000 Expected completion Fall 2020.
20-04 280,000 40,995 239,005 Two vehicles on order.
20-05 200,000 200,000 Expected completion September 2020.
528,000 40,995 487,005
20-10 25,000 25,000 Expected completion October 2020.
Project deferred due to uncertainty and implementation issues created by COVID-
20-11 10,000 10,000 19 pandemic.
35,000 35,000
20-13 9,000 9,000 Expected completion October 2020
20-14 8,000 8,000 On order. Long lead time
17,000 17,000
20-15 500,000 500,000 Expected start in the Fall 2020

$ 12,261,000 $

6,055,755 $ 6,218,267




Vista Irrigation District
CAPITAL OUTLAY ITEMS NOT CARRIED OVER

Estimated
Approved Outlay
Budget Capital through
Item # Outlay 6/30/2020 Balance

AB Line Replacement 11-04 $ 1,100,000 $ 133,971 $ 966,029
East Vista Way - Mason Road Pipeline 12-02 600,000 - 600,000
Flume - Siphon Replacement 15-03 1,300,000 65,883 1,234,117
Flume - Pressure Zone Loop 15-05 280,000 13,575 266,425
Vista Flume - Beehive Bench & Siphon 18-03 100,000 16,862 83,138
Daley Bench Slope Stabilization 20-02 220,000 58,996 161,004
$ 3,600,000 $ 289,287 $ 3,310,713
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SUBJECT: ANNUAL WATER RATE ADJUSTMENT

RECOMMENDATION: Discuss and provide staff direction regarding implementation of the District’s Annual
Water Rate Adjustment.

PRIOR BOARD ACTION: At its October 18, 2017 meeting, the Board adopted Resolution No. 17-38
approving the renewal of the pass through of San Diego County Water Authority costs and annual inflationary
adjustments and revising District Rules and Regulations relative to the approved renewal of the Rate
Adjustment Policy.

At its May 13, 2020 meeting, the Board received information about the financial impact of postponing or
forgoing an inflationary adjustment to the service charge scheduled for July 1, 2020 and discussed the timing
of the pass-through of the inflationary adjustments to rates and charges in light of the financial impacts caused
by the COVID-19 pandemic. After considering the information presented, the Board directed staff to forgo
implementing the increase and to bring the item back for further discussion and consideration by the Board at
its August 5, 2020 meeting.

FISCAL IMPACT: To comply with noticing requirements set forth in Proposition 218, the earliest the Annual
Water Rate Adjustment could be implemented is October 2020; implementation at that time would generate
approximately $444,000 for Fiscal Year 2021. The fiscal impact of delaying implementation beyond October
2020 will vary based on the effective (for each month delay the revenue shortfall increases by just over
$49,300). Forgoing implementation of the Annual Water Rate Adjustment for Fiscal Year 2021 altogether
results in a revenue shortfall of about $592,000.

Forgoing or delaying implementation of the Annual Water Rate Adjustment will affect District revenues,
expenditures and use of reserves in the current fiscal year, and potentially, every fiscal year thereafter until
such time a rate adjustment is adopted that addresses the cumulative impact of the revenue shortfall.

SUMMARY: The Rate Adjustment Policy is comprised of two components:

Pass-Through of San Diego County Water Authority Fees and Charges

The San Diego County Water Authority (Authority) is the District’s wholesale water supplier. The Board
approved passing through 100% of any increase or decrease in the Authority’s fees and charges imposed on
the District for imported water purchases through October 18, 2022. The timing of these increases is dependent
on the date the increases are passed through from the Authority to the District.

Inflationary Adjustments to Rates and Charges (Annual Water Rate Adjustment)

Inflationary adjustments are calculated as an increase or decrease equal to the amount of the increase or
decrease in the U.S. Department of Labor’s Consumer Price Index — All Urban Consumers — San Diego,
California for the previous calendar year ended. These adjustments were approved to be effective July 1 each
year, commencing July 1, 2018 through July 1, 2022. This adjustment is only applied to District costs other
than those charged the District by the San Diego County Water Authority.




DETAILED REPORT: As a governmental district, and unlike a public utility, the District does not make a
profit or have shareholders, and all revenues go back into the water system. Revenues derived from the water
rate adjustment approved by the Board at its October 17, 2017 meeting do not exceed the cost of providing
water service to customers, and the revenues are not utilized for any purpose other than financing the District’s
operating and capital needs.

Pursuant to District Rules and Regulations Section 4.4.3 (B), the District’s service charge was scheduled to be
adjusted for inflationary costs on July 1, 2020. A typical residential customer’s total bi-monthly water bill
would have increased by $3.02 or 1.55%; a typical residential customer has a 3/4" meter and uses 24 units of
water in bi-monthly billing period.

Below is a table that shows the estimated financial impact to the District of delaying or forgoing the
implementation of the Annual Water Rate Adjustment in Fiscal Year 2021 and for an additional five years:

Implementation Shortfall

Amount

Delay increase to October 1, 2020! $148,000

Delay increase to January 1, 2021 $296,000

Forgo increase in Fiscal Year 2021 $592,000

Annual impact of forgoing increase in Fiscal Year 2021 $650,000
over next five fiscal years’

"Earliest implementation after July 1 based on Proposition 218 noticing requirements.

’Includes projected historical 3 percent inflationary adjustment utilized in budgeting
and projecting revenues and expenditures.

In the short-term, the District has sufficient reserves to absorb delaying or forgoing implementation of this
increase; however, the cumulative impact of forgoing or delaying this increase on future fiscal year revenues
may require the District to defer implementing capital projects until such time revenue is available to cover
project costs (on a Pay-go or financing basis).

At its May 13, 2020 meeting, the Board requested that staff compare water sales and accounts receivable for
2019 to 2020 for a period that includes the COVID-19 pandemic; for the purpose of this analysis, staff reviewed
water sales and accounts receivable for a six-month period ended June 30 in 2019 and 2020. There was no
appreciable difference in water sales revenue (after factoring in the affects the inflationary and pass-through
increases that were implemented in July 2019 and March 2020 respectively) over that period, and accounts
receivable (billing amounts due) actually decreased from 2019 to 2020. Customer Service staff has noted that
some customers are taking longer to pay their bills; however, when they do pay they bring their account current.

ATTACHMENT: Monthly Service Charge by Meter Size




MONTHLY SERVICE CHARGE

Meter
Size Current New
5/8" $31.06 $32.20
3/4" $40.97 $42.48
1" $60.54 $62.77
11/72" $109.89 $113.94
2" $168.89 $175.12
3" $326.30 $338.33
4" $503.27 $521.82
6" $1,191.88 $1,235.81
8" $1,585.55 $1,643.99
10" $2,372.57 $2,460.02
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SUBJECT: MATTERS PERTAINING TO THE ACTIVITIES OF THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY WATER

AUTHORITY

SUMMARY: Informational report by staff and directors concerning the San Diego County Water Authority.

No action will be required.




Our Region’s Trusted Water Leader
San Diego County Water Authority

SUMMARY OF FORMAL BOARD OF DIRECTORS’ MEETING
July 23, 2020

Retirement of Directors.

The Board adopted Resolution Nos. 2020-12 (Ron Morrison), 2020-13 (Ron Watkins),
and 2020-14 (Barry Leonard) honoring Board Members upon their retirements from the
Board of Directors.

Ordinance making amendments to Chapters 1.00, 2.00. 4.00, and 7.00 of the
Administrative Code.

The Board adopted Ordinance No. 2020-03, an ordinance of the Board of Directors of the
San Diego County Water Authority making amendments to chapters 1.00, 2.00, 4.00, and
7.00 of the Administrative Code.

Change Orders to J.F. Shea Construction Inc., for the San Diego 28 Flow Control
Facility Project.

The Board accepted staff executed change orders 1 through 3 for a cost of up to $21,942
and authorized the General Manager to execute a pending change order for up to
$261,000 for the differing site condition associated with a connection to an existing
pipeline.

Monthly Treasurer’s Report on Investments and Cash Flow.
The Board noted and filed the Treasurer’s report.

A Resolution setting the time and date for a Public Hearing to consider amendments to
the San Diego County Water Authority Local Conflict of Interest Code.

The Board adopted Resolution No. 2020-15 setting the August regular meeting of the
Board of Directors as the time and date of a public hearing to consider amendments fo the
San Diego County Water Authority Local Conflict of Interest Code.

Professional services contract with AECOM Technical Services, Inc. for design and
engineering support services for the San Luis Rey Habitat Management Area
Restoration and Dulin Hill Erosion Repair projects.

The Board authorized the General Manager to award a professional services contract to
AECOM Technical Services, Inc. for a not-to-exceed amount of $465,069 to provide
design and engineering support services for the San Luis Rey Habitat Management Area
Restoration and Dulin Hill Erosion Repair projects.

Amend agreement for Consulting Services with ChezKK Consulting LLC.

The Board approved to Amend the agreement with ChezKK Consulting for continued
consulting services to the Water Authority through August 31, 2022 by $156,000, for a
period of twenty-four additional months with total contract funding not to exceed $304,400.

Approval of Minutes.
The Board approved the minutes the Special Engineering and Operations Committee
meeting of June 11, 2020 and the Formal Board of Directors’ meeting of June 25, 2020.
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SUBJECT: REPORTS ON MEETINGS AND EVENTS ATTENDED BY DIRECTORS

SUMMARY: Directors will present brief reports on meetings and events attended since the last Board meeting.
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SUBJECT: SCHEDULE OF UPCOMING MEETINGS AND EVENTS

SUMMARY:

following events should be made during this agenda item.

The following is a listing of upcoming meetings and events. Requests to attend any of the

SCHEDULE OF UPCOMING MEETINGS AND EVENTS

ATTENDEES

Council of Water Utilities Meeting
DARK IN AUGUST

Sierra Headwaters Tour (Virtual) (Water Education Foundation)
Aug. 6, 2020; 4:00 p.m. — 5:30 p.m.
Reservation deadline: 8/6/20

Vista Chamber Business Mixer (Virtual)
Aug. 12, 2020; 5:00 p.m. —6:00 p.m.
Reservation deadline: N/A

CSDA Quarterly Dinner Meeting (Virtual)
Aug. 20, 2020; 6:00-9:00 p.m.
Reservation deadline: TBD

Bay-Delta Tour 2020 (Water Education Foundation)
Sept. 9-11, 2020; Begins and ends at Sacramento International Airport
Reservation deadline: TBD

Third Annual Western Groundwater Congress (Virtual)
Sept. 14-16, 2020; 8:30 a.m. — 12:30 p.m.
Reservation deadline: 9/7/2020

Council of Water Utilities Meeting
Sept. 15, 2020; The Butcher Shop Steakhouse, Kearny Mesa
Reservation deadline: 9/10/20

2020 Water Summit (Water Education Foundation)
Sept. 24, 2020; Sacramento
Registration deadline: TBD

Special District Leadership Academy (CSDA)
(Advanced track available)

Sept. 27-30, 2020; South Lake Tahoe
Registration deadline: 8/25/20

10

Northern California Tour Field Trip (Water Education Foundation)
Oct. 14-16, 2020; Begins and ends at Sacramento International Airport
Reservation deadline: 9/2/20

11*

Council of Water Utilities Meeting
Oct. 20, 2020; The Butcher Shop Steakhouse, Kearny Mesa
Reservation deadline: 10/15/20

12

San Joaquin River Restoration Tour Field Trip (Water Education Foundation)
Nov. 4-5, 2020; Begins and ends in Fresno
Reservation deadline: 9/23/20

13

Special District Leadership Academy (CSDA)
(Advanced track available)

Nov. 15-18, 2020; San Diego

Registration deadline: 10/23/20




SCHEDULE OF UPCOMING MEETINGS AND EVENTS ATTENDEES

14 *| Council of Water Utilities Meeting
Nov. 17, 2020; The Butcher Shop Steakhouse, Kearny Mesa
Reservation deadline: 11/12/20

15 *| CSDA Quarterly Dinner Meeting
Nov. 19, 2020, 6:00-9:00 p.m.; The Butcher Shop Steakhouse, Kearny Mesa
Reservation deadline: 11/12/20

16 *| Council of Water Utilities Meeting
DARK IN DECEMBER

17 | ACWA Fall Conference
Dec. 1-4, 2020; Indian Wells; Registration deadline: TBD

18 | Colorado River Water Users Association Conference (CRWUA)
Dec. 14-16, 2020; Las Vegas; Registration deadline: TBD

* Non-per diem meeting except when serving as an officer of the organization
The following abbreviations indicate arrangements that have been made by staff:
R=Registration; H=Hotel; A=Airline; S=Shuttle; C=Car; T=Tentative
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Board Meeting Date: August 5, 2020
STAFF REPORT Prepared By: Lisa Soto

SUBJECT: ITEMS FOR FUTURE AGENDAS AND/OR PRESS RELEASES

SUMMARY: This item is placed on the agenda to enable the Board to identify and schedule future items for
discussion at upcoming Board meetings and/or identify press release opportunities.

Staff-generated list of tentative items for future agendas:

e San Diego County Water Authority Regional Conveyance System Feasibility Review
e Fiscal Year 2021 Capital Budget Phase II review
e Warner Wellfield Assessment
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STAFF REPORT

Board Meeting Date:
Prepared By:

Agenda Item: 14

August 5, 2020
Lisa Soto

SUBJECT: COMMENTS BY DIRECTORS

SUMMARY: This item is placed on the agenda to enable individual Board members to convey information
to the Board and the public not requiring discussion or action.
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STAFF REPORT

Board Meeting Date:
Prepared By:

Agenda Item: 15

August 5, 2020
Brett Hodgkiss

SUBJECT: COMMENTS BY GENERAL COUNSEL

SUMMARY: Informational report by the General Counsel on items not requiring discussion or action.
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STAFF REPORT

Board Meeting Date:
Prepared By:

Agenda Item: 16

August 5, 2020
Brett Hodgkiss

SUBJECT: COMMENTS BY GENERAL MANAGER

SUMMARY: Informational report by the General Manager on items not requiring discussion or action.




NOTICE OF ADJOURNED MEETING
OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
VISTA IRRIGATION DISTRICT

A REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF VISTA
IRRIGATION DISTRICT, HELD ON AUGUST 5, 2020 WAS ADJOURNED UNTIL 9:00
AM, AUGUST 19, 2020, AT THE OFFICE OF THE VISTA IRRIGATION DISTRICT, 1391
ENGINEER STREET, VISTA, CALIFORNIA.

k ok ok ok ok ok

AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING ORDER OF ADJOURNMENT OF MEETING

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO )

I, Lisa R. Soto, hereby certify that I am the duly appointed, qualified Secretary of the
Board of Directors of Vista Irrigation District; that the foregoing is duly noted in the Minutes of
said Regular Meeting of the Board of Directors of Vista Irrigation District; that said Regular
Board Meeting was ordered adjourned to the time and place above specified; and that I posted a
copy of this order of adjournment near the public entrance to the Board Room at the offices of

the District.

Lisa R. Soto, Secretary
Board of Directors
Vista Irrigation District

POSTED: August 5, 2020

7\ Admin Support\Board Packet Prep'Board Forms\NOTICE OF ADJOURNED MEETING.docx



	AGENDA
	6.A--TAX LEVIES FOR UNPAID CHARGES
	6.B--TREASURER’S REPORT
	6.C--DETACHMENT TERMS AND CONDITIONS
	6.D--MINUTES
	6.E--Cash Disbursement Report
	7--EDGEHILL (E) RESERVOIR REPLACEMENT AND PUMP STATION
	Final_E Reservoir_MND.pdf
	Acronyms and Abbreviations
	1 Introduction
	1.1 Project Overview
	1.2 California Environmental Quality Act Compliance
	1.3 Project Planning Setting
	1.4 Public Review Process
	1.5 Final MND

	2 Summary of Findings
	2.1 Environmental Factors Potentially Affected
	2.2 Environmental Determination

	3 Initial Study Checklist
	3.1 Aesthetics
	3.2 Agriculture and Forestry Resources
	3.3 Air Quality
	3.4 Biological Resources
	3.5 Cultural Resources
	3.6 Energy
	3.7 Geology and Soils
	3.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions
	3.9 Hazards and Hazardous Materials
	3.10 Hydrology and Water Quality
	3.11 Land Use and Planning
	3.12 Mineral Resources
	3.13 Noise
	3.14 Population and Housing
	3.15 Public Services
	3.16 Recreation
	3.17 Transportation
	3.18 Tribal Cultural Resources
	3.19 Utilities and Service Systems
	3.20 Wildfire
	3.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance

	4 References and Preparers
	4.1 References Cited
	4.2 List of Preparers


	Board Presentation on Edgehill (E) Reservoir

	8--DIVISION REPORTS
	9--CAPITAL OUTLAY CARRYOVER
	10--ANNUAL WATER RATE ADJUSTMENT
	11--WATER AUTHORITY REPORT
	12.A--REPORTS ON MEETINGS
	12.B--SCHEDULE OF UPCOMING MEETINGS
	13--ITEMS FOR FUTURE AGENDAS
	14--COMMENTS BY DIRECTORS
	15--COMMENTS BY GENERAL COUNSEL
	16--COMMENTS BY GENERAL MANAGER



