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Introduction

Western Municipal Water District ( WMWD) intends to construct the La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission
Pipeline Project (Project) which will improve the reliability of WMWD's water supply to its own retail
customers and to its wholesale purveyors; to reduce risk of water service interruptions; to reduce possible
water shortages during dry years; and to reduce dependence upon the direct delivery of imported water during
dry year conditions. A description of the Project follows.

Pipeline

The La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission Pipeline would convey potable water between Western M unicipal
Water District’s (WMWD) Arlington Desalter Water Purification Facility and its water transmission facilities
(Mockingbird Canyon Pump Station) near the intersection of Van Buren Boulevard and M ockingbird Canyon
(Figure 1).

At the present time, there is one main alternative alignment being considered as well as two possible subsets.
These are discussed in the following paragraphs.

The main alternative would begin at a new pump station to be constructed near WMWD'’s Arlington Desalter
at 11615 Sterling Avenue in the City of Riverside. The pipeline alignment would follow Sterling Avenuein
awesterly direction to itsintersection with Pierce Street. It would then follow Pierce Street in a southeasterly
direction to its intersection with Indiana Avenue. Along Pierce Street, the alignment would cross under the
Arlington Channel. It would then follow Indiana Avenue in a northeasterly direction to its intersection with
La Sierra Avenue. It would then follow La Sierra Avenue in a southeasterly direction to its intersection with
Cleveland Avenue. It would then follow Cleveland Avenue in a northeasterly direction until its intersection
with Irving Street. It would then follow Irving Street in a southeasterly direction to its intersection with
Firethorn Avenue. It would then generally follow Firethorn Avenue in a southwesterly direction to its
intersection with Van Buren Boulevard. Due to the steepness and tight turns along a portion of Firethorn
Avenue it would be necessary to leave the public right-of-way for a portion of this alignment segment. It
would then follow Van Buren Boulevard in asoutheasterly directionto WMWD’s M ockingbird Canyon Pump
Station.

One subset to this alignment, would also begin at a new pump station to be constructed near WMWD's
Arlington Desalter. It would then follow Sterling Avenue in awesterly direction to itsintersection with Pierce
Street. It would then follow Pierce Street in a southeasterly direction to its intersection with Indiana Avenue.
It would then follow Indiana Avenue in a northeasterly direction to its intersection with Fillmore Street. It
would then follow Fillmore Street in a southeasterly direction of itsintersection with Arizona Avenue. It would
then follow Arizona Avenue in a northeasterly direction to its intersection with La Sierra Avenue. From that
point on, the alignment would be the same as the main alternative.

A second subset would also follow the same alignment as above between the Arlington Desalter and the
intersection of Fillmore Street and Arizona Avenue. At this point, the alignment would extend along Fillmore
Street in a southeasterly direction to its intersection with Victoria Avenue. Within this portion of the
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alignment, it would be necessary to cross under the Riverside Canal. It would then follow Victoria Street in
anortheasterly direction to itsintersection with La Sierra Boulevard. From that point on, the alignment would
be the same as the main alternative.

Pump Station

The pump station would typically be used when the Mills Water Treatment Plant was out of service for
maintenance. Therefore, it would only run a few weeks each year. The pump station would contain either
2,000 horsepower of natural gas engines and 2,000 horsepower of electric motors, or 4,000 horsepower of
electric motors to drive the pumps. More detailed information on the pump station is provided in Table 1.

Table 1
Sterling Pump Station Facility
Location On Sterling Avenue or extension of Sterling Avenue at Pierce St near
the Arlington Desalter at 11615 Sterling Street
Foot Print 70 feet x 100 feet
Pump Lift 570 feet (from approx. 680 ft to 1250 ft USGS hydraulic grade line)
Horsepower at 75% efficiency 4000 horsepower at 45 cubic feet per second at 570 feet of lift

Hydroelectric Facility

The water elevation at the Mills Plant is approximately 1630 feet USGS; thus there is the opportunity to
conserve energy with the construction of a hydroelectric generating facility at the proposed pump station near
the Arlington Desalter. The La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission Pipeline would be constructed with a pipe
wall thickness capable of sustaining pressure created by elevation differences of 660 feet. The pipeline design
would support energy conservation as the water drops approximately 300 feet (after friction losses) from
approximately 1,340 feet hydraulic grade line after pressure reduction near M ockingbird Canyon Road and
Van Buren Boulevard to a hydraulic grade created by the Jurupa Community Services District water tank and
pipeline of approximately 1,000 feet elevation.

More detailed information on the hydroelectric facility is provided in Table 2

Table 2
Sterling Hydro Station
Location Near the Arlington Desalter at 11615 Sterling Street
Foot Print 70 feet x 100 feet
Available Energy for Conservation |300 feet
Kilowatts Generated at 35% 265 kw at 30 cubic feet per second at 300 feet of head
efficiency

K.S. Dunbar & Associates, Inc.
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On December 10, 2007, WMWD mailed copies of the Draft Environmental Impact Report to those in the

following list.
Federal Agencies

Jim Bartel

Ecological Services

Fish and Wildlife Service

U.S. Department of the Interior
6010 Hidden Valley Road
Carlsbad, California 92009

Forrest Vanderbilt, Project M anager
Regulatory Division

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Los Angeles District

Post Office Box 532711

Los Angeles, California 90053-2325

James J. Fletcher, Superintendent
Southern California Agency

Bureau of Indian Affairs

U.S. Department of the Interior

1451 Research Park Drive, Suite 100
Riverside, California 92507-2154

State Agencies

Terry Roberts

State Clearinghouse Director

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research
Post Office Box 3044

Sacramento, California 95812-3044

Curt Taucher, Regional M anager

Eastern Sierra and Inland Deserts, Region 6
California Department of Fish and Game
4665 Lampson Avenue, Suite J

Los Alamitos, California 90720

February 2008
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Mr. Gerard Thibeault, Executive Officer

California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana Region
3737 Main Street, Suite 500

Riverside, California 92501-3339

Hans Kreutzberg

Office of Historic Preservation

California Department of Parks and Recreation
Post Office Box 942896

Sacramento, California 94296-0001

Nadell Gayou

California Resources Agency

Post Office Box 942836
Sacramento, California 94236-0001

Debbie Pilas-Treadway

Associate Governmental Program Analyst
Native American Heritage Commission
915 Capitol Mall, Room 364

Sacramento, California 95814

Dick Doyle, Planning Division Chief
California Department of Transportation
464 West Fourth Street, 6" Floor

San Bernardino, California 92401

J. Steven Williams, P.E.

District Engineer

Southern California Drinking Water Field Operations Branch
Department of Health Services

1350 Front Street, Room 2050

San Diego, California 92101

Veronica Malloy

Environmental Review Unit
Drinking Water Program
Department of Health Services
P.O. Box 997413

Sacramento, California 95899-7413

K.S. Dunbar & Associates, Inc.
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Regional Agencies

Steve Smith, Ph.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA Section
South Coast Air Quality Mgmt. District
Post Office Box 4939

Diamond Bar, California 91765-0939

Celeste Cantu, General Manager

Santa Ana Watershed Project Authority
11615 Sterling Avenue

Riverside, CA 92503

County Agencies

Teresa Tung, Senior Civil Engineer

Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
1995 Market Street

Riverside, California 92501

George Johnson, P.E.
Department of Transportation
County of Riverside

Post Office Box 1090

Riverside, California 92502-1090

Ron Goldman, Director
Planning Department
County of Riverside

Post Office Box 1409
Riverside, California 92501

City Agencies

Ken Guiterrez. AICP
Planning Director

City of Riverside

3900 Main Street
Riverside, California 92522

February 2008 5
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Siobhan Foster

Director of Public Works
City of Riverside

3900 Main Street
Riverside, California 92522

Brad Robbins, Assistant City M anager
City of Corona

400 South Vicentia Avenue

Corona, California 92882-3238

Bill Thompson, Public Works Director
City of Norco

1281 Fifth Street

Norco, CA 92860

Interested Entities

Sherry Teresa, Executive Director
Center for Natural Lands M anagement
425 E. Alvarado Street, Suite H
Fallbrook, California 92028-2960

Marina Ortega

California Indians for Cultural and Environmental Protection
P.O. Box 497

Santa Y sabel, CA 92070

George Hague

Sierra Club-San Gorgonio Chapter
26711 lronwood Avenue

Moreno Valley, CA 92555-1906

Eldon Horst, General M anager
Jurupa Community Services District
11201 Harrel Street

Mira Loma, California 91752

Carl Shiloh, General M anager
Home Gardens Sanitary District
13538 Magnolia Avenue
Corona, California 92879-2032
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Lori M. Stone, Executive Director
March Joint Powers Authority
P.O. Box 7480

Moreno Valley, California 92552

Ron Y oung, General M anager

Elsinore Valley Municipal Water District
P.O. Box 3000

Lake Elsinore, CA 92531-3000

Utilities

Southern California Edison
Post Office Box 800
Rosemead, California 91770-0800

Verizon — Executive Offices
CEQA Review

1 Baxter Way

Westlake, California 91362-3889

Kenneth J. Velasquez

Technical Services Supervisor
South Inland Division

The Gas Company

1981 W. Lugonia

Redlands, California 92374-9720

Subsequently on December 11, 2007, the State Clearinghouse mailed copies of the DEIR to those State
agencies noted below and established a 45-day public comment period that closed on January 24, 2008.

Resources Agency

Department of Fish and Game, Region 6
Department of Parks and Recreation

Department of Water Resources

California Highway Patrol

Caltrans, District 8

Department of Health Services

Air Resources Board, M ajor Industrial Projects
State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Water Rights
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 8
Department of Toxic Substances Control

Native American Heritage Commission

K.S. Dunbar & Associates, Inc.
February 2008 7 Environmental Engineering




Consultation Summary
La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission Pipeline
Western Municipal Water District

Responses to the Draft Environmental Impact Report

During the 45-day public review period, responses to the Draft Environmental Impact Report were received
from the following:

Federal Agencies
None.
State Agencies

Terry Roberts

Director, State Clearinghouse

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research
Post Office Box 3044

Sacramento, California 95812-3044

Nancy Dagle

Environmental Scientist

CDHS Environmental Review Unit
California Department of Public Health
Post Office Box 997377

Sacramento, California 95899-7377

Dave Singleton

Program Analyst

Native American Heritage Commission
915 Capitol Mall, Room 364
Sacramento, California 95814

Glenn Robertson, Engineering Geologist

CEQA Coordinator

California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana Region (8)
3737 Main Street, Suite 500

Riverside, California 92501-3348

Greg Holmes, Unit Chief

Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch - Cypress Office
California Department of Toxic Substances Control

5796 Corporate Avenue

Cypress, California 90630

K.S. Dunbar & Associates, Inc.
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Regional Agencies
None.
County Agencies
Teresa Tung, Senior Civil Engineer
Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
1995 Market Street
Riverside, California 92501
City Agencies
Ken Gutierrez, AICP
Planning Director
Community Development Department
3900 Main Street
Riverside, California 92522
Interested Agencies
None.
Utilities
None.

WMWD’s Responses to Comments on the DEIR

Copies of the actual comment letters are included in Appendix A of this document. The comments are
summarized below followed by WMWD' s responses:

State Clearinghouse
In his January 25, 2008 letter to Jeffrey D. Sims, Terry Roberts, Director, State Clearinghouse stated:

This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for
draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act.

Response:

No response is required to this informational comment.

K.S. Dunbar & Associates, Inc.
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California Department of Public Health

In her December 13, 2007 letter to Keith S. Dunbar, P.E., F. ASCE, Nancy Dagle, Environmental Scientist,
CDHS Environmental Review Unit stated:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the above document. The California Department of Health
Services (CDHYS), Division of Drinking Water and Environmental Management is responsible for issuing
water supply permits administered under the Safe Drinking Water Program and may need to issue a new
or amended Water Supply Permit for the above referenced project. A project triggers a permit if it
includes increases in water supply, storage or treatment of drinking water. CDHS will be a responsible
agency pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and considers the above
referenced document as adequate to meet the CDHS CEQA permit requirement.

Please contact the CDHS local district office at (619) 525-4159 for assistance with the CDHS
requirement for permit application, contact Jing Chao, P.E., with any questions.

Response:

WMWD's staff and/or its consultants will contact Jing Chao, P.E., during the design phase of the
Project to discuss the permit application requirements.

Native American Heritage Commission

In his December 31, 2007 letter to Jeffrey D. Sims, P.E., David Singleton, Program Analyst stated:

The Native Heritage Commission isthe state agency designated to protect California’s Native American
Cultural Resources. The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that any project that
causes a substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource, that includes
archeological resources, is a ‘significant effect’ requiring the preparation of an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) per CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(b)(c). In order to comply with this provision, the lead
agency is required to assess whether the project will have an adverse impact on these resources within
the ‘are of potential effect (APE)’, and if so, to mitigate that effect. To adequately assess the project-
related impacts on cultural resources, the Commission recommends the following action:

v Contact the appropriate California Historic Resources Information Center (CHRIS). Contact
information for the Information Center nearest you is available from the State Office of Historic
Preservation (916/653-7278)/http://www.ohp.parks.ca.gov/1068/files/! C%20Roster.pdf. The record
search will determine:

= If a part or the entire APE has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.
= If any known cultural resources have already been recorded in or adjacent to the APE.
= If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.

K.S. Dunbar & Associates, Inc.
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= If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are
present.
Response:

Asshownin Chapter 7 of the DEIR, arecord search was performed by the Eastern Information Center
of the California Archeological Sites Inventory at the University of California, Riverside. The results
of that survey are reported in Chapter 7 of the DEIR.

v If an archeological inventory survey isrequired, the final stage is the preparation of a professional
report detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.

= The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measures should be
submitted immediately to the planning department. All information regarding site locations,
Native American human remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate
confidential addendum, and not be made available for public disclosure.

= The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed
to the appropriate regional archeological Information Center.

Response:
The results of the field survey, which were negative, are reported in Chapter 7 of the DEIR.

v Contact the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) for a Sacred Lands File search of the
project area and information on tribal contacts in the project vicinity who may have additional
cultural resources information. Please provide this office with the following citation format to assist
with the Sacred Lands File Search Request. U.S.G.S. 7.5-minute quadrangle citation with name,
township, range and section.

= The NAHC advises the use of Native American Monitors to ensure proper identification and
care give cultural resources that may be discovered. The NAHC recommends that contact be
made with Native American Contacts on the attached list to get their input on potential
project impact (APE). In some cases, the existence of a Native American cultural resource may
be known only to a local tribe(s).

Response:
A request for a Sacred Lands File search of the project area and information on tribal contacts was
made to the Native American Heritage Commission. To date, no response to that request has been
received.

v Lack of surface evidence of archeological resources does not preclude their subsurface existence.

K.S. Dunbar & Associates, Inc.
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= Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the identification and
evaluation of accidentally discovered archeological resources, per California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) 815064.5(f). In areas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a certified
archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American, with knowledge in cultural
resources, should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.

= Lead agencies should in their mitigation plan provisions for the disposition of recovered
artifacts, in consultation with culturally affiliated Native Americans.

Response:
Similar mitigation measures are included in Chapter 7 of the DEIR..

Lead agencies should include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains or
cemeteries in their mitigation plans.

= CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5(d) requires the lead agency to work with the Native
Americans identified by the Commission if the Initial Study identifies the presence of Native
American human remains within the APE. CEQA Guidelines provide for agreements with
Native Americans, identified by the NAHC, to assure the appropriate and dignified treatment
of Native American human remains and any associated grave items.

Response:
Similar mitigation measures are included in Chapter 7 of the DEIR..

Health and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code 85097.98 and 815064.5(d) of the
California Code of Regulations (CEQA Guidelines)mandate procedures to be followed, including
that construction or excavation be stopped in the event of an accidental discovery of any human
remainsin alocation other than a dedicated cemetery until the County Coroner of Medical Examiner
can determine whether the remains are those of a Native American. Note that87052 of the Health
and Safety Code states that disturbance of Native American Cemeteries is a felony.

Response:
The appropriate mitigation measure is included in Chapter 7 of the DEIR.
Lead agencies should consider avoidance, as defined in 815370 of the California Code of

Regulations (CEQA Guidelines), when significant cultural resources are discovered during the
course of project planning and implementation.

K.S. Dunbar & Associates, Inc.
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Response:

There would be no impacts to cultural resources associated with implementation of the La Sierra
Avenue Water Transmission Pipeline Project.

California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana Region

In his email, Glenn Robertson, Engineering Geologist, CEQA Coordinator stated:
Western Municipal Water District proposes to construct a potable water pipeline from the Arlington
Desalter (Sterling and Fillmore St., Riverside) to its water distribution system at Mockingbird Cyn Pump
Station (Mockingbird Cyn Drive and Van Buren). They realize that some drainages will be crossed or
encroached upon along the pipeline route, and that a Nationwide Permit and CWA Section 401 Water
Quality Certification will be needed.
At this time, | do not expect to comment on this EIR (deadline January 24), but | urge WMWD
representatives through this email to consult with the Regional Water Quality Control Board office
(Adam Fisher, 951-320-6363) early in their permit processto determine appropriate mitigation, BMP’s,
and 401 Application procedures. | will retain the EIR in our in-house CEQA Library.

Response:

WMWD and/or its consultants will contact Mr. Fisher at the appropriate time during the design
process.

Department of Toxic Substances Control’

In his January 29, 2008 letter to Jeffrey Sims, P.E., Greg Holmes, Unit Chief, Southern California Cleanup
Operations Branch - Cypress Office stated:

DTSC has the following comments; please address if applicable:

1) The EIR should identify the current or historic uses at the project site that may have resulted
in a release of hazardous wastes/substances.

Response:

As stated in the DEIR, the majority of the project is an underground pipeline that will be constructed
within public street rights-of-way. Also as stated in the DEIR, the pump station and hydroelectric

! Although this letter was received after the close of the public comment period, WMWD isincludingitin
this Consultation Summary as well as providing responses to applicable comments.

K.S. Dunbar & Associates, Inc.
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facility will be constructed on a vacant lot that has no known history of the use or storage of
hazardous materials.

As stated on page 9-5 of the DEIR, there are two potential LUFT (leaking underground fuel tanks)
sites along La Sierra Avenue that could be impacted by the proposed alignment. Petroleum
contaminants, from the two sites may have migrated off-site to areas that could be excavated for
construction of the proposed pipeline. Implementation of mitigation measure HAZ-4 would reduce
these potential impacts to a less-than-significant level.

Mitigation measure HAZ-4 states:

“An electronic ‘sniffer’ capable of detecting actionable levels of hydrocarbons shall be employed
during excavation activitiesin proximity to the previously referred to sites. Should actionable levels
of contaminants by encountered, these materials should be removed and disposed of in accordance
with applicable regulations.”

The EIR should identify the known or potentially contaminated sites within the proposed Project
area. For all identified sites, the EIR should evaluate whether conditions at the site may pose a threat
to human health or the environment. Following are the databases of some of the regulatory agencies:

= National Priorities List (NPL). A list maintained by the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (U.S.EPA).

= Envirostar (formerly Calsites). A database primarily used by the California Department of
Toxic Substances Control, accessible through DTSC’ s website (see below).

= Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System (RCRIS). A database of RCRA
facilities that is maintained by the U.S. EPA.

= Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Information System
(CERCLIYS). A database of CERCLA sites that is maintained by the U.S. EPA.

= Solid Waste Information System (SWIS). A database provided by the California Integrated
Waste Management Board which consists of both open as well as closed and inactive solid

waste disposal facilities and transfer stations.

= Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (LUST) / Spills, Leaks, Investigations and Cleanups
(SLIC). Alist that is maintained by Regional Water Quality Control Boards.

= Local Counties and Cities maintain lists for hazardous substances cleanup sites and leaking
underground storage tanks.

= The United States Army Corps of Engineers, 911 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, California
90017, (213) 452-3008, maintains a list of Formerly Used Defense Sites (FUDS).

K.S. Dunbar & Associates, Inc.
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Response:
These lists were all reviewed during the preparation of the DEIR.

3) The EIR should identify the mechanism to initiate any required investigation and/or remediation for
any site that may be contaminated, and the government agency to provide appropriate regulatory
oversight. If necessary, DTSC would require an oversight agreement in order to review such
documents. Please see comment No. 17 below for more information.

Response:
See response to comment No. 1 above.

4) All environmental investigations, sampling and/or remediation for the site should be conducted
under a Workplan approved and overseen by a regulatory agency that has jurisdiction to oversee
hazardous substances cleanup. The findings of any investigations, including any Phase | or Il
Environmental Site Assessment Investigations should be summarized in the document. All sampling
results in which hazardous substances were found above regulatory standards should be clearly
summarized in a table.

Response:
Should it become necessary to conduct such studies, the above protocol would be followed.

5) Your document states: “ A review of those databases revealed the location of two potential sites
(leaking underground fuel tanks (LUFT) within the project area. Those are: Chevron Station 200734
at 3390 La Sierra, Erwin family, LLC near the intersection of La Sierra and Dufferin. Petroleum
contaminants, from each of the above-mentioned sites, may have migrated off-site to areas that
would be excavated for construction of the proposed pipeline. An electronic “ sniffer” capable of
detecting actionable levels of hydrocarbons shall be employed during excavation activities in
proximity to the previously referenced sites. Should actionable levels of contaminants be
encountered, these materials should be removed and disposed of in accordance with applicable
regulations.” Proper investigation, sampling and remedial actions overseen by the respective
regulatory agencies, if necessary, should be conducted at the site prior to the new development or
any construction. All closure, certification or remediation approval reports should be included in
the EIR.

Response:
Should it become necessary to conduct such studies, the above protocol would be followed.
6) If any property adjacent to the project site is contaminated with hazardous chemicals, and if the

proposed project is within 2,000 feet from a contaminated site, then the proposed development may

K.S. Dunbar & Associates, Inc.
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fall within the “ Border Zone of a Contaminated Property.” Appropriate precautions should be taken
prior to construction if the proposed project is within a Border Zone Property.

Response:
The project site is not within a Border Zone Property.

7) If buildings, structures, or associated uses, asphalt or concrete-paved surface areas are being
planned to be demolished, an investigation should be conducted for the presence of other related
hazardous chemicals, lead-based paints or products, mercury, and asbestos containing materials
(ACM’s). If other hazardous chemicals, |ead-based paints (LPC) or products, mercury or ACMs are
identified, proper precautions should be taken during demolition activities. Additionally, the
contaminants should be remediated in compliance with California environmental regulations and
policies.

Response:
This comment is not applicable to the La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission Line Project.

8) The proposed construction may require soil excavation or filling in certain areas. Sampling may be
required. If soil is contaminated, it must be properly disposed and not simply placed in another
location. Land Disposal Restrictions (LDRs) may be applicable to such soils. Also, if the project
proposes to import soil to backfill the areas excavated, sampling should be conducted to ensure that
the imported soil is free of contamination.

Response:

The only imported soil would be clean sand used as bedding material for the pipeline. The standard
construction specifications will include a provision that requires the contractor to test all imported
materials.

9) Human health and the environment of sensitive receptors should be protected during the construction
or demolition activities. If it is found necessary, a study of the site and a health risk assessment
overseen and approved by the appropriate government agency and a qualified health risk assessor
should be conducted to determine if there are, have been, or will be, any releases of hazardous
materials that may pose a risk to human health or the environment.

Response:
This comment is not applicable to the La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission Line Project.
10) Ifitisdetermined that hazardous wastes are, or will be, generated by the proposed operations, the

wastes must be managed in accordance with the California Hazardous Waste Control Law
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(California Health and Safety Code, Division 20, Chapter 6.5) and the Hazardous Waste Control
Regulations (California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Division 4.5).

Response:
This comment is not applicable to the La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission Line Project.

11) If itis determined that hazardous wastes are or will be generated and the wastes are (a) stored in
tanks or containers for more than 90 days, (b) treated onsite, or (c) disposed of onsite, then a
permit from DTSC may be required. If so, the facility should contact DTSC at (714) 484-5423 to
initiate pre-application discussions and determine the permitting process applicable to the facility.

Response:

This comment is not applicable to the La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission Line Project.

12) If it is determined that hazardous wastes will be generated, the facility should obtain a United
States Environmental Protection Agency Identification Number by contacting (800) 618-6942.

Response:
This comment is not applicable to the La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission Line Project.

13) Certain hazardous waste treatment processes may require authorization from the local Certified
Unified Program Agency (CUPA). Information about the requirement for authorization can be
obtained by contacting your local CUPA.

Response:

This comment is not applicable to the La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission Line Project.

14) If project plans include discharging wastewater to a storm drain, you may be required to obtain
an NPDES permit from the overseeing Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB).

Response:
This comment is not applicable to the La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission Line Project.
15) If during construction/demolition of the project, the soil and/or groundwater contamination is

suspected, construction/demolition in the area would cease and appropriate health and safety
procedures should be implemented.
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Response:
This provision will be included in standard construction specifications.

16) Your document states: “ The project area contains land designated as Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance as evidenced by the vast orange groves along Van
Buren Boulevard, Cleveland Avenue and Irving Street.” If the site was used for agricultural, cattle
ranching or related activities, onsite soils and groundwater might contain pesticides, agricultural
chemical, organic waste or other residue. Proper investigation, and remedial actions, if necessary,
should be conducted under the oversight of an approved by a government agency at the site prior
to construction of the project.

Response:
This comment is not applicable to the La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission Line Project.

17) Envirostar (formerly Calsites) is a database primarily used by the California Department of Toxic
Substances Control, and is accessible through DTSC’s website. DTSC can provide guidance for
cleanup oversight through an Environmental Oversight Agreement (EOA) for governmental
agencies, or a Voluntary Cleanup Agreement (VCA) for private parties. For additional information
on the EOA please see www.dtsc.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/Brownfields, or contact Maryam Tasnif-
Abbasi, DTSC’s Voluntary Cleanup Coordinator, at (714) 484-5489 for the VCA.

Response:
This comment is not applicable to the La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission Line Project.
18) In future CEQA documents please provide complete contact person title, e-mail address, and

agency web address which containsthe project information. Also, if the project title changes, please
provide historical project titles.

Response:

This information was included in various locations throughout the document. However, in the future it
will be summarized in one location for the ease of the reader.

Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
In her January 16, letter to Keith S. Dunbar, P.E., F. ASCE, Teresa Tung, Senior Civil Engineer stated:

The Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District has no comments at this time.

K.S. Dunbar & Associates, Inc.
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Response:
No response is required to this informational comment.
City of Riverside

In his January 23, 2008 letter to Keith S. Dunbar, P.E., F. ASCE, Ken Gutierrez, AICP, Planning Director
stated:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the subject project. Since the project islocated
within the City limits and its sphere of influence, we wish to respond. The City provided comments
concerning the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the DEIR and met with WMWD representatives in July
2007. The City now under stands that the project is part of the Riverside Corona Feeder, in which a prior
Program EIR was prepared in 2004. The subject NOC is for a supplemental Draft EIR for Reach E of
the larger project.

The City supports the La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission project. However, based on review of the
Draft EIR for the project, the City offers the following comments:

Response:
No response is required to these introductory comments.

Planning Division Comments

1. The City notes that the two to five million gallon reservoir proposed last summer is no longer part
of the project. Please provide the City with clarification on whether water storage has been
completely eliminated from the project or will occur at a different segment of the project.
Response:
There is no longer any storage facilities associated with the La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission
Pipeline Project. The proposed Sterling Pump Station will be designed with variable speed pumpsto
eliminate the need for the storage facility.

2. The City’s General Plan 2025 Program was adopted and the Final Program EIR (FPEIR) was
certified in November 2007. This DEIR still refersto the City’s previous General Plan and EIR. The
EIR should be updated to refer to the City’s recently adopted General Plan (GP) 2025 Program

documents and GP 2025 FPEIR. The adopted documents are available at the following links:

http://aquarius.riversideca.gov/plnimage7/Browse.aspx?dbid+2; and

http://riversideca.gov/municode/.

K.S. Dunbar & Associates, Inc.
February 2008 19 Environmental Engineering



http://aquarius.riversideca.gov/plnimage7/Browse.aspx?dbid+2;
http://riversideca.gov/municode/.

Consultation Summary
La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission Pipeline
Western Municipal Water District

Response:

As noted in the References sections in the DEIR, at the time of publication of the DEIR the City was
in the process of updating its General Plan documents. Draft copies of those documents were utilized
as the reference documents in the preparation of the DEIR. Any changes from draft to final General
Plan documents will be considered during the design phase of the Project. Plans will be submitted to
the City when design is 90% complete in order to obtain City input.

. Figures 2-1 and 6-1 of the DEIR have Buchanan Street incorrectly labeled as Pierce Street.
Buchanan Street is approximately ¥2 mile to the west of Pierce Street. Pierce Street aligns with the
street labeled Riverwalk Parkway on the exhibits. The EIR should include revised versions of these
exhibits with the streets correctly labled and with the correct pipeline alignment shown along Pierce
Street.

Response:

Revised versions of Figures 2-1 and 6-1 are included in Appendix B to this document showing the
corrected Pierce Street alignment..

. TheDEIRincorrectly reflectsthe City limitsfor Riverside. To ensurethat the appropriate jurisdiction
is contacted for coordination of work, all exhibits depicting City limits should be corrected
throughout the EIR. Specifically, exhibits need to be revised to include Annexation area #110 for the
Alvord Union School District. Please see the attached map depicting the geographical area (south
of Indiana Avenue at Pierce Street) to be included with the City limits.

Response:

Revised exhibits are included in Appendix B of this document showing the corrected City boundary
as aresult of Annexation 110 for the Alvord USD.

. All appropriate mitigation measures and recommended studiesidentified for Reach E on Table 1-1-A
of the FPEIR for the Riverside-Corona Feeder Project should be applied to this project.

Response:

Although not all of the mitigation measures and recommended studiesidentified for Reach ein Table
1-1-A of the FPEIR are repeated verbatim in the DEIR, the intent of the mitigation measures remain
the same.

. A street opening permit is required from the Public Works Department of the City. The permit
application needs to include traffic control plans and a Waste Discharge Identification Number
issued by the State Water Control Board.

Response:

K.S. Dunbar & Associates, Inc.
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In accordance with the agreement between the City and WMWD entitles “Agreement Regarding
Installation, Relocation or Maintenance of Water and Sewer Facilities’, dated March 17, 1993,
WMWD and/or its consultants will acquire all requested street opening permits during, or
immediately following the design phase of the project.

7. A number of the City’s Codes apply to this project and are not addressed within the EIR.

a. Title 19 — Zoning Code — applies to that portion of the project proposed on private property.
Those portions of the pipeline crossing private property and the construction of the pump
station should be evaluated under the City’s Conditional Use Permit (CUP) process. The
pump station is currently proposed on property in the BMP — Business and Manufacturing
Park Zone. The City requests that WMWD apply for a CUP prior to approval and certification
of the project EIR, so details of the location, design, landscaping, and other aspects of the
project can be reviewed in detail at a public hearing. All aspects of the project can be included
under one CUP application and the results of such application need to be addressed within
the EIR.

Response:

WMWD will work closely with the City to address location, design, landscaping and other aspects
of the Project and present these details at a public meeting with venue mutually agreed to by staff.

b. Title 20 — Cultural Resources — A Certificate of Appropriateness is required in regard to
affected cultural resources (Victoria Avenue, Gage Canal, and historic trees). In the case of
historic trees, such as those along Citrus Heritage Park and Victoria Avenue, any proposed
removal or relocation of City treeswill need to be reviewed by the City prior to removal. The
impacts related to any removal of cultural resources and historic trees needs to be addressed
as part of the DEIR. To help mitigate impacts to important cultural resources and City
infrastructure to a less than significant level, the EIR needs to be updated to include a
mitigation measure requiring that “ the pipeline be laid within the center paving, and the
entire streets be ground and repaved to avoid impacts to important cultural resources and
City infrastructure.” In addition, the cultural resources mitigation measures found in Table
I-1-A of the FPEIR for the Riverside-Corona Feeder Project should be included as mitigation
in the EIR for this project.

Response:
Implementation of the proposed project would not affect historical trees along Victoria Avenue.

Potential impacts to trees in other locations are described on pages 3-3 and 3-4 of the DEIR.
Appropriate mitigation measures are also included on pages 3-4 and 3-5 of the DEIR.

On page 7-9 of the DEIR it is stated:

K.S. Dunbar & Associates, Inc.
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“The canal is still in use and is well maintained with gunite and concrete lining. The crossing
at Irving employs a small flat wooden bridge with troughs on each side to carry drainage water
between ditches on both sides of the canal. It will probably be necessary to bore under the
canal in this area; therefore, a side area on both sides of the canal was inspected to insure
coverage of the area that might be excavated for a bore hole. Again, no sign of cultural
resources was observed in this area.”

Appropriate cultural resources mitigation measures as shown in Table I-A-1 of the FPEIR are
included on pages 7-11 and 7-12 of the DEIR.

C. Title 15 — Trees and Vegetation — does not permit cutting, removal, or trenching near trees
in the public right-of-way, except in accordance with the Park and Recreation Commission
policies.

Response:

See previous response regarding the discussion on trees. Also, consultants will be advised to work
with City staff prior to the start of design. And, design drawings will be submitted to the City when
design is 90% complete in order to receive final input prior to completion of plans and
specifications.

d. Title 17 — Grading — applies to the proposed work on private property in regard to grading
and/or trenching. Grading is not permitted within 50-feet of the City’s arroyos. However, it
is noted that the project proposed to cross the Mockingbird Arroyo and this has not been
adequately addressed in the EIR. As well the pipeline is proposed to cross a blue-line stream
in the vicinity of Firethorn Avenue and this was not adequately addressed within the EIR. The
EIR needs to address the impacts to the arroyo and the blue-line stream and reflect the City's
grading requirements.

Response:

Upon review of Figure 2-4, Six Magjor Arroyos as identified and mapped by the City of Riverside
in the Riverside Arroyo Watershed Policy Study: Recommendations prepared by the County/City
Arroyo Watershed Committee, December 15, 2006, it would appear that the proposed pipeline
might cross the area shown as the M ockingbird Canyon Arroyo; however, at that location near the
lower end of Firethorn Avenue the pipeline would be constructed within the roadway public right-
of-way and not affect any blue-line stream. As pointed out on page 6-3 of the DEIR,

“Site 3 is a hill-slope located between Irving Street and Firethorn Avenue (Figure 6-1). The
distance that the pipeline alignment must cross is approximately 100 feeet of primarily dead
chaparral habitat comprised almost entirely of winged ragweed (Hymenochlea monogyra).
Also scattered here and there were specimens of four-winged saltbush (Atriplex canescens).
An intermittent watercourse in this drainage was conveyed beneath Firethorn Avenue via a
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metal pipe. One gum tree and a few tobacco trees (Nicotiana glauca) were near the alignment
but not on it.”

If necessary to avoid impacts to this intermittent watercourse, the pipeline would be jacked and
bored at this location.

e. Title 7 — Noise — applies to those portions of the project within the City limits. This Title
per mits construction between the hours of 7 a.m. and 7 p.m. on week days and between 8 a.m.
and 5 p.m. on Saturdays. Work is not permitted at any time on Sundays or federal holidays.
This should be reflected in the EIR.

Response:
Thisisreflected in mitigation measure NOISE-1 on page 13-9 of the DEIR.

f. The Citywide Design and Sign Guidelines are also applicable to the portions of the project
that are above ground. The EIR needs to fully evaluate and mitigate aesthetic impacts,
specifically aesthetic impacts associated with the 70-foot by 100-foot pump station facility
proposed at 11615 Sterling Avenue. At this time the City does not have plans that show what
the pump station facility will look like. This does not allow the opportunity to provide any
specific input regarding its design and aesthetic concerns. It is noted that the facility is
proposed to be located along the Riverside (SR91) Freeway at a gateway to the City of
Riverside where view and appearance of the facility from the freeway is a significant concern.
The City wishes to protect the view from the freeway from aesthetically unpleasing uses such
as unscreened/exposed utility equipment. As such, the City suggests an alternative, lessvisible
location for the facility. If another location is not feasible, the pump station equipment needs
to be fully screened or enclosed within a building architecturally compatible with its
surroundings to sufficiently address aesthetic concerns.

Response:
As stated on page 3-4 of the DEIR:

“The split face block buildings housing the natural gas engines, electrical pumps and
hydroelectric facility would be similar in design to other pumping stations owned and operated
by WMWD. As shown in Chapter 2, the foot print of these buildings would be approximately
70 feet by 100 feet. Landscaping will be incorporated into the project design to soften the
appearance of the buildings and incorporate the buildings into the existing setting.

“Therefore, there would be no impacts anticipated and no mitigation is necessary.”

The best example of proposed architecture and aesthetics is the Bergamont Pimp Station
located adjacent to the City of Riverside Bergamont Park. Landscaping around the pump
station and within the park represented a cooperative effort of City and WMWD staff.
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During the preliminary design phase, WMWD's consultants studied alternative locations for the
pumping station; however, none were found that met the necessary criteria for the pumping station.

The City requests that plans be made available as soon as possible, and that WMWD submits
applications for the review and approval of all aspects of Reach E with the City. All conditions of the
CUP and any needed Certificate of Appropriateness should be addressed within the EIR.

Response:

See response to item 7a above. Additionally, design drawings will be submitted to the City when
design is 90% completein order to receive final input prior to completion of plans and specifications.

Chapter 6, Biological Resources Comments

8. The Biological Resources section of the EIR needs to be revised to include a complete habitat
assessment analysis prepared by a qualified biologist. The analysis needs to fully evaluate
biological impacts and identify and provide focus surveys needed, including but not limited
to, a burrowing owl survey, as well as assessment of impacts to blue line streams, riparian
riverine areas, and arroyos. Biological studies need to be in compliance with the requirements
of the MSHCP.

Response:

As stated on page 6-1 of the DEIR:

February 2008

“A field survey for special-status plants and animals and their habitats was completed by K.S.
Dunbar & Associates, Inc., along the La Sierra Avenue alignment and its subsets on 19
September 2006. In addition, other potential biological constraints were evaluated, for
example, the occurrence of wetlands and nest sites for raptors (i.e., birds of prey). Prior to
conducting the field survey, a list of potential special-status taxa and habitats was developed
based on occurrence records from the region surrounding the site and complied by the
California Department of Fish and Gameinthe CaliforniaNatural Diversity Database (NDDB)
(onfilein WMWD'’s offices). Figure 6-1 illustratesthose species and habitats recorded for the
project region. These species and habitats were the focus of the field survey. The County of
Riverside’s Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan was also
researched.

“During the field survey, the occurrence of plants and animals along the proposed alignments
was recorded. The alignments were examined and characterized as to their suitability to
support the special-status plants and animalslisted in the NDDB. A narrative discussion of the
field survey follows.

“The La Sierra Avenue Pipeline would be constructed entirely within existing paved road
alignments except for three locations illustrated on Figure 6-2 as Sites 1, 2, and 3. Except for
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these three locations, the pipeline project would not impact special status plants, animals, or
their habitats and would not interfere with any habitat linkages, corridors, or conflict with any
adopted conservation plan.”

Site 1 is the proposed location of the pumping station. As stated on page 6-1 of the DEIR,

“Based on the evidence available, Site 1 does not and could not currently support any special-
status plants, animals, or their habitats.”

Site 2 is the proposed location of the pipeline crossing between the two developed portions of
Cleveland Avenue. As stated on page 6-3 of the DEIR:

“The highly disturbed environment of the graded lot located between the two sections of
Cleveland Avenue and the absence of native plant species except for the willow tree,
indicates that the construction of the proposed pipeline across the lot would not result in
impacts to special-status plants, animals, or their habitats. No such species or habitats are
located along the alignment. The presence of the small drainage will require that a Streambed
Alteration Agreement be obtained from the California Department of Fish and Game for
pipeline construction. In addition, it will be necessary to acquire a Nationwide Permit (12)
from the Los Angeles District of the Corps aswell as a Water Quality Certification from the
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana Region.”

As stated on page 6-3 of the DEIR, Site 3isahill-slope located between Irving Street and Firethorn
Avenue. Also as stated on page 6-3 of the DEIR:

“The Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan lists this site as potential habitat for the
burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia). During the field survey, there was no evidence of
burrowing owls on site. In addition, the site does not contain suitable habitat for this species.

“The field data do not indicate the current occurrence of any special-status plants, animals, or
their habitats at Site 3. While there is no confirmed evidence that the Stephen’s kangaroo rat
currently occurs at Site 3, if it ever did, WMWD will consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and California Department of Fish and Game to confirm that incidental take of the
Stephen’s kangaroo rat will not occur and that there are no habitat mitigation requirements.”

Due to the fact that there is not suitable habitat on this site to accommodate the burrowing owl,
focused surveys are not required to satisfy the requirements of the M SHCP.

Public Works Department Comments

9. The City prefersthe alternative alignment that travel s furthest down Fillmore Street to Victoria
Avenue. Since the project will result in significant damage to the City’s public infrastructure
investment, the EIR should include a mitigation requiring that the asphalt surface be ground
and repaved curb to curb after installation of the pipeline and any other damage to the street
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be fully repaired. Additionally, WMWD needs to work closely with the City to insure that
Public Works' projects are not negatively impacted. Attached are complete comments from
Public Works Department for reference.

Response:

As stated on page 20-4 of the DEIR:
“. .. either the Arizona alignment or the Victoria alignment would be the next best alternative
due to the reduced impacts on La Sierra Avenue. Both of these alternatives would shorten the

distance of disturbance on La Sierra Avenue.”

Page 17-5 contains several mitigation measures associated with transportation/traffic issues. In
particular mitigation measure TRAF-7 states:

“Public streets shall be restored to a condition mutually agreed to between WM WD and the
local jurisdiction prior to construction.”

In addition, TRAF-8 on page 17-6 states:
“WMWD shall attempt to schedule construction to occur jointly with other public works

projects already planned in the affected locations, through careful coordination with all local
agencies involved.”
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GOVERNOR’S ORFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH 3
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STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT OF op ¥
ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER CYNTHIA BRYANT
GOVERNOR DIRECTOR

 January 25, 2008 RECEIVED
AN 30 2008
Teffrey D. Sims WAW

Western Municipal Water District

P.O. Box 5286
Riverside, CA 92517

Subject: La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission Pipeline
SCH#. 2006101152

Dear Jeffrey D. Sims:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Draft EIR {o selected state agencies for review. On the
enclosed Document Details Report please note that the Clearinghouse has listed the state agencies that
reviewed your document. The review period closed on January 24, 2008, and the comments from the
responding agency (ies) is (are) enclosed. If this comment package is not in order, please notify the State
Clearinghouse immediately. Please refer to the project’s ten-digit State Clearinghouse number in future
correspondence so that we may respond promptly.

Please note that Section 21104(c) of the California Public Resources Code states that:

““4 responsible or other public agency shall only make substantive comments regarding those
activities involved in a project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or which are
required to be carried out or approved by the agency. Those comments shall be supported by
specific documentation.” ‘

These cormments are forwarded for use in preparing your final environmental document. Should you need
miore information ot clarification of the enclosed comments, we recommend that you contact the
commenting agency directly.

This letter ackuowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft
environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. Please contact the State
Clearinghouse at {916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the envirommental review process.

Sincerely,

‘ A "
M frtoaTn
Terry Robéfts

Director, State Clearingliouse

Enclosures
cc: Resources Agency

1400 10th Street  D.0.Box 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044
(916) 445-0613  FAX {916) 323-3018  www.opr.ca.gov



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2006101152
Project Title La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission Pipeline
Lead Agency Western Municipal Water District
Type EIR DraftEIR
Description WMWD intends fo construct a water fransmission line between its Ariington Desalter and its water
distribution system at its Mockingbird Pumnp Station.
Lead Agency Contact
Name Jeffrey D. Sims
Agency Western Municipal Water District
Phone (951) 788-5000 Fax
email
Address P.0O. Box 5286
City Riverside State CA  Zip 92517

Project Location

County

City

Region

Cross Streets
Parcel No.
Township

Riverside

Cieveland and La Sierra

Range ' Section Base

Proximity to:

Highways 91
Airports
Railways BNSF
Waterways
Schools Riverside
Land Use
Project Issues  Air Quality
Reviewing Resources Agency; Department of Fish and Game, Region 6; Department of Parks and Recreation;

Agencies

Department of Water Resources; California Highway Patrol; Caiirans, District 8; Departrnent of Health
Services; Air Resources Board, Major Industrial Projects; State Water Resources Control Board,
Division of Water Rights; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 8; Department of Toxic
Substances Contral; Native American Heritage Commission

Date Received

12/10/2007 Start of Review 12/11/2007 End of Review 01/24/2008

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.



State of Californiaz—Health and Human Services Agency

California Department of Public Health

WARK E HEIRTOH M, MSPH ARNOLD SCHWARZ ENEGGER
Crector Govemaor

December 17, 2007

Mr. Keith Dunbar, P.E., F. ASCE
K.5. Dunbar & Associaies, Inc,
3035 Calle Frontera

San Clemente, CA 92673-3012

Dear Mr. Dunbar:

RE: Draft Environmental Impact Report for Western Municipal Water District La Sicrra Avenue
Water Transmission Pipeline Project

Thank you fer the opportunity 1o review the above document. The California Department of
Health Services (CDHS), Division of Drinking Water and Environmental Management is
responsible for issuing wailer supply permits administered under the Safe Drinking Water
Program and may need to issue a new or amended Water supply Permit for the above referenced
project. A project trigpers a permit if it includes increases in water supply, storage or treatment
of drinking water. CIDHS will be a responsible agency pursuant to the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and considers the above referenced document as adequate to meet the
CDHS CEQA pemmit requirements.

Please contact the CIDHS local district office at (619) 525-4159 for assistance with the CDHS
requirement for permit application, contact Jing Chae, PE with any questions,

Sincerely, "
= iy ezl
Nancy Dagle

Environmental Scientist
CDHS Environmental Review Unit

Ce:
Project File
Jing Chao, PE

Division of Dinnking Water and Envirenmental Management
P.0. Box 997377, MS 7400, 1616 Capitol Avenue, 2™ Figor, Sacramento, CA 95899-7377
(516} 440-5577 (916} 449-5575 Fax

Inemat Address: www.cdph.ca.gov



STATE OF CALIFORNIA Arnold Schwarzenegger, Governor
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364

SACRAMENTO, ;

SR oA s RECEIVED
Fax {916) 657-5390 Cate e

Web Site www,nahe.ca,60v SAAGO 207

e-mail: ds_nahc@pachell.net

WRWD

December 31, 2007

Mr. Jeffrey D. Sims, P.E.

WESTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT
P.Q. Box 5286

Riverside, CA 92517-5286

Re: SCH#2006101152 CEQA Notice of Compietion; draft Environmental impact Report (DEIR1 for the La Sierra
Avenue Water Transmiss:on Pipeline Project, Riverside County, Californla

Dear Mr. Sims:

The Native American Heritage Commission is the state agency designated to protect California’s Native
American Cuftural Resources. The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that any project that
causes a substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource, that includes archaeciogical
resources, is a 'significant effect’ requiring the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR} per the California
Code of Regulations §15064.5{b}{c (CEQA guidefines). in order to comply with this provision, the lead agency is
required to assess whether the project wilt have an adverse impact on these resources within the 'area of potential
effect (APEY, and if so, to mitigate that effect. To adequately assess the project-selated impacts on historical
resources, the Commission recommends the following action:

v Contact the appropriate California Historic Resources Information Center (CHRIS). Contact information for the

Information Center nearest you is available from the State Office of Historic Preservation (916/653-7278)/

hitp:/Aww.ohp. parks, ca,qov/1068/ies/IC%20Rester.pdf The record search wili determine:

= if a part or the entite APE has been previously surveyed for cuitural resources.

= If any known cuitural resources have already been recorded in or adjacent to the APE.

= ifthe probability is low, moderate, or high that cuitural resources are located in the APE.

= {fasurvey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cuitural resources are present,

v [f an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report detailing

the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.

»  The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measurers should be submitted
immediately to the pianning department. All information regarding site focations, Native American human
remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and not be made
available for pubic disclosure.

»  The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the appropriate
regional archaeological Information Center.

J Contact the Native American Heritage Commission {NAHC) for:

* A ‘Sacred Lands File {SLF) search of the project area and information on tribal contacts in the project
vicinity that may have additional cultural resource information. Please provide this office with the following
citation-format to assist with the Sacred Lands File search request: USGS 7.5-minute quadrangle citation
with riame, township, range and secfion; .

The NAHC advises the Use of Native American Monitors to ensure proper identification and care given cultural

resources that may be discovered. The NAHC recommends that contact be made with Native American

Contacts oh the attached list to get their input on potentiat project impact {AFPE). in some cases, the existence of

a Native American cuitural resources may be known only to a local tribe(s).

v Lack of surface evidence of archeological resources does not preclude their subsurface existence,

» Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the identification and evaluation of
accidentally discovered archeological resources, per California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) §15064.5 (f).
in areas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native
American, with knowledge in cultural resources, should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.

=  lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the disposition of recovered artifacts, in
consultation, with culturaily affiliated Native Americans,

v Lead agencies should inciude prowswns for discovery of Native American human remains or unmarked cemeteries

in their mitigation plans.

*  CEQA Guidelines, Section-15064.5(d) requires the lead agency to work with the Native Americans identified
by this Commlsslon if the initia} Study identifies the presence or likely presence of Native American human
remains vylthm the' APE CEQA Guidelines provide for agreements with Native Amelican, identified by the




NAHC, to assure the appropriate and dignified treatment of Native American human remains and any associated

grave liens, -
v Health and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98 and Sec. §15064.5 (d) of the California Code
of Regulations (CEQA Guidelines) mandate procedures to be followed, inciuding that construction or excavation be
stopped in the event of an accidentat discovery of any human remains in a location other than a dedicated cemetery
until the county coroner or medical examiner can determine whether the remains are those of a Native American. .
Note that §7052 of the Health & Safety Code states that disturbance of Native American cemeteries is a felony.
¥_Lead agencies should consider avoidance, as defined in §15370 of the California Code of Regulations (CEQA
Guidelines). when significant cuitural resources are discovered during the course of project planning and

implementation

Please feel free to contact me at (916) 653-6251 if you have any questions.

Attachment:iList of Native American Contacts

Cc: State Clearinghouse



Native American Contacts
Riverside County
December 31, 2007

Cabhuilia Band of Indians

Anthony Madrigal, Jr., Interim-Chairperson

P.O. Box 391760 . Cahuilla
Anza » CA 92539 :

tribalcouncil@cahuilla.net
(951) 763-2631

(851) 763-2632 Fax

Pechanga Band of Mission Indians
Paul Macarro, Cultural Resource Center
P.O., Box 1477 Luiseno

Temecuia » CA 92593
(951) 308-9295 Ext 8106
(951) 676-2768

(951) 506-9491 Fax

Ramona Band of Mission Indians
Joseph Hamilton, vice chairman

P.O. Box 391670 Cahuilla
Anza ,» CA 92539
admin@ramonatribe.com

(951) 763-4105

(951) 763-4325 Fax

San Manuel Band of Mission Indians
Henry Duro, Chairperson

26569 Community Center Drive Serrano
Highland » CA 92346

(209) 864-8933

(909) 864-3724 - FAX

(909) 864-3370 Fax

This list is current only as of the datie of this document.

Gabrieleno/Tonava San Gabriel Band of Mission
Indians - Anthony Morales, Chairperson

PO Box 693 Gabrielino Tongva
San Gabriel  CA 91778

ChicfRBwife@aol.com
(626) 286-1632
(626) 286-1758 - Home

(626) 286-1262 Fax

Santa Rosa Band of Mission Indians
John Marcus, Chairman

P.O. Box 609 Cahuilla
Hemet » CA 92546

srtribaioffice @aoi.com
(951) 658-5311
(951) 658-6733 Fax

Gabrietino Band of Mission indians of CA
Ms. Susan Frank
PO Box 3021 Gabrielino

Beaumont » CA 92223
(951) 897-2536 Phone/Fax

Morongo Band of Mission Indians

Britt W. Wilson, Cultural Resources-Project Manager
49750 Seminoile Drive Cahuilia

Cabazon » CA 92230  Serrano

britt_wilson@morongo.org
(951) 755-5206

(951) 755-5200/323-0822-cell

(951) 922-8146 Fax

Distribution of this list does not relieve a'ny person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Safety Code, Section 5097.24 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native American with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
SCH#2006101152; CEQA Notice of Completion; draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for LA sierra Avenue
Water Transmission Pipeline Project; Riverside; Riverside County, Callfornia.



Native American Contacts
Riverside County
December 31, 2007

San Manue! Band of Mission Indians
Ann Brierty, Environmantal Department
101 Pure Water Lane Serrano
Highland » CA 92346

abrierg@ sanmanuel-nsn.gov
(909) 863-5899 EXT-4321

(909) 862-5152 Fax

Pechanga Band of Mission Indians
Mark Macarro, Chairperson

P.O. Box 1477 Luiseno
Temecula » CA 92593

tbrown@pechanga-nsn.gov
(951) 676-2768

(951) 695-1778 Fax

Serrano Nation of Indians
Goldie Walker :
6588 Valaria Drive Serrano

Highiand » CA 92346
(209) 862-9883

Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians

Harold Arres, Cultural Resources Manager
P.O. Box 487 Luiseno
San Jacinto , CA 92581
harres@soboba-nsn.gov

(851) 654-2765

FAX: (951) 654-4198

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Distribution of this list does not relleve any person of statutory responsibHity as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Safely Code, Section 5097.94 of the Pubiic Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list Is only appficable for contacting iocal Native American with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
SCH#2006101152; CEQA Notice of Completion; draft Environmentat Impact Report (DEIR) for LA slerra Avenue
Water Transmission Pipeline Project; Riverglide; Riverside County, California.



Page 1 of 2

¥Kaith S. Dunbar, P.E., F. ASCE

From: Norm Thomas [nlicalifomia@yahoo.com)

Sent:  Thursday, December 27, 2007 5:22 PM

To: Derek Kawaii

Ce: Kaith Dunbar

Subject: RE: Western MWD - La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission PipelineEIR, SCH#2006101152

Hi Derek,
Thanks for the response. By copy of this, I'll forward to Xeith Dunbar the Draft EfR author for use in preparing
the final.

Have 2 pgreat day
Norm

Derek Kawaii <dkawaiigwmwd conc> wrote:

Moom,
I think that this is one of your projects. Hound the NOC ang authors chapter of the EIR via Google and attached
it.

Below is one of the comments that we received on the EIR.

From: Michele Underwood

Sent: Thursday, December 20, 2007 3:33 PM

To: Joseph Bernosky; Tom Safford: Derek Kawail

Cc: Stella Ceballos

Subject: FW: Western MWD - La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission PipelineEIR, SCH#2006101152

Afternoon Joe, Tom and Derek,
I couldn't remember whe's project this was, so E am forwarding this to you all. It came into our water@wmwd com account.
Thanks! Michels

Western Municipal Water District propases to contruct & potable water pipeline fram the Adinglon Desalter (Sterling and
Fillmore St, Riverside) to its water distribution system al Mockingbird Cyn Pump Station {Mockingbird Cyn Drive and Van
Buren} They realize that some drainages will be erossed or encroached upon elong the pipeline route, and that a Nationwide
Permit and CW A Section 401 Water Quality Certification will be nesded.

At this ume, I do not expect to comment on this EIR (deadline Jan. 24), but { urge WMWTD representatives through this
ernail to consult with the Regional Water Quality Contral Board office (Adam Fischer, 951—320-6363) carly in their permtit
pmcess to determine appropriate mitigation, BMPs, and 401 application procedures. T wifl retain the EIR in our in-house
CEQA Library.

Glemn Roberison, Engineering Geoleogist

CEQA Coordinator

California Regional Water Quality Control Board, $anta Ana Region {8)
3737 Main Street, Suite 500

Riverside, CA 92501-334%

(951) 7823259

Fax (951) 781-6288

Email grobertsoni@waterboards ca gov

Website: www waterboards ca pov/santaana

1/4/2008



\

DN

e’
"
-

\(‘, Department of Toxic Substances Control

Maureen F. Gorsen, Director

Linda S. Adams 5796 Corporate Avenue Arnold Schwarzenegger
Ervi Secre:a]wpfoi; ; Cypress, California 90630 Governar
nvironmental Protection
: RECEIVED
é"’_f"‘ f l"\.. J“
January 29, 2008 FEB O 2003
WMWD

Mr. Jeffery Sims, P.E.

Assistant General Manager

Western Municipal Water District (WMWD)
Post Office Box 5286

Riverside, California 92517

PUBLIC NOTICE OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE
LA SIERRA AVENUE WATER TRANSMISSION PIPELINE (A PORTION OF THE
RIVERSIDE CORONA FEEDER) PROJECT, LA SIERRA AND CLEVELAND,
RIVERSIDE, RIVERSIDE COUNTY (SCH#2006101152)

Dear Mr. Sims‘

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has received your submitted
Public Notice, Initial Study (IS) and the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
above-mentioned project. The following project description is stated in your document:
“WMWD intends to construct a water transmission line between its Arlington Desaiter
and its water distribution systems at its Mockingbird Pump Station near the intersection
of Van Buren Boulevard and Mockingbird. During July 2004, WMWD adopted its Draft
Programs Environmental Report (PEIR) for the Western Municipal Water District,
Riverside- Corona Feeder Project State Clearinghouse No. 2003031121, The purpose
of the Riverside — Corona Feeder (RCF) Project is to convey potable water from the
San Bernardino Basin Area to serve the needs of WMWD and other water purveyors
within WMWD's service area. The La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission Pipeline is a
refinement of Reaches E, F, and G as described in the PEIR.” DTSC has the following
comments; please address if applicable.

1) The EIR should identify the current or historic uses at the project site that may
have resulted in a release of hazardous wastes/substances.

2) The EIR should identify the known or potentially contaminated sites within the
proposed Project area. For all identified sites, the EIR should evaluate whether
conditions at the site may pose a threat to human health or the environment.
Following are the databases of some of the regulatory agencies:

. National Priorities List (NPL): A list maintained by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.EPA).

® Printed on Recycled Paper



Mr. Jeffery Sims, P.E.
January 29, 2008
Page 2

4)

Envirostor (formerly CalSites): A Database primarily used by the California
Department of Toxic Substances Control, accessible through DTSC’s website
(see below).

Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System (RCRIS): A database
of RCRA facilities that is maintained by U.S. EPA.

Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability _
Information System (CERCLIS): A database of CERCLA sites that is maintained
by U.S.EPA.

Solid Waste Information System (SWIS): A database provided by the California
Integrated Waste Management Board which consists of both open as well as
closed and inactive solid waste disposal facilities and transfer stations.

Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (LUST)/ Spills, Leaks, Investigations and
Cleanups (SLIC): A list that is maintained by Regional Water Quality Control
Boards.

Local Counties and Cities maintain lists for hazardous substances cleanup sites
and leaking underground storage tanks.

The United States Army Corps of Engineers, 911 Wilshire Boulevard,
Los Angeles, California, 90017, (213) 452-3908, maintains a list of Formerly
Used Defense Sites (FUDS).

The EIR should identify the mechanism to initiate any required investigation

and/or remediation for any site that may be contaminated, and the government

agency to provide appropriate regulatory oversight. If necessary, DTSC would
require an oversight agreement in order to review such documents. Please see
comment No.17 below for more information.

All environmental investigations, sampling and/or remediation for the site should
be conducted under a Workplan approved and overseen by a regulatory agency
that has jurisdiction to oversee hazardous substance cleanup. The findings of
any investigations, including any Phase 1 or Il Environmental Site Assessment
Investigations should be summarized in the document. All sampling results in
which hazardous substances were found above regulatory standards should be
clearly summarized in a table.



Mr. Jeffery Sims, P.E.
January 29, 2008
Page 3

5)

Your document states; “A review of those data bases revealed the location of two
potential sites (leaking underground fuel tanks (LUFT) within the project area.
Those are: Chevron Station 200734 at 3390 La Sierra. Erwin Family, LLC near
the intersection of La Sierra and Dufferin. Petroleum contaminants, from each of
the above-mentioned sites, may have migrated off-site to areas that would be
excavated for construction of the proposed pipeline. An electronic “sniffer’
capable of detecting actionable levels of hydrocarbons shali be employed during
excavation activities in proximity to the previously referenced sites. Should
actionable levels or contaminants be encountered, these materials should be
removed and disposed of in accordance with applicable regulation.” Proper
investigation, sampling and remedial actions overseen by the respective
regulatory agencies, if necessary, should be conducted at the site prior to the
new development or any construction. All closure, certification or remediation
approval reports should be included in the EIR.

If any property adjacent to the project site is contaminated with hazardous
chemicals, and if the proposed project is within 2,000 feet from a contaminated
site, then the proposed development may fall within the “Border Zone of a
Contaminated Property.” Appropriate precautions should be taken prior to
construction if the proposed project is within a Border Zone Property.

if buildings, other structures, or associated uses; asphalt or concrete-paved
surface areas are being planned to be demolished, an investigation should be
conducted for the presence of other related hazardous chemicals, lead-based
paints or products, mercury, and asbestos containing materials (ACMs). If other
hazardous chemicals, lead-based paints (LPB) or products, mercury or ACMs
are identified, proper precautions should be taken during demolition activities.
Additiorially, the contaminants should be remediated in compliance with
California environmental regulations and policies.

The project construction may require soil excavation or filling in certain areas.
Sampling may be required. If soil is contaminated, it must be properly disposed
and not simply placed in another location onsite. Land Disposal Restrictions
(LDRs) may be applicable to such soils. Also, if the project proposes o import
soil to backfill the areas excavated, sampling should be conducted to ensure that
the imported soil is free of contamination.

Human health and the environment of sensitive receptors should be protected
during the construction or demolition activities. If it is found necessary, a study of
the site and a health risk assessment overseen and approved by the appropriate
government agency and a qualified health risk assessor should be conducted to



Mr. Jeffery Sims, P.E.
January 29, 2008
Page 4

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

determine if there are, have been, or will be, any releases of hazardous materials
that may pose a risk to human health or the environment.

If it is determined that hazardous wastes are, or will be, generated by the
proposed operations, the wastes must be managed in accordance with the
California Hazardous Waste Control Law (California Health and Safety Code,
Division 20, Chapter 6.5) and the Hazardous Waste Control Regulations
(California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Division 4.5).

If it is determined that hazardous wastes are or will be generated and the wastes
are (a) stored in tanks or containers for more than ninety days, (b) treated onsite,
or (c) disposed of onsite, then a permit from DTSC may be required. If so, the
facility should contact DTSC at (714) 484-5423 to initiate pre-application
discussions and determine the permitting process applicable to the facility.

If it is determined that hazardous wastes will be generated, the facility should
obtain a United States Environmental Protection Agency ldentification Number by
contacting (800) 618-6942.

Certain hazardous waste treatment processes may require authorization from
the local Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA). Information about the
requirement for authorization can be obtained by contacting your local CUPA.

If the project plans include discharging wastewater to a storm drain, you may be
required to obtain an NPDES permit from the overseeing Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB). -

If during construction/demolition of the project, the soil and/or groundwater
contamination is suspected, construction/demolition in the area would cease
and appropriate health and safety procedures should be implemented.

Your document states: “The project area contains land designated as Prime
Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmiand of Statewide Importance as evidenced
by the vast orange groves along Van Buren Boulevard, Cleveland Avenue and
Irving Street.” If the site was used for agricultural, cattle ranching or related
activities, onsite soils and groundwater might contain pesticides, agricultural
chemical, organic waste or other related residue. Proper investigation, and
remedial actions, if necessary, should be conducted under the oversight of and
approved by a government agency at the site prior to construction of the project.



Mr. Jeffery Sims, P.E.
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17)

18)

Envirostor (formerly CalSites) is a database primarily used by the California
Department of Toxic Substances Control, and is accessible through DTSC's
website. DTSC can provide guidance for cleanup oversight through an
Environmental Oversight Agreement (EOA) for government agencies, or a
Voluntary Cleanup Agreement (VCA) for private parties. For additional
information on the EQA please see www.dtsc.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/Brownfields,
or contact Maryam Tasnif-Abbasi, DTSC’s Voluntary Cleanup Coordinator, at
(714) 484-5489 for the VCA.

in future CEQA documents please provide complete contact person title, e-mail
address, and agency web address which contains the project information. Also,
if the project title changes, please provide historical project title(s).

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Ms. Teresa Hom, Project
Manager, preferably at email: thom@dtsc.ca.gov. Her office number is (714) 484-5477
and fax at (714) 484-5438.

Sincerely,

Greg Holmes
Unit Chief
Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch - Cypress Office

CC:

Governor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse

P.O. Box 3044

Sacramento, California 95812-3044
state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov

CEQA Tracking Center

Department of Toxic Substances Control
Office of Environmental Planning and Analysis
1001 | Street, 22nd Floor, M.S. 22-2
Sacramento, California 95814

- gmoskat@dtsc.ca.gov

CEQA#1983






Community Development
Department

Planning Division

i January 23, 2008

Keith S. Dunbar, P.E., F. ASCE
K.S. Dunbar & Associates, Inc.
Environmental Engineering
3035 Calle Frontera

San Clemente, CA 92673-3012

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF COMPLETION (NOC) AND NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY
(NOA) OF DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (DEIR) FOR
THE LA SIERRA AVENUE WATER TRANSMISSION PIPELINE
PROJECT

Dear Mr. Dunbar:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the subject project. Since the project is
located within the City limits and its sphere of influence, we wish to respond. The City provided
comments concerning the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the DEIR and met with WMWD
representatives in July 2007. The City now understands that the project is part of the Riverside-
Corona Feeder, in which a prior Program EIR was prepared in 2004. The subject NOC is for a
supplemental Draft EIR for Reach E of the larger project.

The City supports the La Sierra Avenue Water Transmission project. However, based on review
of the Draft EIR for the project, the City offers the following comments:

Planning Division Comments

1. The City notes that the two to five million gallon reservoir proposed last summer is no
longer part of the project. Please provide the City with clarification on whether water
storage has been completely eliminated from the project or will occur at a different
segment of the project;

2. The City’s General Plan 2025 Program was adopted and the Final Program EIR (FPEIR)
was certified in November, 2007. This DEIR still refers to the City’s previous General
Plan and EIR. The EIR should be updated to refer to the City’s recently adopted General
Plan (GP) 2025 Program documents and GP 2025 FPEIR. The adopted documents and
latest versions of the Municipal Code are available at the following links:

http://aguarius.riversideca.gov/plnimage7/Browse.aspx?dbid=2; and,

3900 Main Street ® Riverside, CA 92522 ¢ 951.826.5371 o fax 951.826.5981 ¢ www.riversideco.gov



http://www.riversideca.gov/municode/.

. Figures 2-1 and 6-1 of the DEIR have Buchanan Street incorrectly labeled as Pierce
Street. Buchanan Street is approximately % mile to the west of Pierce Street. Pierce
Street aligns with the street labeled Riverwalk Parkway on the exhibits. The EIR should
include revised versions of these exhibits with the streets correctly labeled and with the
correct pipeline alignment shown along Pierce Street;

. The DEIR incorrectly reflects the City limits for Riverside. To ensure that the
appropriate jurisdiction is contacted for coordination of work, all exhibits depicting City
limits should be corrected throughout the EIR. Specifically, exhibits need to be revised
to include Annexation area #110 for the Alvord Unified School District. Please see the
attached map depicting the geographical area (south of Indiana Avenue at Pierce Street)
to be included within the City limits;

. All appropriate mitigation measures and recommended studies identified for Reach E on
Table I-1-A of the FPEIR for the Riverside-Corona Feeder Project should be applied to
this project;

. A street opening permit is required from the Public Works Department of the City. The
permit application needs to include traffic control plans and a Waste Discharge
Identification Number issued by the State Water Control Board;

. A number of the City’s Codes apply to this project and are not addressed within the EIR.

a. Title 19 — Zoning Code — applies to that portion of the project proposed on private
property. Those portions of the pipeline crossing private property and the
construction of the pump station should be evaluated under the City’s Conditional
Use Permit (CUP) process. The pump station is currently proposed on property in
the BMP — Business and Manufacturing Park Zone. The City requests that
WMWD apply for a CUP prior to approval and certification of the project EIR, so
details of the location, design, landscaping, and other aspects of the project can be
reviewed in detail at a public hearing. All aspects of the project can be included
under one CUP application and the results of such application need to be
addressed within the EIR;

b. Title 20 — Cultural Resources — A Certificate of Appropriateness is required in
regard to affected cultural resources (Victoria Avenue, Gage Canal, and historic
trees). In the case of historic trees, such as those along Citrus Heritage Park and
Victoria Avenue, any proposed removal or relocation of City trees will need to be
reviewed by the City prior to removal. The impacts related to any removal of
cultural resources and historic trees needs to be addressed as part of the DEIR. To
help mitigate impacts to important cultural resources and City infrastructure to a
less than significant level, the EIR needs to be updated to include a mitigation
measure requiring that “the pipeline be laid within the center paving, and the

2



entire streets be ground and repaved to avoid impacts to important cultural
resources and City infrastructure.” In addition, the cultural resources mitigation
measures found in Table I-1-A of the FPEIR for the Riverside-Corona Feeder
Project should be included as mitigation in the EIR for this project.

c. Title 15 — Trees and Vegetation — does not permit cutting, removal, or trenching
near trees in the public right-of-way, except in accordance with the Park and
Recreation Commission policies.

d. Title 17 — Grading — applies to the proposed work on private property in regard to
grading and/or trenching. Grading is not permitted within 50-feet of the City’s
arroyos. However, it is noted that the project proposes to cross the Mockingbird
Arroyo and this has not been adequately addressed in the EIR. As well the
pipeline is proposed to cross a blue-line stream in the vicinity of Firethorn
Avenue and this was also not adequately addressed within the EIR. The EIR
needs to address the impacts to the arroyo and blue-line stream and reflect the
City’s grading requirements;

e. Title 7 — Noise — applies to those portions of the project within the City limits.
This Title permits construction between the hours of 7 a.m. and 7 p.m. on week
days and between 8 a.m. and 5 p.m. on Saturdays. Work is not permitted at any
time on Sundays or federal holidays. This should be reflected in the EIR;

f. The Citywide Design and Sign Guidelines are also applicable to the portions of
the project that are above-ground. The EIR needs to fully evaluate and mitigate
aesthetic impacts, specifically aesthetic impacts associated with the 70-foot by
100-foot pump station facility proposed at 11615 Sterling Avenue. At this time
the City does not have plans that show what the pump station facility will look
like. This does not allow the opportunity to provide any specific input regarding
its design and aesthetic concerns. It is noted that the facility is proposed to be
located along the Riverside (SR91) Freeway at a gateway to the City of Riverside
where view and appearance of the facility from the freeway is a significant
concern. The City wishes to protect the view from the freeway from aesthetically
unpleasing uses such as unscreened/exposed utility equipment. As such, the City
suggests an alternative, less visible location for the facility. If another location is
not feasible, the pump station equipment needs to be fully screened or enclosed
within a building architecturally compatible with its surroundings to sufficiently
address aesthetic concerns;

The City requests that plans be made available as soon as possible, and that WMWD
submits applications for the review and approval of all aspects of Reach E with the City.
All conditions of the CUP and any needed Certificate of Appropriateness should be
addressed within the EIR;



Chapter 6, Biological Resources Comments

Public

8.

9.

The Biological Resources section of the EIR needs to be revised to include a complete
habitat assessment analysis prepared by a qualified biologist. The analysis needs to fully
evaluate biological impacts and identify and provide focused surveys needed, including
but not be limited to, a burrowing owl survey, as well as assessment of impacts to blue
line streams, riparian riverine areas, and arroyos. Biological studies need to be in
compliance with the requirements of the MSHCP;

Works Department Comments

The City prefers the alternative alignment that travels furthest down Fillmore Street to
Victoria Avenue. Since the project will result in significant damage to the City’s public
infrastructure investment, the EIR should include a mitigation requiring that the asphalt
surface be ground and repaved curb to curb after installation of the pipeline and any other
damage to the street be fully repaired. Additionally, WMWD needs to work closely with
the City to ensure that Public Works’ projects are not negatively impacted. Attached are
complete comments from Public Works Department for reference;

Once again thank you for the opportunity to comment on the NOC and NOA. We look forward
to continued communication and coordination on this project. Should you have any questions
regarding this letter, please feel free to contact Barbara Bouska, Associate Planner at (951) 826-
5507 or bbouska@riversideca.gov.

Sincerely,

22

Ken Gutierrez, AICP
Planning Director

Attachments

CC:

Ronald Loveridge, Mayor

Riverside City Council Members

Brad Hudson, City Manager

Michael Beck, Assistant City Manager

Kevin Milligan, Utilities Assistant Director/Water

Stephen Badgett, Utilities Assistant Director/Energy Delivery
Siobhan Foster, Public Works Director

Tom Boyd, Deputy Public Works Director/City Engineer
Erin Gettis, Historic Preservation Officer

G\GENPLAN\Agency Comments\WMWD\La_Sierra_Water_Transmission_PipelineNOC_NOA _let2.doc
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MEMORANDUM

Engineering
DATE:  MAY 21, 2007
TO: BARBARA MILOSEVIC, ASSOCIATE PLANNER
FROM: THOMAS BOYD, DEPUTY PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
CC: STEVE LIBRING, TRAFFIC ENGINEER
RE: WESTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT PIPELINE ROUTE

The Public Works Department has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) for the Western Municipal Water District's (WMWD) proposed La
Sierra Water Transmission Pipeline. The project consists of a 48 to 54-inch water
transmission pipeline between the Arlington Desalter on Sterling Avenue and
WMWD's Mockingbird Canyon Pump Station near the intersection of Van Buren
Boulevard and Mockingbird Canyon.

In Chapter 2, Project Description, the EIR presents a “Main Alternative” with two
varying subsets. The Public Works Department proposes that WMWD design the
water transmission pipeline using the alignment described in the second subset.
When compared to the first subset, this alignment would extend along Fillmore
Street in a southerly direction to its intersection at Victoria Avenue. It would then
travel in a northeasterly direction to its intersection with La Sierra Avenue. From
that point on, it will follow the alignment proposed in the “Main Alternative”.

Installation of the proposed pipeline will result in significant damage to the City's
investment in the La Sierra Widening project recently completed. The City will
require that the asphalt surface be ground and repaved from curb to curb after
installation of the pipeline and any other damage to the street be fully repaired.

Some of the reasons Public Works prefers the Main Alternative with the second
subset pipeline alignment are the following:

e Minimizes impacts to La Sierra Avenue. La Sierra Avenue will be impacted
during the La Sierra/SR-91 Interchange construction (anticipated to begin
August 2007 and continuing for 18 months)

e La Sierra is a major arterial — proposed alignment minimizes impacts to
the traffic circulation



¢ Minimizes impacts the construction of a new high school near Indiana
Avenue at Pierce Street

e Minimizes impacts to the Arizona Middle School

Finally, the EIR needs to provide a construction schedule for the proposed
pipeline so Public Works is confident that other City projects will not be
negatively impacted by WMWD's Pipeline Project.
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INTRODUCTION

The proposed La Sierra Water Pipeline for Western Municipal Water
District (WMWD) 1lies in the western Riverside area (Arlington
neighborhood) of Riverside County. The alignment will be placed
in existing streets running primarily south from the starting
point at the existing WMWD desalinization plant adjacent to the
SR91 expressway to the existing tank on a ridge above the junction
of El1 Sobrante Road and La Sierra Avenue (Map 1). The project
lies within the E1 Sobrante de San Jacinto land grant in township
3 and 4 south, range 5 and 6 west.

Due to federal funding, the project qualifies as a U[federal
undertakingld in terms of Section 106 of the National Historic
Resources Protection Act of 1966 (16 U.S.C. §470, as amended) and
the provisions of federal law for identification and protection of
cultural resources apply. This report is submitted to document a
finding of “no effect.”

CULTURAL HISTORY

Prehistory

The prehistory of the coastal region has been much more
intensively studied than that of the inland areas Jjust to the
east. It appears that the broad outlines of prehistory are
similar, but there are known divergences between the coast and the
inland zones and more will undoubtedly be identified as more study
is done of inland sites.

Moratto proposed a Paleo-Coastal Tradition to incorporate several
early components on the central and southern California coast that
are “...distinctive yet apparently related to the Western Pluvial
Lakes Tradition” (Moratto 1984:104). While rare, several sites
with components dating roughly from 11,000 to 8,000 B.P. (before
present) have been examined along the coast and the way of life
appears sufficiently similar to group these components as a
Tradition. In this case the tradition involves exploitation of
bay and estuary settings to harvest both terrestrial and aquatic
food sources with a rather generalized tool kit.

The next major era of prehistoric occupation in the area is the
Early Period, from about 8,000 to 3,300 B.P. As described by
Chester King (1981) this incorporates several previously named
archeological cultures, including the 0Oak Grove Culture, the
Hunting Culture, the Archaic and Early Mainland cultures, the
Millingstone and Intermediate horizons and the Encinitas Tradition

and part of the Campbell Tradition. There have been several
hypotheses related to why there is a cultural distinctive cultural
change Dbetween this and the preceding era. Migration of new

populations has been suggested by several researchers, either



along the coast or from the inland areas, but most archeologists
now feel that this period results from in situ development.

The common factor in the Early Period 1is elaboration of the
technology related to seed procurement and processing. This was
accompanied by increasingly specialized and efficient means of
utilizing the resources available in the environment in general.
The general picture is of cultural stability, with the inhabitants
slowly becoming more and more comfortable in their setting.
During the ©period resources from a wide range of micro-
environments can find their way to the same village through trade
with related groups or seasonal movement of the wvillage
population. By the end of the period external trade relationships
are quite extensive and bead production has moved from a primarily
home-use decorative industry to production of an exchange medium.

The Middle Period, from about 3,300 to 800 B.P., is marked by
continued economic specialization and, apparently, population
growth. Although marine resources were exploited from the
earliest known occupation of the coast, these were primarily
shallow water fish and shellfish, although deep water fish were

sometimes taken. In the Middle Period large pelagic fish were a
major component of the coastal diet. This may mark the
introduction of the plank canoce (King 1981). Villages are
established at several locations along the coast that had not been
occupied before. Indicating population expansion made possible by

more efficient resource utilization. A similar pattern is seen in
the inland areas, where development of mortar and pestle
technology allowed utilization of the acorn as a major food
source.

The end of the Middle Period may be a period of upset in other
areas of California. Trade in obsidian, common through most of
the Middle Period, drops almost to nothing. However, i1in the
southern coastal zone there is no evidence of massive upset, just
a continuation and intensification of trends already present in
the Middle Period through to contact with the Spanish, which
resulted in rapid destruction of the Native American way of life.

Ethnography

At the time of Euro-American contact, the project area was
controlled by the Cahuilla. However, this was the far western
edge of Cahuilla territory at that time. They controlled a large
territory stretching from the Riverside vicinity to the Salton Sea
and beyond. The desert areas in the Lower Sonoran ecological
zone, such as the project vicinity, were not the most productive
parts of Cahuilla territory, therefore, not the most densely

settled. The lower slopes of the San Bernardino, San Jacinto and
Santa Rosa mountains and the interior wvalleys near these areas
were the Cahuilla heartland. Still, there are enough recorded

archeological sites in the vicinity, almost all of them related to
seed processing, to demonstrate the Cahuilla exploited this area



for food regularly, if perhaps, seasonally.

Because of the large size of Cahuilla territory and the
considerable differences in elevation within it, a large variety
of animal and vegetable foods were available within the territory.

The main animal sources of food were deer, rabbit, Jjackrabbit,
woodrat, mice, and ground squirrels, antelope, valley and mountain
quail, doves, ducks, and other birds. Men were the primary
procurers of animal foods, but the bulk of the diet was made up of
a wide variety of wvegetable foods, mostly collected and processed

by women. The Cahuilla relied on six species of acorns and
numerous varieties of seeds including manzanita, sunflower, and
sage among others. To add to the staple crop of seeds, they also

collected bulbs, roots, cactus pods, and various fruits among the
hundreds of species that were used for food manufacture and
medicine (Bean and Saubel 1972). Through trade with the
neighboring Colorado River tribes, the Cahuilla had an incipient
agricultural system, that is, they planted seeds to grow corn,
beans, squash and melons, but did little to encourage growth or
tend the plants. They were just another food source supplementing
the many that grew wild in their territory (Bean 1978:578).

Older men were most active in rituals and ceremonial affairs.
They created most of the ceremonial paraphernalia used by the
tribe. The Cahuilla, more of a 1linguistic grouping than a
political unit, had no overall chief, but they did have hereditary
leaders of 1lineages. These lineages were grouped in moieties,
either wildcat of coyote, and one lineage was recognized as the
founding lineage of the moiety. The leader of the founding
lineage was, thus, the chief of the moiety. Each lineage head had
an assistant, who had important ritual duties of his own, and an
advisory council of ritual specialists and shamans. These shamans
each had his own special area of knowledge about the environment
or ritual magic. These positions were hereditary with each man
training his own successor from his own lineage who showed the
proper innate abilities. The shamans were both admired and feared
and they formed a coherent social group that cross-cut the lineage
Structure.

Linguistically, the Cahuilla spoke one of the four languages in
the Cupan subgroup of the Takic linguistic family. The language
is most closely related to Gabrielino, their neighbors to the

west. The Cahuilla traded widely, in fact, some Cahuillas
specialized as traders and traveled as far Santa Catalina to the
west and the Gila River to the east to exchange goods. Warfare

was most often an internal matter between rival lineages rather
than fighting with non-Cahuilla tribes, although they did defend
their territory as necessary (Bean 1978:582).

The Cahuilla were able to maintain their native social structure

later in time than many California Indians. The Anza expedition
crossed part of Cahuilla territory in 1874, but land routes from
Mexico were soon cut by hostilities with Quechan Indians. The

Spanish expansion then leapfrogged up the coast from mission to



mission. Although some Cahuilla were baptized at San Gabriel, San
Luis Rey and San Diego, the tribes interior location protected

them from most of the early impact of the Spanish. Although
diseases depleted the population, the rest lived an essentially
aboriginal 1life. Even when the Spanish began grazing cattle on

Cahuilla territory, they viewed it more as an economic
opportunity, working for wages as herdsmen part of the time and
returning to their villages the rest of the year.

When the Americans took over it became steadily more difficult for
the Cahuilla to maintain a separate identity. A smallpox epidemic
in 1863 was devastating, then reservations were established and by
1891 federal supervision of the Cahuilla was intensive. The
effects of government schools, increased missionary activities and
federal 1land programs eventually reduced native culture to a
shadow of its former self. Despite this, many traditional
cultural practices continue to this day.

History

The town of Riverside was established in 1870 by Judge J. W.
North, who had already Dbeen prominent in the political and
cultural affairs of Minnesota and Nevada. He developed an
interest in establishing an agricultural colony in California and,
after an extensive inspection tour, settled on what is now
Riverside. Judge North’s selection was a good one, as Riverside
was 1incorporated in 1883 and became the county seat in 1893.

Of equal importance in the development of Riverside was Mrs. Eliza
Tibbetts. A Professor Sanders, the husband of an old friend, sent
Mrs. Tibbetts two budling navel orange trees from Brazil, in 1873
or thereabouts. Mrs. Tibbetts was able to keep them alive and
from those two ancestors developed the entire southern California
citrus industry. One of these trees still survives, transplanted
to near the corner of Magnolia and Arlington. A memorial to Mrs.
Tibbetts has been erected at that site (Hoover et al. 1990).

From its early agricultural beginnings the city has grown steadily
and the Dbasis of the economy has diversified. The strategic
location of the town between the coastal and desert zones and on
the major transportation corridors between the coast and the
eastern markets has contributed greatly to this growth.

INFORMATION CENTER RECORD SEARCH

A record search was requested from the Eastern Information Center
of the California Historical Resources Information System at
Riverside. The purpose of the search was to identify any previous
surveys and recorded resources near the proposed alignment. The
Information Center reply indicates that much of the route has



already been surveyed, although some of the surveys took place

several years ago. There are 18 reports on file at the
Information Center that cover lands near the proposed alignment,
four of them covering portions of the proposed alignment. The

latter are:

Drover, Christopher R., Ph.D.

1981 Environmental Impact Evaluation: Archaeological
Assessment of Zone Change 3296 ©Near La Sierra,
California.

This survey of about 40 acres included a stretch of La Sierra
about one half mile long. No resources were recorded, but CA-RIV-
7820 was recently recorded within the area of this survey (see
site discussion below) .

Scientific Resource Surveys, Inc.
1981 Cultural Resources Report on (L) 1330 Acres Located
Adjacent to Lake Matthews in the County of Riverside.

This coverage included the southern end of the pipeline alignment.
No sites recorded in the current project area.

McKenna et al.
2005aA Phase I cultural Resources Investigation for the
Proposed Alvord High School Site at the Frost Reservoir
on Indiana Avenue 1in the City of Riverside, Riverside
County, California.

This covered a portion of the northern part of the project area
where the route goes around the site of Frost Reservoir to gain
the main line of Indiana Avenue. Frost/Sayward Reservoir and two
canals (Upper and Lower Riverside Canal) were recorded.

McKenna et al.
2005bA Phase I Cultural Resources Investigation for the
Proposed Corona Feeder Master Plan Project Area,
Riverside County, California.

This 1linear survey crosses the current alignment at a ninety
degree angle in two separate places. An insignificant amount of
the current project area was covered.

Among the other projects are several that come up to La Sierra
Avenue on one side or the other, but do not cross it. These are
not, technically, within the project area, but it is highly likely
that any resources that would be of interest to the current
project would have been recorded as a result of these earlier
projects. The portion of the project area covered in this fashion
includes almost all of the southern portion of the pipeline, that
area mapped on the Lake Mathews USGS map. Almost all of the
northern half of the project has not been surveyed.

Recorded resources that are within the record search area, that



is, within one-quarter of a mile of the project area, include the
following (from north to south).

CA-RIV-4791 The Lower Riverside Canal appears to be crossed at
four locations by the project. This large irrigation canal was
constructed about 1874 and in use until 1914. It was evaluated as
not eligible for the National Register in earlier projects, but
the latest update of the site record suggests that it should be
found eligible on the grounds that it was an integral and
necessary part of the success of the citrus industry in this
vicinity.

P33-14767 The site of the Frost/Sayward Reservoir. The alignment
does not cross this feature, if it still exists. It was scheduled
to be replaced by a school at the time it was recorded.

CA-RIV-7900 This is a house, 11225 Indiana Avenue, evaluated as
not eligible.

CA-RIV-7899 This house, adjacent to the above house at 11215
Indiana, was evaluated as not eligible for the National Register,
but possibly significant at the county level.

Both of the above houses are located on the north side of Indiana
Avenue and are set back far enough from the street to insure that
the project will not affect them.

CA-RIV-5672H This site consists of two segments of concrete
irrigation flume that appear to date to 1910 or so. The site is
over 60 meters east of the project area.

P33-14747 This 1is the 1location of two artifacts (manos, the
grinding stone used on a grinding slab or “slick”) that were

recovered during construction monitoring. There 1is no recorded
site in the immediate wvicinity and the manos were recovered
adjacent to La Sierra. It 1is possible they could have been

brought in with road fill.

CA-RIV-7820 This is the site that was later recorded in the area

of a previous survey. It is an historic trash scatter on a hill
east of La Sierra. This does not appear to be a significant
resource.

CA-RIV-7331 The site consists of two grinding slicks over 90
meters west of La Sierra.

CA-RIV-2227 This consists of a single grinding slick located 300
meters from the project area.

CA-RIV-2097 This site consists of nine grinding slicks on four
boulders located about 40 meters west of La Sierra.

CA-RIV-3857 This site consists of grinding features along with
waste material from stone tool manufacture or maintenance



(debitage) and may have some depth of deposit. However, i1t is
located 60 meters east of La Sierra.

The Information Center included copies of historic maps in their
report. The 1901 USGS maps show several houses along Indiana
Avenue 1in the project wvicinity, but very few near La Sierra
(Taylor Road, at the time). The 1942 USGS indicates many more
buildings along both roads. There are no other features indicated
near the project area.

NATIVE AMERICAN CONTACTS

The Native American Heritage Commission in Sacramento was
contacted to obtain a 1list of individuals who could be contacted
for information on the project area and also to check the Sacred
Lands Inventory. No properties 1listed on the Sacred Lands
Inventory are in or near the project area.

A letter and accompanying map of the project wvicinity was sent to
each of the ten individuals identified by the Native American
Heritage Commission as persons who might have information to
contribute regarding potential Native American concerns 1in the
project area. We requested any information or concerns that they
might have regarding wvillage sites, traditional properties or
modern Native American wuses 1in any portion of the project
vicinity. The letter offered to keep the information confidential
if so desired. To date, no replies have been received. (Appendix
2)

FIELD INSPECTION

The field inspection of the project area was conducted on February
16, 2006, by Robert Gerry of Peak & Associates. It was quickly
apparent that not too much new survey was going to be possible
because the original ground surface is not visible in most areas.
Development and associated landscaping has covered the bulk of
the area.

The inspection started at the north end of the project at the WMWD
Arlington desalinization facility. This 1lies Jjust east of the
large office building and paved parking area of the Santa Ana
Watershed Project Authority at the end of Sterling Avenue. All of
this area is paved. All of both sides of Sterling Avenue is the
Riverside Business Center, featuring one and two story warehouse,
office and commercial buildings. Only one lot at the northeast
end is undeveloped. The frontage of this lot was inspected, a
length of about 200 feet, with negative results.

At the west end of Sterling the route turns south on Pierce



Street. There 1is a vacant lot on west side between Sterling and
the Railroad where about 140 feet of very disturbed ground was
inspected.

The railroad appears on the 1901 USGS map (Riverside 15') as the
Southern California Railroad (Sam Bernardino and San Diego Line)
and on the 1942 edition as the Atchison Topeka and Santa Fe. It
is now used by Metro Link as well. A concrete lined drainage
ditch parallels the railroad, but it does not appear on either of
the above maps. South of the railroad there 1is a recent
subdivision on the east side of Pierce and older bungalows on the
wet. None of the latter appear to be of architectural interest.
The Alvord High School appears on the 1942 USGS map, but the
buildings are set well back from Pierce and will not be affected
by this project. There 1is also a vacant lot at the northwest
corner of Pierce and Indiana Avenue that allowed some surface
inspection, but again, it 1s badly disturbed and results were
negative.

The alignment turns east along Indiana and the western section of
this portion is characterized by a steep drop on the north side to
a recent residential subdivision and on the south by the
embankment of the Lower Riverside Canal. The latter has been
recorded (CA-RIV-4791H) and evaluated as not significant. In the
vicinity of this project the concrete lining of the canal has been
completely destroyed in some areas and is badly deteriorated in

others. Another recorded resource (Primary number P-33-14767) is
the old Frost/Sayward Reservoir, which lies south of the canal
further from the current project alignment. The reservoir was

recorded in 2005 due to plans to build a new campus of Alvord High
School at this location. This has not happened as yet.

Roughly 300 feet west of Sayward Circle the canal turns south away
from Indiana Avenue. From this point east to the intersection
with La Sierra, the route is typically lined by new housing on
both sides of Indiana. The north side toward the east end of the
alignment is lined by modern commercial structures. Two recorded
old houses in this area sat on property now occupied by a self
storage facility. On the south side the pattern is broken by the
Orrenmaa School east of Filmore and older bungalows east of that.
Most of the older residences are stucco bungalows, but there are
also a couple of homes in the 1960s modern style. All are set far
enough back form the street that they sill not be impacted by the
current project.

East of the residences on the south side of Indiana there is a
small canal then a large open lot with an almost complete gas
station on it at the corner of La Sierra. This lot has been
extensively disturbed by construction equipment and inspection of
the frontage on both Indiana and LA Sierra failed to identify any
cultural resources. The east side of La Sierra is occupied by a
subdivision under construction. The construction destroyed one
recorded historic site, CA-RIV-4672H, which was not a significant
resource.



The northern part of La Sierra within the project area is built
above the natural grade of the surrounding land. Just south of
the point where the grades coincide again, La Sierra crosses the
Lower Riverside canal, which passes in a modern piped culvert.
This is the only place where the proposed pipeline will affect a
recorded resource, and the impact here will be negligible since
the crossing is already modernized.

From this point south to El1 Sobrante Road both sides of La Sierra
are, in most areas, bordered by modern housing, usually with sound
walls between the road and the residences. This situation
provided few opportunities for field inspection. In addition,
almost all of this area is part of the La Sierra Road Improvement
Project, currently underway, which will add lanes, sidewalks and
landscaping to the route. The investigator inspected the western
margin of the Arizona Middle School Grounds and an orchard just
south of Victoria Avenue, with negative results.

Previously recorded sites in the southern portion of the project
area included CA-RIV-7820, a concentration of historic artifacts
on a hilltop, and CA-RIV-3857, a prehistoric food processing area
and camp. Also, P-33-14747, a location where two prehistoric
artifacts were found during construction monitoring is located in
this wvicinity. The present inspection noted that CA-RIV-7820
still exists, but the hill it lies on rises more than ten feet
above the grade of La Sierra, so there will be no effect. The
location of CA-RIV-3857 was observed at a distance (it 1is on
private land) and it is separated from La Sierra by a wide gully.
The site record says it is 60 meters east of La Sierra and the
current inspection indicates this may be an underestimate. The
construction that was monitored at P-33-14747 is a subdivision
which is still not entirely built out, but the intensive ground
disturbance has eliminated any chance of the survival of a site
in this area.

All of the project area from the location of CA-RIV-7820 near
Orange Lane south to El Sobrante has already been surveyed. Sites
in the area that are too far from the alignment to be of concern
are CA-RIV-2097, =-2227 and -7331. All of these are small
prehistoric sites characterized by grinding slicks on boulders.

At El1 Sobrante the route turns west to the existing tank about
1200 feet west of La Sierra. This area had already been surveyed,
and much of it is very steep, but it is the only area of extensive

original ground surface visibility in the project area. As a
result, the current investigator examined it again. There was
nothing new to report. In particular, there are no large boulders

or bedrock exposures near the alignment in this area, therefore,
no chance for the sites related to food processing that are so
common in this area.

CONCLUSIONS



The only known cultural resource that will be crossed by the
alignment is a tiny section of the Lower Riverside Canal. This
resource has been recorded, but evaluated as not eligible. In
addition, this crossing already features a new culvert under the
recently improved La Sierra Avenue, so there 1s no historic
structure in the current impact area. This proposed pipeline
installation does not constitute an [effectll in terms of Section
106.

As with any surface inspection, there is always a remote
possibility that previous activities (both natural and cultural)
have obscured prehistoric or historic period artifacts or
habitation areas, leaving no surface evidence to identify the
resources. If, during construction activities, artifacts or non-
native stone (obsidian, fine-grained silicates, Dbasalt) are
exposed or if unusual amounts of bone or shell are observed or if
areas that contain dark-colored sediment that do not appear to
have been created through natural processes are discovered, then
work should cease in the immediate area of the discovery and a
professionally qualified archeologist should Dbe contacted

immediately for a on-site inspection of the discovery. If any
bone 1is uncovered that appears to be human, then state law
requires that the Riverside County Coroner must be contacted. If

the coroner determines that the bone most 1likely represents a
Native American interment, then he must contact the Native
American Heritage Commission 1n Sacramento so that they can
identify the most likely descendants.
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INTRODUCTION

The proposed La Sierra Water Pipeline for Western Municipal Water District (WMWD) lies in
the western Riverside area (Arlington neighborhood) of Riverside County. The original
alignment of the pipeline was surveyed for cultural resources in February of 2006 and reported in
March by Peak & Associates, Inc. The present report covers alternatives that were not proposed
at that time. The primary addition is the Cleveland Avenue Alternative, which leaves the
previously surveyed route at the corner of Cleveland and La Sierra and goes east on Cleveland to
Irving and souith on Irving to Mockingbird Canyon. It then winds through the canyon to a
terminus at an existing facility on Van Buren Boulevard. Other were two other alternatives
surveyed as part of the current project. These were much shorter sections that leave the previosly
surveyed alignment at Filmore Avenue and Indiana Avenue and proceed south on Filmore then
turn east at either Arizona Avenue or Victoria Avenue to rejoin the previously surveyed alignment
on La Sierra (Maps 1 and 2).

The current report omits the background research sections submitted with the original report and
addresses only the new alternatives. All of the background information from the original report,
including Native American contacts, is applicable to this one as well.

The bulk of the Cleveland Avenue Alternative lies in T3S, RSW, Sections 16, 17, 19, 20 and 21.
The rest of the project area is in the El Sobrante de San Jacinto grant.

Due to federal funding, the project qualifies as a “federal undertaking” in terms of Section 106 of
the National Historic Resources Protection Act of 1966 (16 U.S.C. §470, as amended) and the
provisions of federal law for identification and protection of cultural resources apply. This report
is submitted to document a finding of “no effect.”

INFORMATION CENTER RECORD SEARCH

The new alternatives incorporate a substantial amount of territory that was not covered by the
original record search, therefore, an addendum record search was requested from the Eastern
Information Center of the California Historical Resources Information System at Riverside. The
purpose of the search was to identify any previous surveys and recorded resources near the
proposed alignments. The Information Center reply indicates that most of the route has already
been surveyed, the main previous project being:

McKenna et al.
2003 A Phase I Cultural Resources Investigation for the Proposed Corona Feeder

Master Plan Project Area, Riverside County, California.

This covers all of the new alternatives except the small portion on Arizona Avenue.



Four other projects focused on the Gage Canal, which crosses the Irving Avenue segment of the
route at about the halfway point from Cleveland Avenue to Mockingbird Canyon. Those that are
most relevant are:

Hallaran, Kevin
1991 The Gage Canal: A Narrative History.

This is an excerpt from:

National Park Service

1993 California Citrus Heritage Recording Project: Arlington Heights Citrus
Landscape, Gage Irrigation Canal, National Orange Company Packing House, Victoria Bridge,
and Union Pacific Railroad Bridge.

This report was prepared in iorder to place the resources listed in the title on the Historic
American Engineering Record (HAER). Listing on the HAER is equivalent to listing on the
National Register of Historic Places.

Wlodarski, Robert J.

1993 An Archaeological Survey Report documenting the Effects of the RCIC I-215
Improvement Project in Moreno Valley, Riverside County, to Orange Show Road in the City of
San Bernardino, San Bernardino County, California.

This did not include any survey within the current project area, but did record many portions of
the canal.

There have been other surveys that covered small parcels adjacent to a portion of the alignment
but not actually within the project area. There have been two cultural resources overviews that
incorporated portions of the project area but did not involve fieldwork.

The Information Center included copies of historic maps in their report. The 1901 USGS maps
show that some of the road involved in the project had not been built at this time or were
comnstructed only on part of their current alignments. The 1942 USGS indicates all the roads
are in, but there are few houses in the area. Both sets of maps show the Gage Canal.

FIELD INSPECTION

A field inspection of the project area was conducted by Robert Gerry of Peak & Associates in
October, 2006. The only unsurveyed portion of the project was the section of one alternative on
Arizona Avenue, a length of about one half mile. The remainder of the alignment was inspected
for changes since the original survey and to examine the crossing at the Gage Canal.



The Arizona Avenue alternative is bordered by new subdivision on one side and a bit older on the
other. All the houses appear to be 1970s or 1980s at the oldest, all have tile roofs and almost all
are one story stucco buildings. This pattern is repeated along the Filmore and Victoria segments
of the project area.

Cleveland Avenue is within a new subdivision at the western end of the alignment, from La
Sierra to an area where subdivision construction is in progress. There is a break in Cleveland
Avenue here and it provided an excellent opportunity for follow-up field inspection, since the
area has been stripped of all vegetation preparatory to construction. In addition, the open area
ends on the east at a drainage, thus the property is fairly sensitive for prehistoric resources.
However, no archeological evidence ws observed.

The remainder of the Cleveland Avenue area involves orchards, including many where
landscaping trees are grown in tubs. There are some residences in this area but none near enough
to the alignment to be impacted in any way by the proposed project. None of the structures
appear particularly old.

This pattern is repeated along Irving Avenue except that there are no structures near the
alignment except for the Gage Canal.

The canal is still in use and is well maintained with gunite and concrete lining.. The crossing at
Irving employs a small flat wooden bridge with troughs on each side to cary drainage water
between ditches on both side of the canal. It will probably be necessary to bore under the canal
in this area, therefore, a side area on both sides of the canal was inspected to insure covrage of
the area that might be excavated for a bore hole. Again, no sign of cultural resources was
observed in this area..

The portion of the alignment leading down from Irving to Van Buren on Firethorn Avenue is
adjacent to the botanical garden. This is a narrow winding section of road with banks on both
sides in most of the area and two residences close to the road near the top of the grade. From the
junction with Van Buren to the end, the land is completely disturbed by road construction and
installation of the facility that is the end of the project.

CONCLUSIONS

The only known cultural resource that will be crossed by the alternatives is a section of the Gage
Canal. This resource has been recorded and placed on the HAER. This means that it is
considered as listed on the National Register of Historic Places as well, since HABS (Historic
American Buildings Survey) and HAER listings were incorporated into the National Register
when the latter was established. Construction began on the canal in 1885 and the section
involved here was completed in 1888 to 1889. The canal is not particularly unusual in terms of
engineering and has been upgraded as necessary over the years, so much of it does not retain its



original appearance. For instance, it was originally an unlined ditch, but now it is covered in
concrete and gunite. However, it is historically significant because of its contribution to the
Riverside citrus industry. Completion of the canal doubled the acreage that could be put into
citrus production at the time and it has been a vital provider of irrigation water ever since.

It is assumed that the pipeline will siphon under the canal, which will avoid potential impact if
executed with care. If a different type of crossing is contemplated, it will be necessary to consult
with National Park Service and concerned local agencies to determine what impacts will occur
and acceptable mitigation. It should be noted that with a buried pipeline and sighon, there will
be no visual impact to consider. This may not be the case if other methods are used.

We are also assuming that the pipeline will be installed within the right-of-way of Firethorn
Avenue between Irving and Van Buren. This is the only area where houses are particularly near
the alignment. If the pipeline will be in the right-of-way then there will be no impact.

As with any surface inspection, there is always a remote possibility that previous activities (both
natural and cultural) have obscured prehistoric or historic period artifacts or habitation areas,
leaving no surface evidence to identify the resources. If, during construction activities, artifacts
or non-native stone (obsidian, fine-grained silicates, basalt) are exposed or if unusual amounts of
bone or shell are observed or if areas that contain dark-colored sediment that do not appear to
have been created through natural processes are discovered, then work should cease in the
immediate area of the discovery and a professionally qualified archeologist should be contacted
immediately for a on-site inspection of the discovery. If any bone is uncovered that appears to be
human, then state law requires that the Riverside County Coroner must be contacted. If the
coroner determines that the bone most likely represents a Native American interment, then he
must contact the Native American Heritage Commission in Sacramento so that they can identify
the most likely descendants.
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