COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

“To Enrich Lives Through Effective and Caring Service”

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91803-1331
DONALD L. WOLFE, Director Telephone: (626) 458-5100

www.ladpw.org ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:
P.O. BOX 1460
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91802-1460

IN REPLY PLEASE
REFER TO FILE: W‘O

May 18, 2006

The Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Los Angeles

383 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Supervisors:

LOS ANGELES COUNTY WATERWORKS DISTRICT NO. 37, ACTON
HIGHPOINTE WATER TANK

NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND AUTHORIZATION TO PROCEED
SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 5

3 VOTES

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT YOUR BOARD ACTING AS THE GOVERNING BODY
OF THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY WATERWORKS DISTRICT NO. 37, ACTON:

1. Consider the enclosed Negative Declaration for a proposed one-million-
gallon welded steel tank located within the Highpointe Communities
development in Acton, California, and approximately one mile of
12-inch-diameter water main connecting the tank to the existing water
system; determine that the project will not have a significant impact on the
environment; find that the Negative Declaration reflects the independent
“judgment of the County; and approve the Negative Declaration.

2. Find that the project will have no adverse effect on wildlife resources and
authorize Public Works to complete and file a Certificate of Fee Exemption
with the Executive Officer of the Board.
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PURPOSE/JUSTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

The purpose of this recommended action is to approve the Negative Declaration to
allow the construction of a one-million-gallon tank, approximately 35 feet high and
74 feet in diameter, and approximately one mile of 12-inch-diameter water main.
Presently, the Los Angeles County Waterworks District No. 37, Acton (District), has one
tank in this water pressure zone, which is where the proposed Highpointe Communities
development is located, and is in need of an additional water storage tank in this zone.
The gravity storage water tank is needed to provide domestic water service and fire
protection for future customers of the District, and it will benefit existing District's
customers by providing a second tank in the same zone.:

The Initial Study for this project indicated that the project would not have a significant
effect on the environment. In accordance with the Environmental Document Reporting
Procedures and Guidelines adopted by your Board on November 17, 1987, a Negative
Declaration was prepared and circulated for public review.

Based upon the Initial Study and comments received on the draft Negative Declaration,
we have determined that the proposed project will not have a significant effect on the
environment. Therefore, approval of the Negative Declaration is appropriate at this
time.

Implementation of Strategic Plan Goals

This action meets the County Strategic Plan Goal of Service Excellence as it would
provide better domestic and fire flow water service to the Acton community in
a cost-effective manner. -

FISCAL IMPACT/FINANCING

There will be no impact on the County’s General Fund. The project will be funded by
Highpointe Communities.

FACTS AND PROVISIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

Under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), any lead agency preparing a
Negative Declaration must provide a public notice within a reasonable period of time
prior to certification of the Negative Declaration. To comply with this requirement, a
public notice, pursuant to Section 21092 of the Public Resources Code, was published
in the Acton Agua Dulce News on February 27, 2006, and March 6, 2006. A copy of the
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draft Negative Declaration was provided to the Canyon Country Jo Anne Darcy Library
for public review. In addition, copies of the draft Negative Declaration were sent to the
agencies listed in Exhibit A.

During the public review period, we received comments from the California Department
of Transportation (Caltrans), see Exhibit B. Caltrans’ letter recommends that
construction-related traffic on State highways be limited to off-peak commute periods
and that a Caltrans permit is required for oversized or overweight vehicles on State
highways. These mitigations will be included in the construction contract documents for
the proposed tank.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

CEQA requires public agency decision makers to document and consider environmental
implications of their actions.

The Negative Declaration was written pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines of 1970, as
amended (Division 13, California Public Resources Code), and the CEQA Guidelines
(Division 6, California Administrative Code).

Upon approval of the Negative Declaration by your Board, we will file
a Certificate of Fee Exemption with the Executive Officer of the Board. A $25 handling
fee will be paid to the Executive Officer of the Board for processing. We will also file
a Notice of Determination in accordance with the requirements of Section 21152(a) of
the California Public Resources Code.

IMPACT ON CURRENT SERVICES (OR PROJECTS)

There will be no negative impact on current County services or projects during the
performance of the recommended action.
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CONCLUSION

Upon Board approval, please return one adopted copy of this letter to Public Works,
Waterworks and Sewer Maintenance Division.

Respectfully submitted,

DONALD L. WOLFE
Director of Public Works

GE:jtz

BDL2228

Enc.

cc: Chief Administrative Office
County Counsel



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
WATERWORKS DISTRICT NO. 37, ACTON
NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FOR
HIGHPOINTE 1.0 MG WATER STORAGE RESERVOIR (3483 P2)

1. Location and Brief Description

The proposed project is located in the Los Angeles County Waterworks District
No. 37, Acton (District), within the Highpointe Communities Tract No. 52883 as
shown on Exhibit A. The project consists of constructing a 1.0 million gallon (MG)
welded steel tank and approximately one mile of a 12-inch-diameter water main.
The proposed tank will be 35 feet high and 74 feet in diameter. The tank is needed
to store water for domestic and fire protection needs of existing and future
customers. The12-inch-diameter water main is needed to connect the tank to the
existing water system.

Il Mitigation Measures Included in the Project to Avoid Potentially Significant Effects

No significant environmental effects were identified. However, mitigation measures
are discussed in Section VI of the Initial Study.

IR Finding of No Significant Effect

Based on the attached Initial Study, it has been determined that the project will not
have a significant effect on the environment.

Attach.



INITIAL STUDY OF ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
WATERWORKS DISTRICT NO. 37, ACTON
HIGHPOINTE 1.0 MG WATER STORAGE RESERVOIR (3483 PZ)

Project Title
HIGHPOINTE 1.0 MG WATER STORAGE RESERVOIR

Lead Agency Name and Address

Los Angeles County Department of Public Works
Waterworks and Sewer Maintenance Division
900 South Fremont Avenue, Alhambra, CA 91803

Contact Person and Phone Number

Greg Even - (626) 300-3331

Project Location

The proposed project site is located in the unincorporated northwestern portion of
Los Angeles County, within the community of Acton, as shown on Exhibit A.

Project Sponsor=s Name and Address

Los Angeles County Department of Public Works
Waterworks and Sewer Maintenance Division
900 South Fremont Avenue, Alhambra, CA 91803

General Plan Designation

Residential

Zoning

A-2-1 (Heavy Agriculture — one acre minimum)



10.

Description of Project

The project consists of constructing a 1.0 million-gallon (MG) welded steel tank and
approximately one mile of a 12-inch-diameter water main. The proposed tank will
be 35 feet high and 74 feet in diameter and will be located in lots 41 and 42 of Tract
No. 52883. The tank is needed to store water for domestic and fire protection needs
of existing and future customers. The12-inch-diameter water main is needed to
connect the tank to the existing water system. The water main will connect to the
existing water system at the intersection of Crown Valley Road and Bandell Street.
The alignment for the water main will extend north along Crown Valley Road to
North Brinville Road, and then north on Brinville Road to Dwight Lee Street (future).
The tank will be located approximately 500 feet west of Brinville Road, adjacent to
Dwight Lee Street (future). All the facilities will be located within public rights of way
and within District property.

Surrounding Land Uses and Environmental Setting

A) Project Site - The proposed project is located in the Los Angeles County
Waterworks District No. 37, Acton (District), within the Highpointe Communities
Tract No. 52883 as shown on Exhibit A. The final grade elevation for the tank
site will be 3,450 feet.

B) Surrounding Properties - The topography of the surrounding project is level to
moderately hilly. The project is surrounded by vacant properties covered by low-
lying shrubs and brush.

Other Agencies Whose Approval is Required (and Permits Needed)

County of Los Angeles (excavation permit)



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" or "Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated," as indicated by the
checklist on the following pages.

____Aesthetics ___Agriculture Resources ___Air Quality
____Biological Resources ____ Cultural Resources ____Geology/Soils
____Hazards & Hazardous Materials ___ Hydrology/Water Quality ___Land Use/Planning
___ Minerail Resources ___Noise ___ Population/Housing
____Public Services ___Recreation __ Transportation/Traffic
____ Utilities/Service Systems __Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

X __1find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

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

__1find 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.

____Ifind that although the proposed project would 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.

_/@%_,QL February 13, 2006
Signattre Date

Greg Even ’ LACDPW
Printed Name For




ATTACHMENT A
DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS

HIGHPOINTE 1.0 MG WATER STORAGE RESERVOIR (3483 PZ)

AESTHETICS - Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Less than significant impact. The proposed water storage tank will be
situated in a manner or screened to minimize the visual disruption of the
surrounding landscape.

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

No impact. The proposed project will not affect scenic resources, trees, rock
outcroppings, or historical buildings within a State scenic highway. Thus, the
project will have no impact on a State scenic highway.

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site
and its surroundings?

Less than significant impact. The proposed water storage tank will be
situated in a way or screened to minimize the visual disruption of the
surrounding landscape. The tank will be painted with a desert beige color to
also help minimize the visual disruption.

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

No impact. The proposed project will not include additional lighting systems or

propose structures that could resultin glare. Therefore, the proposed project will
have no impact on day or nighttime views in the area.
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AGRICULTURE 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. Would the project:

a)

b)

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 nonagricultural use?

No impact. The proposed project location is not used for agricultural purposes
or as farmland. Thus, the project will have no impact on farmland.

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

No impact. There is no active agriculture and no Williamson Act issues in the
project area. Thus, the proposed project will not impact any existing zoning for
agricultural uses or cancellation of Williamson Act contracts.

Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to
nonagricultural use?

No impact. The proposed project does not involve changes in the existing
environment that could result in the conversion of Farmland to nonagricultural
use.

AIR QUALITY - Where available, the significance criteria established by the

applicable air quality management or air pollution control district may be
relied upon to make the following determinations. Would the project:

a)

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

No impact. The County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works currently
complies with dust control measures enforced by the South Coast Air Quality
Management District and the Air Quality Management Plan. The proposed
project will not conflict with current implementation of the applicable air quality
plan.
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b)

d)

Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation?

No impact. Aside from temporary, short-term impacts during construction,
which activities are anticipated to occur during daylight hours, Monday through
Friday, the proposed project will have no effect upon air quality. In addition,
LACDPW's standard contract documents require construction contractors to
equip all machinery and equipment with suitable air pollution control devices,
and to use dust control measures such as sweeping and/or watering to control
dust emissions created by construction activity, thereby further limiting potential
impacts. When transporting excess excavated material, the contractor will be
required to cover material with a tarp to reduce dust emissions and prevent
falling debris.

Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant
for which the project region is nonattainment under an applicable Federal
or State ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

No impact. Project specifications will require the contractor to comply with all
Federal and State emission control regulations. The proposed project
construction will not lead to emissions which exceed thresholds for ozone
precursors. Therefore, the proposed project will have no impact on ambient air
quality standards..

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less than significant impact. Sensitive receptors in the area may be
subjected to dust and construction equipment emission during project
construction. Project specifications would require the contractor to control dust
by appropriate means such as sweeping and/or watering and comply with all
applicable air pollution control regulations. The impact is considered to be less
than significant since the exposure would be temporary and precautions will be
taken to mitigate exposure to pollutants.

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

No Impact. The proposed project will not produce any objectionable odors that
would affect a substantial number of people.
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Iv.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES - Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

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

No impact. No sensitive or special status species as identified by the California
Department of Fish and Game or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service are known
to exist at the project site. Thus, the proposed project will have no impact on
sensitive or special status species or their respective habitat.

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?

No impact. Therefore, there will be no adverse impact on riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community..

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to,
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

No impact. The proposed project does not involve any federally protected
wetland habitat. Therefore, the proposed project will not impact wetland habitat.

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?

No impact. The site does not provide important corridors for wildlife movement
or nursery opportunities. Therefore, there will be no impact on resident or
migratory fish or wildlife nursery sites.

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

No impact. No known locally protected biological resources exist at the project

site. Therefore, the proposed project will not conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological resources

Page 4 of 15



f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan;
Natural Community Conservation Plan; or other approved local, regional,
or State Habitat Conservation Plan?

No impact. No known adopted habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan exists within the project site. Therefore, the proposed project
will have no impact on any of these plans.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES - Would the project:

a-d) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
or archaeological resource as defined in Section 15064.5; directly or
indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource, site, or unique
geologic feature; or disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside formal cemeteries?

No impact. A records search was performed for the project, including a review
of all recorded archaeological sites within a 2-mile radius of the project site, as
well as a review of cultural resources reports on file. No archaeological sites
were identified within a 2-mile radius of the project site. However, if any cultural
resources, including human remains, are discovered during the construction, the
contractor shall cease excavation and contact a specialist to examine the project
site as required by project specifications. Thus, the effects of the proposed
project on these resources are not considered significant.

VIi. GEOLOGY AND SOILS - Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as 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.

No impact. The project is not located within the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map. Thus, the location of the project site has no potential
substantial adverse effects.

if) Strong seismic ground shaking?
Less than significant impact. Although the project area has not been the
epicenter of any known earthquake, (nearby fault information). The

proposed project will have a less than significant impact related to seismic
ground shaking.
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VILI.

b)

d)

ili) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
No impact.

iv) Landslides?
No impact. (need geotechnical report).

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

No impact. The proposed project will not create any additional water surface
runoff or create a loss of topsaoil.

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?

No impact. The project is not located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable.
The project itself would not create any soil instability.

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

No impact. The project is not located on expansive soils.

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?

No impact. All existing wastewater disposal systems will remain intact and
there are no new septic facilities proposed at the project site. Therefore, the
project will have no impact on the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS - Would the project:

a)

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

No impact. The proposed project does not involve the routine transport, use, or

disposal of hazardous materials. Therefore, the project will have no impact on
the transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials
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b-c) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through

d)

g)

reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the environment or emit hazardous
emissions or handle hazardous materials, substances, or wastes within
one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

No impact. The proposed new tank will not involve potential explosives, waste
or any hazardous substances. Any construction contractors must comply with
safety standards specified in Title 8, California Code of Regulations, as enforced
by Cal/OSHA, thereby limiting potential impacts during construction.

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

No impact. The project site is not known to be a hazardous materials site.
Therefore, the proposed project would not create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment.

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

No impact. The proposed project area is not within an airport land use plan and
is not within a two-mile radius of a public airport or public use airport. Therefore,
the proposed project will not result in safety hazards for people residing or
working in the project area.

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

No impact. The proposed project is not located within the vicinity of a private
airstrip. Thus, the proposed project will have no impact relating to a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the project area.

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

No impact. The proposed project will result in a short-term increase in the
number of vehicle trips over the course of construction as a result of construction
traffic; however, the impact upon traffic congestion will not be significant. In
addition, the construction contractor(s) will be required to provide adequate and
safe traffic control measures, including adequate access to adjacent properties,
that will both accommodate local traffic and ensure the safety of travelers within
the project area, thereby further limiting potential impacts.
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VIIl.

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands?

No impact. The proposed project will not expose people or structures to any
significant risks involving wildland fires. Therefore, the proposed project is not
expected to result in adverse impacts related to risks associated with wildland
fires.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY - Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

No impact. The contractor is required to implement Best Management
Practices as required by the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
permit issued to the County by the Regional Water Quality Control Board to
minimize construction impacts on water quality. Therefore, the project will have
no impact on the water quality standards or waste discharge requirements.

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the
production rate of preexisting nearby wells would drop to a level which
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits
have been granted)?

No impact. The proposed project will not result in the use of any water that
would result in a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the groundwater
table. As a result, the project will not deplete groundwater supplies. Therefore,
no impacts to groundwater supplies or groundwater recharge are anticipated to
occur. :

c-d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a
manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site
or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner
which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

No impact. The construction of the proposed project will not alter the present

flow patterns. Therefore, the proposed project will have no impact on erosion,
siltation, or on the rate or amount of surface runoff.
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e)

g)

h)

)

Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff?

No impact. The construction of the proposed project will not result in additional
surface water runoff. Thus, the impact of the proposed project on the existing or
planned storm water drainage systems is not expected to have adverse affects.

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

No impact. The contractor is required to adhere to applicable Best
Management Practices to minimize any degradation to water quality during
construction. Therefore, the proposed project will not impact or degrade water
quality.

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a Federal
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?

No impact.v The proposed project will not place any housing within a 100-year
flood hazard area.

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede
or redirect flood flows?

No impact. The proposed project will not place any structures within a 100-year
flood hazard area, which may impede or redirect flood flows.

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or
dam?

No impact. The proposed project will not expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving flooding.

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
No impact. The project site is mostly within moderately hilly terrain with no

water body in its proximity. Therefore, the project will not cause any inundation
by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow.
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IX.

LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the project:

a)

b)

Physically divide an established community?

No impact. The proposed project will not physically divide the existing
community.

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an
agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to, the
general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance)
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

No impact. The proposed project does not conflict with any applicable land use
plan, policy, or regulation of any of the agencies with jurisdiction.

Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan?

No impact. The proposed project will not conflict with any habitat conservation
plan or natural community conservation plan adopted by any agency or
community.

MINERAL RESOURCES - Would the project :

a)

b)

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?

No impact. The construction of the proposed project will not deplete any known
mineral resources. Therefore, no impact is anticipated.

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

No impact. The project site is not identified as a mineral resource recovery site
in the local general plan, specific plan, or other land-use plan. Therefore, the
proposed project will have no impact on locally important mineral resource
recovery site.
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XI.

NOISE - Would the project result in:

a)

b)

c-d)

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?

No impact. Noise levels within the proposed project site may increase during
construction. However, the impact is temporary and will be subject to existing
noise ordinances and standards set by U.S. Occupational Safety and Health
Administration. The contractor will be required to comply with the construction
hours specified in the County noise control ordinances. Overall, since the
construction period will last for a short period, the project will not expose people
to severe noise levels. Thus, the impact to severe noise levels is considered
less than significant.

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration
or groundborne noise levels?

No impact. The proposed project will not result in significant adverse impacts
related to exposure of persons to excessive groundborne vibrations or noise
levels.

A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels existing without the project or a substantial temporary
or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?

Less than significant impact. During the construction phase of the project,
there will be some increase in existing noise levels. However, the proposed
project contains no noise-generating features that will result in a permanent
increase in ambient noise level. Due to the short-term nature of the project, the
impact will be less than significant.

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels or for a project within the vicinity of a
private airstrip, would the project expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?

No impact. The proposed project is not located within two miles of a public

airport. Therefore, the proposed project will not expose people residing or
working in the area to excessive noise levels.
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Xil. POPULATION AND HOUSING - Would the project:

a)

Induce substantial population growth in an area either directly (e.g., by
proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (e.g., through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

No impact. Construction of the proposed project is not expected to induce a
substantial increase in population growth within the area directly or indirectly.

b-c) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the

construction of replacement housing elsewhere, or displace substantial
numbers of people necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere? :

No impact. The proposed project will not displace substantial number of
residents or houses, which would create a demand for additional housing
elsewhere.

Xill. PUBLIC SERVICE

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?

No impact. The proposed project will not affect public service and will not result
in a need for new or altered governmental services in fire protection, police
protection, schools, parks, or other public facilities.

XIV. RECREATION

a)

b)

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

No impact. The proposed project will not increase the use of existing
neighborhood or regional parks.

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?

No impact. The proposed project does not include nor require the construction
or expansion of any recreational facilities.
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XV.

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC - Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

g)

Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the existing
traffic load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial
increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio
on roads, or congestion at intersections)?

Less than significant impact. The proposed project will result in a short-term
increase in the number of vehicle trips over the course of construction as a result
of construction traffic; however, the impact upon traffic congestion will not be
significant.

Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard
established by the County Congestion Management Agency for designated
roads or highways?

No impact. The minor increase in traffic in the project area due to construction
vehicles is temporary. Overall, the proposed project will not directly or indirectly
cause traffic to exceed a level of service standard established by the County
Congestion Management Agency for roads or highways in the project area.

Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in
traffic levels or a change in location, that results in substantial safety
risks?

No impact. The proposed project will have no impact on air traffic patterns.

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

No impact. The proposed project does not involve any design features that are
known to constitute safety hazards. Therefore, the project will have no impact
on hazards due to design features.

Result in inadequate emergency access?

No impact. The construction of this project will not result in inadequate
emergency access. Therefore, the project would have no impact on hazards
due to design features.

Result in inadequate parking capacity?
No impact. No impact to parking capacity is expected.

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

No impact. The proposed project will not conflict with adopted policies, plans,
or programs supporting alternative transportation.
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XVLI.

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS - Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional
Water Quality Control Board?

No impact. The project will not result in contamination or an increase in
discharge of wastewater that might affect wastewater treatment. Thus, the
proposed project will have no impact on the wastewater treatment requirements
of the Regional Water Quality Control Board.

Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

No impact. The proposed project will not result in the construction of new water
or wastewater treatment facilities. Therefore, no impact is anticipated.

Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities
or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

Less than significant impact. In order to provide adequate site drainage and
to accommodate tank overflow discharge, the project will include the
construction of a short section of 24-inch drain pipe to control the on-site
drainage. The proposed on-site drainage will not cause any significant
environmental effect. Therefore, the impact upon the environment will not be
significant. :

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

No impact. The proposed project will not result in a need for additional water
supplies. Therefore, the project will have no impact on existing water supply
entitlements and resources.

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?

No impact. No increase in the number of wastewater discharge facilities will

occur as a result of the proposed project. Therefore, the proposed project will
have no impact on wastewater treatment.
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f-g)

Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate
the project's solid waste disposal needs and comply with federal, state,
and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

No impact. Construction of the proposed project may result in excess
excavated materials and construction debris. However, the amount of solid
waste generated will be minimal. Project specifications will require the
contractor to dispose of these materials in accordance to all applicable Federal,
State, or local regulations related to solid waste. The proposed project will not
result in a facility that would generate solid waste. Therefore, there will be no
impact on landfill capacity.

XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a)

b)

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

No impact. Based on findings in this environmental review, the proposed
project does not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish and wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a
plant or animal community, or eliminate important examples of the major periods
of California history or prehistory. Therefore, the impact of the proposed project
on plant community is not expected to cause an adverse impact to the
environment.

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?)

No impact. The proposed project will not have impacts that are individually
limited but cumulatively considerable.

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

No impact. The proposed project will not have a direct or indirect detrimental
environmental impact on human beings.
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

HIGHPOINTE 1.0 MG WATER STORAGE RESERVOIR (3483 PZ)

1)

2)

3)

S)

6)

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

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

"Potential Significant Impact” is appropriate if an effect is significant or potentially significant,
or if the lead agency lacks information to make a finding of insignificance. If there are one
or more "Potential Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is required.

"L.ess Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporation" applies where the incorporation of
mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potential Significant Impact” to a "Less
Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures and
briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation
measures from Section XVIII, "Earlier Analysis," may be cross-referenced).

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other
California Environmental Quality Act process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an

earlier EIR or Negative Declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). Earlier analyses are discussed

in Section XVIlI at the end of the checklist.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). See the sample
question below. A source list should be attached and other sources used or individuals
contacted should be cited in the discussion.



ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

HIGHPOINTE 1.0 MG WATER STORAGE RESERVOIR (3483 PZ2)

Potential Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact With Mitigation Impact
Incorporation
.  AESTHETICS - Would the project:
a) | Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic
vista? X
b) | Substantially damage scenic resources, including,
but not limited to, trees, rock outcrops, and
historic buildings within a State scenic highway? X
c) | Substantially degrade the existing visual character
or quality of the site and its surroundings? X
d) | Create a new source of substantial light or glare
which would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area? X
Il. AGRICULTURE 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 farmiand.
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 Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to nonagricultural
use? X
b) | Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or
a Williamson Act contract? X
¢) | Involve other changes in the existing environment
which, due to their location or nature, could result
in conversion of Farmland to nonagricultural use? X
Ill. AIR QUALITY - Where available, the significance
criteria established by the applicable air quality
management or air pollution control district may be
relied upon to make the following determinations.
Would the project:
a) | Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan? X
b) | Violate any air quality standard or contribute X

substantially to an existing or projected air quality

2




Potential
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

violation?

c)

Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase
of any criteria pollutant for which the project
region is nonattainment under an applicable
Federal or State ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions which exceed
quantitative thresholds for zone precursors)?

d)

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

e)

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of people?

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 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 Department of .
Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

c)

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to,
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

d)

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

e)

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

f)

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

V. CULTURAL RESQURCES - Would the project:




Potential -

Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a)

Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined in
Section 15064.5?

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

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

d)

Disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside of formal cemeteries?

VI.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS - Would the project:

a)

Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving:

i)  Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
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 know fault?
Refer to Division of Mines and Geology
Special Publication 42.

ii)  Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

b)

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?

c)

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

d)

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

e)

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




Potential
Significant
Impact
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Less Than
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Impact

No
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VI

HAZARDS AND HAZAR

DOUS MATERIALS - Would the project:

a)

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

b)

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

c)

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

d)

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

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

f)

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project area?

g)

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

h)

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires,
including where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

VIl

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY - Would the project:

a)

Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements?

b)

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater
table level (e.g., the production rate of preexisting
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Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
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Impact

No
Impact

nearby wells would drop to a level which would not
support existing land uses or planned uses for
which permits have been granted)?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of
the course of a stream or river, in a manner which
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on-
or off-site?

d)

Substantially aiter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of
the course of a stream or river, or substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in flooding on- or off-
site?

e)

Create or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned storm
water drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff?

f)

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

9)

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area
as mapped on a Federal Flood Hazard Boundary
or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood
hazard delineation map?

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect flood
flows?

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury, or death involving flooding, including
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or
dam?

j)

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

LAN

D USE AND PLANNING - Would the project:

Physically divide an established community?

b)

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy,
or regulation of any agency with jurisdiction over
the project (including, but not limited to, the
general plan, specific plan, local coastal program,
or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation

plan or natural community conservation plan?
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X. MINERAL RESOURCES - Would the project:

a)

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

b)

Resuit 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?

Xl.

NO

SE - Would the project result in:

a)

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise
levels in excess of standards established in the
local general plan or ordinance or applicable
standards of other agencies?

b)

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise
levels?

A substantial permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project?

d)

A substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?

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

f)

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise
levels?

Xi.

POPULATION AND HOUSING - Would the project:

a)

Induce substantial population growth in an area,
either directly (e.g., by proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly (e.g., through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)?

b)

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

c)

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

XiiL.

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?

Police protection?

Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

X | X | X | XX

Xiv.

RECREATION

a)

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

b)

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

XV.

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC - Would the project:

a)

Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in
relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of
the street system (i.e., result in a substantial
increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the
volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion
at intersections)?

b)

Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level
of service standard established by the County
Congestion Management Agency for designated
roads or highways?

Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in
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location that results in substantial safety risks?

d)

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

Result in inadequate emergency access?

f)

Resuilt in inadequate parking capacity?

g)

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus
turnouts, bicycle racks)?

XVL

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS - Would the proj

ect:

a)

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?

b)

Require or result in the construction of new water
or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

Require or result in the construction of new storm
water drainage facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

d)

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve
the project from existing entitlements and
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements
needed?

Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider, 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?

f)

Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted
capacity to accommodate the project's solid waste
disposal needs?

Comply with Federal, State, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

XVH.

MA|

NDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a)

Does the project have the potential to 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-




Potential Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact With Mitigation Impact
Incorporation

sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict
the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal,
or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?

b) | 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.) X

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

XVIiil. DISCUSSION OF WAYS TO MITIGATE SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS

Section 15041 (a) of the State California Environmental Quality Act guidelines states that a lead agency for a project has
authority to require changes in any or all activities involved in the project in order to lessen or avoid significant effects on
the environment. No significant effects have been identified. However, the following mitigation measures have been
included:

Aesthetics

$  Situate the location of the water storage tank in a way that minimizes the visual disruption of the surrounding
landscape.

$  Use of natural or manmade screening to minimize the visual disruption of the surrounding landscape.
Air Quality

$  Control dust by appropriate means, such as watering and/or sweeping.
$  Compliance with applicable air pollution control regulations.

Geology and Soils

$  Proper removal and disposal of excess soils and excavated materials.
$  Proper compaction of soils based on County standards and guidelines.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

$  Proper maintenance of all construction equipment.
$  Compliance with all applicable laws and ordinances regarding chemical cleanup.

Hydrology and Water Quality

$  Compliance with all applicable Best Management Practices as required by the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System permit issued to the County by the Regional Water Quality Control Board.
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Noise

$  Compliance with all applicable noise and ordinances during construction.
$  Construction activities would be restricted to the County appointed construction times.

Transportation/Traffic

$  Advance notification of all street and/or lane closures and detours to all emergency service agencies.
$  Clear delineations and barricades to designate through traffic lanes.
$  Compliance with all applicable laws and ordinances regarding the transportation routes for the haul of material.

C:\MyFiles\Dist 37\ND for 1.0 MG Tank\Environmental Checklist.DOC

11




South Central Coastal Information Center
California Historical Resources Information System
California State University, Fullerton
Department of Anthropology
800 North State College Boulevard
Fullerton, CA 92834-6846
714.278.5395 / FAX 714.278.5542
anthro.fullerton.edu/sccic.htm! - sccic@fullerton.edu

Ventura
Los Angeles
Orange

- November 22, 2005 SCCIC# 6067.3243

Mr. Greg Even

County of Los Angeles

Department of Public Works

Waterworks and Sewer Maintenance Division
(Water Works Branch)

900 South Fremont Ave.

Alhambra, CA 91803

626-300-3331

RE: Records Search for Site Location Los Angeles County Waterworks District No. 37, Acton
One Million Gallon Highpointe Tank (3483 PZ) and 12-Inch Diameter Feedline Project

Dear Mr. Even,

As per your request received on November 3, 2005 a records search was conducted for
the above referenced project. This search includes a review of all recorded archaeological sites
within a 1/2-mile radius of the project site as well as a review of cultural resource reports on
file. In addition, the California Points of Historical Interest (PHI), the California Historical
Landmarks (CHL), the California Register of Historical Places (CR), the National Register of
Historic Places (NR), the California State Historic Resources Inventory (HRI), and the City of Los
Angeles Historic-Cultural Monuments listings were reviewed for the above referenced project
site. The following is a discussion of the findings.

Due to the sensitive nature of cultural resources, archaeological site locations are not
released.

Ritter Ridge USGS 7.5° Quadrangle
ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES:

No archaeological sites have been identified within a 1/2-mile radius of the project site.
No sites are located within the project site. This does not preclude the potential for
archaeological sites to be identified during project activities.



HISTORIC RESOURCES:

A review of the Lancaster (1958) 15’ USGS historic map indicated that fourteen
unimproved dirt roads and two intermittent streams fell within the 1/2-mile search radius.

The California Point of Historical Interest (2004) of the Office of Historic Preservation,
Department of Parks and Recreation, lists no properties within a 1/2-mile radius of the project
site. |

The California Historical Landmarks (2004) of the Office of Historic Preservation,
Department of Parks and Recreation, lists no properties within a 1/2-mile radius of the project
site.

The California Register of Historical Places (2004) lists no properties within a 1/2-mile
radius of the project site. These are properties determined to have a National Register of
Historic Places Status of 1 or 2, or are a California Historical Landmark numbering 770 and
higher. :

The National Register of .Historic Places lists no properties within a 1/2-mile radius of the
project site.

The City of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monuments lists no properties within a 1/2-mile
radius of the project site. '

The California Historic Resources Inventory (2004) lists no properties that have been
evaluated for historical significance within a 1/2-mile radius of the project site.

PREVIOUS CULTURAL RESOURCES INVESTIGATIONS:

Four studies (LA529, LA1369, LA4666*, and LA5919) have been conducted within a 1/2-
mile radius of the project site. Of these, one is located within the project site. There are four
additional investigations located on the Ritter Ridge 7.5" USGS Quadrangle that are potentially
within a 1/2-mile radius of the project site. These reports are not mapped due to insufficient
locational information.

(* = Located within the project site)

RECOMMENDATIONS

The records indicate most of the project site was surveyed for cultural resources
in a 1999 study (LA4666). The study concluded, “The Phase I survey found no evidence
of aboriginal habitation or concerted historical use of the project area. Therefore, no
further archaeological recommendations are set forward, except in the event that
buried cultural resources are unearthed during construction activities; then all work
must halt at that locality until such resources can be properly evaluated by a qualified
archaeologist”, (Romani 1999:8).



As for the portion of the un-surveyed project site, a halt-work condition should
also be in place. In the event cultural resources are encountered, all work within the
vicinity of the find should stop. A professional archaeologist should be retained to
assess such finds and make a recommendation.

If any building(s) 45 years and older will be affected by the proposed project, it is
recommended that the building(s) be assessed and evaluated for potential historical
significance.

The professional archaeologist you retain may request the records search map,
archaeological site records, and bibliography from the Information Center by referencing the
SCCIC number listed above for a fee (per the fee schedule). .

If you have any questions regarding the results presented herein, please contact the
office at 714.278.5395 Monday through Thursday 8:00 am to 3:30 pm.

Should you require any additional information for the above referenced project,
reference the SCCIC number listed above when making inquiries. Requests made after initial
invoicing will result in the preparation of a separate invoice. '

Sincerely,

Enclosures:

) Invoice #6067.3243
X) Referral List



South Central Coastal Information Center
California Historical Resources Information System
Department of Anthropology
California State University, Fullerton

800 North State College Boulevard
Fullerton, CA 92834-6846 .
714-278-5395 / FAX 714-278-5542 / sccic@fullerton.edu

Ventura
Los Angeles
Orange

REFERRAL LIST FOR HISTORICAL RESOURCES CON SULTANTS

This is a partial, alphabetically ordered, list of individuals, firms and institutions which meet
minimum qualifications to perform identification, evaluation, registration, and treatment activities within
the profession under which they are listed in compliance with federal and state environmental laws. It is
composed of all individuals who have requested listing by this Information Cérniter and who have
satisfactorily documented that they meer the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards (S1S) for that
profession. Inclusion on this list is determined solely on this evaluation and not on a review of current
work.

The Information Center provides a copy of this list without charge when field inspection is -
recommended or upon request. -

This list has been prepared in accordance with guidelines stipulated by the State. Inclusion on
this list does not constitute endorsement or recommendation by the State or this Information Center.

_ Questions regarding this Referral List may be directed to John Thomas, Coordinator of the
California Historical Resources Information System, Office of Historic Preservation, at (916) 653-6624.

ARCHAEOQLOGY

Applied EarthWorks, Inc. -

Melinda C. Horne, Susan K. Goldberg, M. Colleen Hamilton, Nina M. Harris, Kholood M.
Abdo-Hintzman, and Marilyn J. Wyss

3292 E. Florida Avenue, Suite A, Hemet, CA 92544-4941

(909) 766-2000 / FAX (909) 766-0020

Archaeological Advisory Group

James Brock

P.O. Box 491, Pioneertown, CA 92268-0491
(760) 228-1142 / FAX (760) 369-4002

Archaeological Associates

David M. Van Horn and Laura S. White
P.O. Box 180, Sun City, CA 92586
(909) 244-1783 / FAX (909) 244-0084

Archaeological Consulting Services (ACS)

John Stephen Alexandrowicz

P.O. Box 39, 13826 Pollard Drive, Lytle Creek, CA 92358
(909) 887-0795 / Alexarcheo@aol.com




California State University, Sonoma

Anthropological Studies Center

Adrian Praetzellis, Mary Praetzellis, Psota Sunshine, Suzanne Stewart, Erica Gibson, Grace
Ziesing, Jack Meyer, and Mike Meyer

Building 29, 1801 East Cotati Ave, Building 29, Rohnert Park, CA 94928—3609

(707) 664-2381 / FAX (707) 664-4155 / www.sonoma.edu/projects/asc/ / asc@sonoma.edu .

California State University, Stanislaus

Institute For Archaeological Research

L. Kyle Napton .

801 W. Monte Vista Avenue, Turlock, CA 95382

(209) 667-3060 / FAX (209) 667-3324 / Inapton@toto.csustan.edu

Compass Rese Archaeological, Inc.
. John F. Romani
6206 Peach Avenue, Van Nuys, CA 91411

(818) 989-0656 / jrcompass@earthlink.net

CRM Tech

Michael Hogan

4472 Orange Street, Riverside, CA 92501
(909) 784-3051 / FAX (909) 784-2987

Dillon, Brlan D.
16007 Lemarsh Street, North Hills, CA 91343
(818) 893-3468

Discovery Works, Inc.

Beth Padon

235 East Broadway, Suite 980, Long Beach, CA 90802

(562) 432-1801 / FAX (562) 432-1811 / bpadon@discoveryworks.com

ECORP Consulting, Inc.

Roger D. Mason

412 E. State Street, Redlands, CA 92373

(909) 307-0046 / FAX (909) 307-0056 / www.ecorpconsulting.com

Mitchell R. Childress
" 2100 Embarcadero St., Suite 105, Oakland, CA 94606
(510) 434-0151 / Fax (510) 434-0155 / mchildress@ecorpconsulting.com

EDAW, Inc.

Rebecca Apple, Christy Dolan, and Andrew York

1420 Kettner Blvd., Suite 620, San Diego, CA 92101
(619) 233-1454 / FAX (619) 233-0952
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Keith Companies, The

Gavin Archer

19 Technology Drive, Irvine, CA 92618-2334

(949) 923-6151 / Fax (949) 923-6114 / http://www keithco.com/culturalresources.htm

King, Chester o
P.O. Box 826, Topanga CA 90290
(310) 455-2981

Lewis, Brandon
1232 18" St., #C, Santa Monica, CA 90404
(310) 453-0678

LSA Associates, Inc.

Ivan H. Strudwick and Deborah McLean

20 Executive Park, Suite 200 Irvine, CA 92614
(949) 553-0666

Randy Groza, John Kelley, George McKale, and Andrew Pulcheon

157 Park Place, Point Richmond, CA 94801

(510) 236-6810 / FAX (510) 236-3480

andrew.pulcheon@lsa-assoc.com, randy.groza@]lsa-assoc.com, george.mckale@lsa-assoc.com,
john, Kellev@lsa—assoc com, www.lsa-assoc.com

MACTEC Engineering and Consulting, Inc.

Charles D. Zeier and Vickie L. Clay

1572 East College Parkway, Suite 162, Carson City, Nevada 89706

(775) 888-9992 / FAX (775) 888-9994 / cdzeier@mactec.com or viclay@mactec.com

McKenna et al.

Jeanette A. McKenna

6008 Friends Avenue, Whittier, CA 90601
(562) 696-3852

NCR Consulting

Raymond Benson

22242 Knolls Drive, Grass Valley, CA 95949
- (530) 268-7345 / rbenson@lanset.com

Pacific West Archaeology

Brian K. Glenn

P.O. Box 578, Julian, CA 92036-0578

(760) 765-1289 / FAX (760) 7652989 / BGlenn@pacificwestarch.com
www.PacificWestArch.com

PAST, Inc.

Barbie S. Getchell .

18034 Ventura Blvd. #202, Encino, CA 91316-3516 '
(818) 349-3353 / FAX (818) 743-7582 / past@earthlink.net / www.past-crm.com
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Shepard Consulting Services
Richard Shepard _
12110 Slauson Avenue, Suite 9, Santa Fe Springs, CA 90670

Solano Archaeological Services
Jason Coleman
104 Sunset Avenue, Suite E #120
Suisun City, CA 94585-2064
(707) 718-1416 / FAX (707) 422-7158
admin(@solanoarchaeology.com / www.solanoarchaeology.com

Statistical Research, Inc. (SRI)

Donn R.Grenda and John G. Douglass

P.O. Box 390

21 West Stuart Avenue, Redlands, CA 92374

(909) 335-1896 / FAX (909) 335-0808 / www.sricrm.com

Summit Environmental Solutions
813 North Plaza Street, Carson City, NV 89701
(775) 888-8889 / FAX (775) 888-8899

Swope, Karen K.
P.O. Box 10451, San Bernardino, CA 92423-0451

Tetra Tech

Fred E. Budinger

348 West Hospitality Lane, San Bernardino, CA 92408-3216

(909) 381-1674, ext. 247 / FAX (909) 889-1391 / fred.budinger@tetratech.com or
fbudinger@aol.com

TRC Alton Geoscience

Victoria D. Vargas _

21A Technology Drive, Irvine, CA 92618
(949) 753-0101

URS Corporation
Brian W. Hatoff
500 12" Street, Suite 200, Oakland, CA 94607

Bryon Bass
30 Robin Hill Road, Suite 100
Santa Barbara, CA 93117

2020 East First Street, Suite 400

Santa Ana, CA 92705
(714) 433-7603 / FAX (714) 433-7701
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Archaeological Associates

David M. Van Horn

P.O. Box 180, Sun City, CA 92586
(909) 244-1783 / FAX (909) 244-0084

Archaeological Consulting Services (ACS)
John Stephen Alexandrowicz

' P.O. Box 39, 13826 Pollard Drive, Lytle Creek, CA 92358
(909) 887-0795 / Alexarcheo(@aol.com

Architectural Resources Group

Bruce Judd and Bridget Maley .

Pier 9, The Embarcadero, San Franciso, CA 94111

(415) 421-1680 / FAX (415) 421-0127 / bridget@argsf.com / www.argsf.com

Brian F. Smith and Associates

Larry J. Pierson, Brian F. Smith

14678 Ibex Court, San Diego, CA 92129
(858) 484-0915 / FAX (858) 484-0988

Brunzell, David
2001 Linda Rosa Court #5, Pasadena, CA 91107
(626) 796-0519 / brun73@hotmail.com

California State University, Sonoma

Anthropological Studies Center

‘Adrian Praetzellis

Building 29, 1801 East Cotati Ave, Rohnert Park, CA 94928-3609

(707) 664-2381 / FAX (707) 664-4155 / www.sonoma.edu/projects/asc/ / asc@sonoma.edu

CRM Tech
Bai “Tom” Tang
4472 Orange Street, Riverside, CA 92501
(909) 784-3051 / FAX (909) 784-2987

Design Aid Architects

c/o Jeffrey B. Samudio

6404 Hollywood Boulevard, Suite 414, Hollywood, CA 90028 6241
(323) 962-4585 / FAX (323) 962-8280

Earth Tech

Deborah Dobson-Brown and Pamela Daly

1461 East Cooley Drive, Suite 100, Colton, CA 92324
(909) 554-5000 / FAX (909) 424-1924

Eckford, Wendel
556 South Fairoaks #101-332, Pasadena, CA 91105
(626) 398-8211 / wendelswerk@yahoo.com
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Myra L. Frank & Associates

Richard Starzak

811 W. 7th St., Suite 800, -Los Angeles, CA 90017 ‘
(213) 627-5376 / FAX (213) 627-6853 / rstarzak@myrafrank.com

Painter Preservation & Planuning

Diana J. Painter

2685 A Petaluma Blvd. N, Petaluma, CA 94952
(707) 658-0184 / Diana@preservationplans.com

Paul G. Chace & Associates

Paul G. Chace

1823 Kenora Drive, Escondido, CA 92027
(760) 743-5609 / pchace@sdcoe k12.ca.us

Tang, Bai Tom
25898 Lomas Verdes Street, Redlands, CA 92373
(909) 799-9473

William D. Self Associates, Inc.

Morgan Reider

344 F Street, Suite 100, Chula Vista, CA 91910

(619) 422-6000 / FAX (619) 425-1357 / wselfi@williamself.com / www.williamself.com

ARCHITECTURE

Architectural Resources Group

Bruce Judd, Naomi Miroglio, and Stephen Farneth

Pier 9, The Embarcadero, San Franciso, CA 94111 _

(415) 421-1680 / FAX (415) 421-0127 / bridget@argsf.com or david@argsf.com
www.argsf.com

HISTORY

Applied EarthWorks, Inc.

David Earle, Kevin Hallaran, M. Colleen Hamilton and David Livingston
3292 E. Florida Avenue, Suite A, Hemet, CA 92544-4941

(909) 766-2000 / FAX (909) 766-0020

Archaeological Advisory Group

Christine L. di Iorio ,

P.O. Box 491, Pioneertown, CA 92268-0491
(760) 228-1142 / FAX (760) 369-4002
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Expresss Archaeological Solutions
David E. Wrobleski

13806 Vanowen St., Van Nuys, CA 91405
arklogst@www.earthlink net

Foothill Resources, Ltd.

Judith Marvin

P.O. Box 2040, Murphys, CA 95247
(209) 728-1408

Galvin & Associates

Christeen Taniguchi

3819 Via La Selva, Palos Verdes Estates, CA 90274-1119 .
(310) 375-1029 / FAX (310) 375-1294 / christen@galvinpreservation.com

Greenwood and Associates

Roberta S. Greenwood and Dana N. Slawson
725 Jacon Way, Pacific Palisades, CA 90272
(310) 454-3091 / rsgreenwoo@aol.com

H.E.AR.T.

Robert Wlodarski

8701 Lava Place, West Hills, CA 91304
(818) 340-6676 / robanne@ix.netcom.com

Historic Resources Group (HRG)

Christy J. McAvoy, Andrea Humberger, Christopher Hetzel, and Steve Moga
1728 Whitley Avenue, Hollywood, CA 90028

(323) 469-2349 / FAX (323) 469-0491 / www.HistoricLA.com -

Interdisciplinary Research, Inc.
Nicholas M. Magalousis

P.O. Box 102, Laguna Beach, CA 92652
(949) 494-9808

Kronzek, Lynn C.
145 S. Glenoaks Blvd., #240, Burbank, CA 91502
(818) 843-2625 / Ickronzek@earthlink.net

Leslie Heumann & Associates

Leslie Heumann

600 N. Sierra Bonita Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90036

(323) 651-0399 / FAX (323) 651-4814 / Iheumann@pacbellnet

Lewis, Brandon
1232 18™ St., #C, Santa Monica, CA 90404
(310) 453-0678
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'

Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal Appendix C

Mailto: State Clearinghouse, P. O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 (916) 445-0613

For Hand Delivery/Street Address: 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 SCH #

Project Title: Highpoint 1.0 MG Water Storage Reservoir

Lead Agency: Los Angeles County Department of Public Works Contact Person: Greg Even
Mailing Address: 900 South Fremont Avenue Phone: 626-300-3331
City: Alhambra, CA Zip: 91803 County: Los Angeles

Project Location:

County: Los Angeles City/Nearest Community: Acton
Cross Streets: Brinville Road & Crown Valley Road Zip Code: 93510
Assessor's Parcel No.: 3217 011025 Section: 13 Twp.: SN Range: 13W Base: San Bemadino
Within 2 Miles:  State Hwy #: 14 . Waterways:

Airports: Railways: Schools:

Document Type:

CEQA: O NOP O Draft EIR NEPA: 00 NOI Other: [J Joint Document
O Early Cons O Supplement/Subsequent EIR 0O EA O Final Document
Neg Dec (Prior SCH No.) O Draft EIS O Other
O MitNeg Dec [ Other 0 FONSI

Local Action Type:

O General Plan Update O Specific Plan ’ O Rezone O Annexation
O General Plan Amendment [] Master Plan O Prezone O Redevelopment
I General Plan Element O Planned Unit Development {1 Use Permit O Coastal Permit
0O Community Plan K Site Plan O Land Division (Subdivision, etc.) 1 Other
Development Type:
[ Residential: Units Acres & Water Facilities: Type Stesl Reservoir 1.0MG MGD
O Office: Sq.ft. - Acres Employees O Transportation:  Type :
[ Commercial: Sq.ft. Acres Employees O Mining: Mineral
O Industrial: ~ Sq.fi. Acres Employees O Power: Type MW
0 Educational [J Waste Treatment: Type MGD
O Recreational 0O Hazardous Waste: Type
Total Acres (approx.) O Other:

Project Issues Discussed in Document:

Aesthetic/Visual O Fiscal O Recreation/Parks O Vegetation
Agricultural Land O Flood Plain/Flooding O Schools/Universities Water Quality
Air Quality O Forest Land/Fire Hazard O Septic Systems K Water Supply/Groundwater
Archeological/Historical Geologic/Seismic O Sewer Capacity O Wetland/Riparian
& Biological Resources ® Minerals O Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading [0 Wildlife
O Coastal Zone X Noise O Solid Waste O Growth Inducing
O Drainage/Absorption B Population/Housing Balance Toxic/Hazardous O Land Use
O Economic/Jobs B Public Services/Facilities & Traffic/Circulation O Cumulative Effects
O Other

Project Description: (please use a separate page if necessary)

The project consists of constructing a 1.0 million gallon (MG) welded steel tank and approximately one mile of 12-inch water pipeline. The proposed tank will be 35 feet high and 74 feet
in diameter an will be located in lots 41 and 42 of Tract No. 52883. The tank is needed to store water for domestic and fire protection needs of existing and future customers. The12-
inch water line is needed to connect the tank to the existing water system. The water line will connect to the existing water system at the intersection of Crown Valley Road and Bandell
Street. The alignment for the pipeline will extend north along Crown Valley Road to North Brinville Road, and then north on Brinville Road to Dwight Lee Street (future). The tank will be
located approximately 500 feet west of Brinville Road, adjacent to Dwight Lee Street (future). Al the facilities will be located within public rights of way and within District property.

Note: The State Clearinghouse will assign identification numbers for all new projects. If a SCH number already exists for a
project (e.g. Notice of Preparation or previous draft document) please fill in. Revised 2004



Reviewing Agencies Checklist

Appendix C, continued

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

Air Resources Board :
Boating & Waterways, Department of
California Highway Patrol

Caltrans District#

Caltrans Division of Aeronautics
Caltrans Planning (Headquarters)
Coachella Valley Mountains Conservancy
Coastal Commission

Colorado River Board

Conservation, Department of
Corrections, Department of

Delta Protection Commission
Education, Department of

Energy Commission

S  Fish & Game Region # L

Food & Agriculture, Department of
Forestry & Fire Protection

General Services, Department of
Health Services, Department of
Housing & Community Development
Integrated Waste Management Board
Native American Heritage Commission
Office of Emergency Services

Office of Historic Preservation
Office of Public School Construction
Parks & Recreation

Pesticide Regulation, Department of
Public Utilities Commission
Reclamation Board

Regional WQCB#

Resources Agency

San Joaquin River Conservancy

Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy
State Lands Commission

SWRCB: Clean Water Grants

SWRCB: Water Quality

SWRCB: Water Rights

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

Toxic Substances Control, Department of
Water Resources, Department of

Other

S.F. Bay Conservation & Development Commission
San Gabriel & Lower L.A. Rivers and Mtns Conservancy

Other

Local Public Review Period (to be filled in by lead agency)

Starting Date March 1, 2006

Ending Date March 31, 2006

Lead Agency (Complete if applicable):

Consulting Firm: Applicant:
Address: Address:
City/State/Zip: City/State/Zip:
Contact: Phone:

Phone

Signature of Lead Agency Representative:

Date: _2/27/&L



MAILING LIST

Ms. Terry Roberts

State of California

Office of Research and Planning
State Clearing House

P.O. Box 3044

Sacramento, CA 95812-0310

Mr. James E. Hartl

Regional Planning Department, Current Planning Branch
County of Los Angeles

320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Mr. Larry Eng

Regional Manager

California Department of Fish and Game
4949 Viewridge Avenue

San Diego, CA 92123

Mr. Ray Garwacki
Acton Town Council
P.O. Box 810
Acton, CA 93510

Ms. Susan Broman

Community Library Manager

Canyon Country Jo Anne Darcy Library
18601 Soledad Canyon Road

Canyon Country, CA 91351

EXHIBIT A



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7

100 MAIN STREET, Suite 100

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-3606

PHONE (213) 897-3747

FAX (213)897-1337

TTY (213) 8974937

Flex your power/
Be energy efficient!

March 7, 2006

IGR/CEQA cs/060307 — NEG DEC
County of Los Angeles - Acton
Highpointe 1.0 MG Water Storage Reservoir (3483 PZ)

Vic. LA-14-29.52; SCH # 2006021148
Mr. Greg Even

County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works
Waterworks District No. 37, Acton
900 S. Fremont Ave.

Alhambra, California 91803

Dear Mr. Even:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation in the environmental review process for the
above-mentioned project. Based on the information received, we have the following comments:

We recommend that construction related truck trips on State highways be hmnted to off-peak commute
periods. Transport of over-size or over-weight vehicles on State highways will need a Caltrans
Transportation Permit. The contractor should agree to avoid truck platooning at freeway on/off-ramps.

If you have any questions regarding our comments, please refer to our IGR/CEQA Record number ¢s/060307 and
do not hesitaté to contact me at (213) 897-3747.

Sincerely,

¥ S

Cheryl J. Powell
IGR/CEQA: Program Manager

cc:  Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



