
SAN GORGONIO PASS WATER AGENCY 
1210 Beaumont Avenue, Beaumont, CA 

NOTICE AND CALL OF SPECIAL MEETING OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
AND 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS ENGINEERING WORKSHOP 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, that pursuant to Government Code Section 54956, a 
Special Meeting of the San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency Board of Directors is 
hereby called by the President of the Board for the date and time set forth below. 
The Special Meeting shall run concurrently with the regularly scheduled Engineering 
Workshop at the same date and time as set forth below: 

Date/Time: 

Location: 

July 10, 2017 
4:00 p.m. 

San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
1210 Beaumont Avenue, Beaumont, CA 

AGENDA 

1. CALL TO ORDER OF BOTH THE SPECIAL MEETING AND THE ENGINEERING 
WORKSHOP 

Flag Salute, Invocation and Roll Call 

2. Adoption and Adjustment of Agenda 

3. Public Comment: Members of the public may address the Board at this time 
concerning items relating to any matter within the Agency's jurisdiction. Please 
complete a speaker's request form and hand it to the Board secretary. 

4. Consent Calendar: If any board member requests that an item be removed from 
the Consent Calendar, it will be removed so that it may be acted upon separately. 

A Approval of the Minutes of the Special Board Meeting, June 19, 2017* 
(p. 3) 

B. Approval of the Minutes of the Regular Board Meeting, June 19, 2017* 
(p. 5) 

C. Approval of the Minutes of the Finance and Budget Workshop, June 26, 
2017* (p. 11) 

D. Approval of the Finance and Budget Workshop Report, June 26, 2017* 
(p. 13) 

5. Reports: 
A General Manager's Report 

1 . Operations Report 
2. General Agency Updates 

B. General Counsel Report 
C. Directors' Reports 
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6. Special Meeting New Business: 
A. Consideration and Possible Action Regarding Adoption of General Fund 

Budget for 2017-2018* (p. 29) 

8. Consideration and Possible Action on Resolution No. 2017-11 Adopting 
Addendum No. 1 to the Environmental Impact Report for the Beaumont 
Avenue Recharge Facility and Pipeline* (p. 37) 

C. Consideration and Possible Action Regarding Agreement With EY to Perform 
an Audit of the Department of Water Resources Regarding the State Water 
Project* (p. 132) 

7. Engineering Workshop: 
A. Review and Discussion of Current Strategic Plan* (p. 167) 

8. Announcements 
A. Regular Board Meeting, July 17, 2017 at 7:00 p.m. 
B. Finance and Budget Workshop, July 24, 2017 at 4:00 p.m. 
C. San Gorgonio Pass Regional Water Alliance, July 26, 2017 

1. Regular Meeting at 5:30 p.m.- Banning City Hall 

9. Adjournment 

*Information included in Agenda Packet 
(1) Materials related to an item on this Agenda submitted to the Board of Directors after distribution of the agenda packet are available for public 
inspection in the Agency's office at 1210 Beaumont Avenue, Beaumont during normal business hours. (2) Pursuant to Government Code section 
54957.5, non-exempt public records that relate to open session agenda items and are distributed to a majority of the Board less than seventy-two (72) 
hours prior to the meeting will be available for public inspection at the Agency's office, located at 1210 Beaumont Avenue, Beaumont, California 92223, 
during regular business hours. When practical, these public records will also be made available on the Agency's Internet Web site, accessible at 
http://www.sgpwa.com." (3) Any person with a disability who requires accommodation in order to participate in this meeting should telephone the 
Agency (951 845-2?77) at least 48 hours prior to the meeting in order to make a request for a disability-related modification or accommodation. 
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SAN GORGONIO PASS WATER AGENCY 
1210 Beaumont Avenue, Beaumont, CA 92223 

Minutes of the 
Special Board Meeting 

June 19, 2017 
Teleconference Location: Americlnn Lodge & Suites Hampton 

702 Central Ave W, Hampton, IA 50441 

Directors Present: David Fenn, President 
Blair Ball, Director (arrived at 6:07) 
David Castaldo, Director 
Steve Lehtonen, Director 
Leonard Stephenson, Director 
Michael Thompson, Director 

Directors Absent: Ron Duncan, Vice President 

Staff Present: Jeff Davis, General Manager 
Jeff Ferre, General Counsel 
Cheryle Rasmussen, Executive Assistant 

1. Call to Order, Flag Salute and Roll Call: The Special Meeting of the San 
Gorgonio Pass Water Agency Board of Directors was called to order by President David 
Fenn at 6:00 p.m., June 19, 2017 in the Agency Board room at 1210 Beaumont Avenue, 
Beaumont, California. President Fenn requested a roll call. 

Roll Call: Present 
Director Stephenson � 
Director Ball □ 

Director Lehtonen � 
Director Castaldo 0 
Director Duncan □ 

Director Thompson � 
President Fenn � 

A quorum was present. 

Absent 
□ 

0 
□ 

□ 

0 
□ 

□ 

2. Statement Regarding Teleconferencing: General Counsel Jeff Ferre made the 
following statement: This Board meeting is conducted pursuant to California 
Government Code Section 54953, in that one member of the Board will be 
participating in this Board meeting by speaker phone. In accordance with the 
Brown Act, the teleconference location has been identified in the notice and 
agenda for this meeting. General Counsel Ferre confirmed with Director Castaldo 
that the meeting agenda was posted at or near the location that was stated on 
the agenda. He asked if there was anyone at his location that wished to speak 
during public comment. Director Castaldo responded that there is no public 
comment. 

3. Adoption and Adjustment of the Agenda: There were no changes to the agenda. 

4. Public Comment. President Fenn asked if there were any public comments. No 
members of the public wished to speak at this time. 
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President Fenn recessed the meeting to closed session at 6:02 p.m. He asked General 
Counsel Ferre if he anticipated any reportable action. General Counsel Ferre responded 
that there may be some direction on item 5B and there will likely be reportable action on 
item 5C. 

5. Closed Session (3 Items) 
A. PUBLIC EMPLOYEE PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Pursuant to Government Code Section 54957 
Title: General Manager 

B. CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATOR 
Pursuant to Government Code Section 54957.6 
Agency designated representative: President David Fenn 
Unrepresentative employee: General Manager 

C. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL-ANTICIPATED 
LITIGATION 
Initiation of litigation pursuant to paragraph (4) of subdivision (d) of 

Government Code Section 54956.9 
(One Potential Case) 

The meeting reconvened to open session at: Time: 7:36 

President Fenn announced that the Board has come out of closed session and has not 
concluded all of the items listed on the agenda. Therefore, this special meeting will go 
into recess and will come out of recess to resume the closed session items after the 
regular Board meeting. He also stated that there will be reportable action on 5C and 
consideration of 5B will resume. At 7:37 p.m. General Counsel Ferre stated that the 
Board will now take a recess from the Special Meeting in order to initiate the 
proceedings of the Regular Board meeting. 

The meeting reconvened to closed session at: 
The meeting reconvened to open session at: 

Time: 8:38 
Time: 9:30 

General Counsel Ferre made the following announcement: During closed session a 
motion was made by Director Stephenson, seconded by Director Thompson, to initiate 
the applicable legal action in connection with the Agency's application for a groundwater 
storage agreement in the Beaumont Basin. The motion passed 6-0-1 with Director 
Duncan absent. 

6. Announcements 
A. Regular Board Meeting, June 19, 2017 at 7:00 p.m. 
B. Finance and Budget Workshop, June 26, 2017 at 4:00 p.m. 
C. San Gorgonio Pass Regional Water Alliance, June 28, 2017 

1. Regular Meeting at 5:30 p.m.- Banning City Hall 

7. Adjournment Time: 9:31 pm 

Jeffrey W. Davis, Secretary of the Board 
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SAN GORGONIO PASS WATER AGENCY 
1210 Beaumont Avenue, Beaumont, CA 92223 

Minutes of the 
Board of Directors Meeting 

June 19, 2017 
Teleconference Location: Americlnn Lodge & Suites Hampton 

702 Central Ave W, Hampton, IA 50441 

Directors Present: David Fenn, President 
Blair Ball, Director 
David Castaldo, Director 
Steve Lehtonen, Director 
Leonard Stephenson, Director 
Michael Thompson, Director 

Directors Absent: Ron Duncan, Vice President 

Staff Present: Jeff Davis, General Manager 
Jeff Ferre, General Counsel 

1. 

Cheryle Rasmussen, Executive Assistant 

Call to Order, Flag Salute, Invocation, and Roll Call: The meeting of the San 
Gorgonio Pass Water Agency Board of Directors was called to order by Board 
President Fenn at 7:40 p.m., June 19, 2017 in the Agency Boardroom at 1210 
Beaumont Avenue, Beaumont, California. Director Stephenson led the Pledge of 
Allegiance to the flag. Director Thompson led the invocation. President Fenn 
requested a roll call. 

Roll Call: 
Director Stephenson 
Director Ball 
Director Lehtonen 
Director Castaldo via Teleconference 
Director Duncan 
Director Thompson 
President Fenn 

A quorum was present. 

Present 
IZI 
IZI 
IZI 
IZI 
□ 
IZI 
IZI 

Absent 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
IZI 
□ 
□ 

2. Statement Regarding Teleconferencing: General Counsel Jeff Ferre stated that 
Director Castaldo is attending this meeting via teleconferencing. In accordance with 
the Brown Act, the teleconference location has been identified in the Notice and 
Agenda for this meeting. General Counsel Ferre confirmed with Director Castaldo 
that the meeting agenda was posted at or near the location that was stated on the 
agenda. He asked if there was anyone at his location that wished to speak during 
public comment. Director Castaldo responded that the agenda is posted and that 
there are no members that wished to speak. 

3. Adoption and Adjustment of the Agenda: There were no changes to the agenda. 

4. Public Comment. President Fenn asked if there was any public comment. No members 
of the public wished to speak at this time. 
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4. Consent Calendar: 

5. 

A. Approval of the Minutes of the Regular Board Meeting, June 5, 2017 
8. Approval of the Minutes of the Engineering Workshop, June 12, 2017 
C. Approval of the Minutes of the Special Board Meeting, June 12, 2017 

Director Stephenson made a motion, seconded by Director Lehtonen, to adopt the 
consent calendar as presented. 

Roll Call: Aye Noes Absent Abstain 
Director Stephenson IZl □ □ □ 
Director Ball IZl □ □ □ 
Director Lehtonen IZl □ □ □ 
Director Castaldo IZl □ □ □ 
Director Duncan □ □ IZl □ 
Director Thompson IZl □ □ □ 

President Fenn IZl □ □ □ 

Motion passed 6-0, with Director Duncan absent. 

Reports: 

A. General Manager's Report: 
(1) Operations Report: (a) High Valleys Water District: General Manager Davis 

reported to the Board that he has been a participant in a number of meetings between 
HVWD's General Manager and Board President over' the past 2-3 years. He explained 
how HVWD is charged a tiered rate by Banning and why HVWD is looking to reduce 
its costs by purchasing water from the Agency. He also reviewed a number of different 
ways that the Agency could provide water to HVWD. He stated that a meeting 
between HVWD and the City of Banning Director of Public Works took place about a 
year ago. The outcome of the meeting was for HVWD to submit a letter to the City of 
Banning pertaining to wheeling and receiving a portion of the water; no response was 
received from the City of Banning. Another option is for the City of Banning to spread 
its water at the Agency's ponds,· once built. Because there was no response from the 
City, HVWD came to the Agency to request an application to receive water directly. 
HVWD is taking the application to its Board for approval. There will be details that will 
have to be worked out once the application is received. 

B. General Counsel Report: General Counsel Jeff Ferre deferred from reporting. 

C. Directors Reports: (1) Director Stephenson reporte·d that he attended the YVWD 
Board meeting on June 6 and June 13. He also attended Beaumont Chamber of 
Commerce on June 9, Calimesa Chamber of Commerce on June 13, and South Mesa 
Chamber of Commerce on June 14. (2) Director Castaldo reported on the Beaumont 
Cherry Valley Water District Board meeting in which the Agency's Beaumont Basin 
Watermaster water account application was discussed. (3) Director Ball also reported 
on the Beaumont Cherry Valley Water District Board meeting stating that BCVWD was 
appreciative of the Agency's efforts of moving forward with the modification to the Noble 
Creek connection. (4) Director Thompson reported that he attended the Beaumont 
Basin Watermaster meeting. He stated that Paeter Garcia did a phenomenal job in 
advocating on the Agency's behalf. (5) Director Lehtonen reported that he attended 
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the Beaumont Basin Watermaster meeting. He stated that he could not recall in his 
career where a motion was made and seconded and all of the discussion happened 
without an introduction of the motion, which made it difficult to understand the ending of 
the meeting. (6) President Fenn reported that he also attended the Beaumont Basin 
Watermaster meeting. President Fenn and General Manager Davis will be traveling on 
July 11th to meet with a water broker to discuss another potential water deal. 

6. New Business: 

A. Public Hearing: Consideration and Possible. Action to enter into Water 
Supply Agreement with Antelope Valley- East Kern Water Agency (AVEK): A staff 
report, Water Supply Agreement, and related materials were included in the Agenda 
Packet. General Counsel Ferre recommended that President Fenn declare the Public 
Hearing open, to receive the Staff report, and any public comments. President Fenn 
opened the Public Hearing at 7:48 pm. General Manager Davis reported that the 
Agency has been seeking out water supplies for some time. General Manager Davis 
reviewed the steps that were taken that led to contacting AVEK to discuss leasing 1700 
acre feet of water that was available through the Nickel deal. He informed the Board. 
that the effective date of the agreement is January 1, 2017. He stated that the actual 
cost to the Agency to lease the water for the next twenty years would be $1268.00 per 
acre foot for this year, and would escalate in future years. After the twenty-year period, 
AVEK will reevaluate to see if they would like to renew for another twenty-years; 
however, the Agency has the first right of refusal. The cost of the Nickel Water is 
identified in an original agreement between AVEK and Nickel Farms LLC. There is an 
annual price escalator, based on either 3% or the Consumer Price Index for Los 
Angeles, Orange County, and Riverside County, whichever is greater. This year the 
water cost is $716.29. A copy of the invoice from Nickel Farms LLC for this year is 
available for review by anyone who wishes a copy of the invoice. At this time, the 
Agency has not determined how to fund this potential water deal. In the staff report 
General Manager Davis recommended holding a workshop in July with stakeholders 
present to discuss how the Board would like to fund this. General Manager Davis 
reviewed the agreement and answered questions from the Board. General Counsel 
Ferre stated that AVEK's board has requested a change pertaining to attorney fees, 
wherein each party would pay for its own attorney fees. General Counsel Ferre stated 
that from his perspective this request is not out of the ordinary and is legally acceptable. 
His advice to the Board is that this one change is something that the Board could 
accept. General Manager Davis stated that AVEK Board's did not approve the 
agreement at its last board meeting, specifically due to the legal fee clause on 
paragraph 30. General Manager Davis suggested that should the Board vote to 
approve this item tonight that it be subject to legal counsel review of any revisions in 
paragraph 30. General Counsel Ferre stated that there is not a need to go through 
CEQA, other than the Notice of Exemption, which is explained in the staff report. 
General Manager Davis concluded his report for the public hearing. President Fenn 
requested comments from the public. John Covington (BCVWD Board Member) spoke 
on section 9C - Delivery of Water - pertaining to suspension of water under a 
Declaration of Emergency declared by AVEK. He suggested that the agreement 
defines what AVEK considers a Declaration of Emergency. He also had questions 
pertaining to the Take or Pay clause, which were answered by General Manager Davis. 
Joe Zoba (YVWD General Manager) spoke on a potential rate increase or a facility 
capacity fee. He also spoke on the contract term. General Manager Davis stated that 
AVEK has never declared an emergency, and that is the reason that the agreement 
was not specific. General Counsel Ferre provided the Public Contract Code definition 
for a Declaration of Emergency. He 7 / 1 g 6 i taking this definition to AVEK to inquire 
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if the Public Contract Code definition is acceptable. Director Ball inquired if there were 
some willing customers at the present time. General Manager Davis responded that he 
believes there is. Director Stephenson made a motion, seconded by Director 
Thompson, to approve the Water Supply Agreement with AVEK, with language 
changes regarding to the definition of a Public Emergency; subject to legal counsel 
approval. ,Also, a review by legal counsel pertaining to the change in the attorney fees 
clause. President Fenn requested a roll call vote. Director Castaldo question if the 
agreement needs to be answered tonight. President Fenn stated that it could 
jeopardize the potential deal itself should there be a delay. He also stated that a future 
workshop would need to be set in order to discuss how this would be paid for and other 
details. Director Lehtonen stated that there are funds in the Reserve that could be used 
for this year should the Board be indecisive on how to fund the water lease. President 
Fenn requested a roll call vote. 

Roll Call: 
Director Stephenson 
Director Ball 
Director Lehtonen 
Director Castaldo 
Director Duncan 
Director Thompson 

President Fenn 

Aye 
ISi 
ISi 
ISi 
ISi 
□ 

ISi 

ISi 

Noes 
□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

Motion passed 6-0, with Director Duncan absent. 

Absent 
□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

ISi 
□ 

□ 

Abstain 
□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

8. Consideration and Possible Action on Exchange Agreement with 
Crestline-Lake Arrowhead Water Agency for 2000 Acre-Feet of Water in 2017 and 
to Authorize Filing a Notice of Exemption: A staff report and a Water Exchange 
Agreement were included in the agenda packet. General Manager Davis stated that this 
subject was reviewed during the Engineering workshop last week. This would be the 
fourth exchange agreement with CLAWA. This proposed unbalanced transfer between 
the Agency and CLAWA is for 2000 acre-feet this year, with 1000 acre-feet to be 
returned to CLAWA over the next ten years. General Manager Davis provided the 
general terms of the agreement. The purpose of this proposed Board action is to 
determine if the Board wishes to approve this proposed exchange. Director Stephenson 
made a motion, seconded by Director Thompson, approving the agreement with 
CLAWA for 2000 acre-feet of water. Director Ball noted that due to prior exchanges the 
Agency would owe CLAWA a total of 3400 acre-feet. After discussion President Fenn 
requested a roll call vote on the motion. 

Roll Call: Aye 
Director Stephenson ISi 
Director Ball ISi 
Director Lehtonen ISi 
Director Castaldo 
Director Duncan 
Director Thompson 

President Fenn 

ISi 
□ 

ISi 

ISi 

Noes 
□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

Motion passed 6-0, with Director Duncan absent. 
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Absent 
□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

ISi 
□ 

□ 

Abstain 
□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
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C. Consideration and Possible Action on Resolution 201 7-1 0 Nominating 
Director David Castaldo to ACWA's Region 9 Board of Directors: Director Ball 
made a motion, seconded by Director Duncan, to approve. President Fenn requested a 
roll call vote on the motion. 

Roll Call: 
Director Stephenson 
Director Ball 
Director Lehtonen 
Director Castaldo 
Director Duncan 
Director Thompson 

President Fenn 

Aye 
0 
0 

Noes 
□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

Motion passed 6-0, with Director Duncan absent. 

Absent 
□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

0 
□ 

□ 

Abstain 
□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

D. Consideration and Possible Action to Change Date of the July 3rd Board 
Meeting: General Manager Davis stated that July 3rd is not a holiday, and that the office 
will be closed on Tuesday, July 4th

. President Fenn stated that the concern is that 
normally the Agency would hold a Board meeting on July 3rd and the potential for the 
public, customers, and/or board members of having a four days weekend is likely. After 
discussion, Director Lehtonen made a motion, seconded by Director Thompson, to 
cancel the July 3, 2017 Regular Board meeting and to hold both a Special Board 
Meeting and the Engineering workshop on July 10th

• A Notice of Cancelation for the July 
3, 2017 Regular Board meeting will be posted. President Fenn requested a roll call vote 
on the motion. 

Roll Call: Aye Noes Absent Abstain 
Director Stephenson 0 □ □ □ 

Director Ball 0 □ □ □ 

Director Lehtonen 0 □ □ □ 

Director Castaldo 0 □ □ □ 

Director Duncan □ □ IZl □ 

Director Thompson IZl □ □ □ 

President Fenn IZl □ □ □ 

Motion passed 6-0, with Director Duncan absent. 

7. Topics for Future Agendas: Director Ball requested discussion on how to get 
water deal information out to the Agency's customers in an earlier fashion. He 
suggested that joint closed sessions take place with the Agency's customer board 
members to see if there is interest when a potential water deal comes about. General 
Counsel Ferre stated that it is not possible to have a closed session with another public 
agency; however that does not inhibit the Agency to get information out to the retailers. 
General Manager Davis stated that he will be scheduling meetings with water retailers 
pertaining to the other water deal that has been discussed in closed session, to inquire 
if there is any interest. No other topics were suggested by Board members. 
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8. Announcements: 
A. Finance and Budget Workshop, J une 26, 201 7 at 4 :00 p .m. 
B .  San Gorgonio Pass Regional Water All iance, June 28, 20 1 7 

1 .  Regular Meeting at 5 :30 pm- Banning City Hal l  

9 .  Adjournment Time: 8:38 pm 

Jeffrey W. Davis, Secretary of the Board 

1 0/196 



Directors Present: 

Directors Absent: 

SAN GORGONIO PASS WATER AGENCY 
1210 Beaumont Avenue 

Beaumont, California 92223 
Minutes of the 

Board Finance and Budget Workshop 
June 26, 2017 

David Fenn ,  President 
Ron Duncan ,  Vice President, left at 4 :30 pm 
Lenny Stephenson ,  Treasurer 
Blair Ba l l ,  D i rector, arrived at 4 :05 pm 
David Castaldo , Director, arrived at 4 :26 pm 
Mike Thompson, D i rector 

Steve Lehtonen , D i rector 

Staff and Consultants Present: 
Jeff Davis ,  General Manager 
Tom Todd ,  J r. , Finance Manager 

1. Call to Order, Flag Salute and Roll Call: The Finance and Budget workshop of 
the San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency Board of D i rectors was called to order by 
Treasurer Lenny Stephenson at 4 :02 pm, June 26, 201 7, i n  the Agency Conference 
Room at 1 2 1 0  Beaumont Avenue, Beaumont, Cal iforn ia .  D i rector Stephenson led 
the Pledge of Alleg iance to the flag . A quorum was present. 

2. Adoption and Adjustment of Agenda: The agenda was adopted as published . 

3. Public Comment: No members of the publ ic requested to speak at this t ime. 

4. New Business: 
A. Ratification of Paid I nvoices and Monthly Payrol l  for May, 20 1 7  by Reviewing 

Check History Reports in Deta i l :  After review and d iscuss ion ,  a motion was 
made by D i rector Duncan ,  seconded by Director Thompson , to recommend that 
the Board ratify paid monthly invoices of $863 ,070.37 and payrol l  of $34 ,51 1 . 87 
for the month of May, 20 1 7 , for a combined total of $897, 582 .24.  The motion 
passed , 4 in favor, no opposed , with D i rector Lehtonen absent, and Directors 
Bal l  and Castaldo not yet arrived . 

B. Review Pending Legal I nvoices: After review and d iscuss ion ,  a motion was 
made by Di rector Duncan ,  seconded by Director Fenn ,  to recommend that the 
Board approve payment of the pend ing legal invoices for May, 201 7. The 
motion passed , 5 in favor, no opposed , with D i rector Lehtonen absent, and 
D i rector Castaldo not yet arrived . 

C. Review of May, 20 1 7  Bank Reconci l iation : After review and d iscussion ,  a 
motion was made by Director Thompson,  seconded by Di rector Duncan ,  to 
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recommend that the Board acknowledge receipt of the Wells Fargo bank 
reconci l iation for May, 20 1 7  as presented . The motion passed, 5 in favor, no 
opposed , with D i rector Lehtonen absent, and Director Castaldo not yet arrived . 

D .  Review of Budget Report for May, 201 7 :  After review and d iscussion , a motion 
was made by D i rector Duncan, seconded by Director Thompson , to recommend 
that the Board acknowledge receipt of the Budget Report for May, 20 1 7 . The 
motion passed , 5 in favor, no opposed , with D i rector Lehtonen absent, and 
Director Castaldo not yet arrived . 

E .  Review of Proposed General Fund Budget for FY 20 1 7- 1 8 :  General Manager 
Jeff Davis opened the d iscussion by reviewing  the budget presented at the Apri l 
Finance and Budget workshop,  then noting suggested changes. The Board 
reviewed the revised proposed budget. After further review and d iscussion , a 
motion was made by Director Fenn ,  seconded by D i rector Thompson,  to 
recommend that the Board approve the General Fund Budget for FY 20 1 7-1 8 
with changes as presented by General Manager Davis. The motion passed , 5 in 
favor, no opposed , with Director Lehtonen absent, and Director Duncan having 
left. 

F .  Review of Debt Service Projected I ncome and  Expense for Future Years :  
General Manager Davis opened the d iscussion by  suggest ing that one of the 
most important actions the Di rectors take each year is to set a tax rate . The 
material he presented was to help them understand some of the aspects of that 
decis ion. F inance Manager Tom Todd handed out a g raph that compared 
percentage changes year-to-year of tax revenue and Debt Service expense. 
Next, F inance Manger Todd handed out a graph that compared year-to-year 
total tax reven ue and Debt Service expense. F inal ly, F inance Manager Todd 
handed out a chart of estimated Debt Service expenses compared to estimated 
income for future years .  The Board reviewed and d iscussed the information . 

5.  Announcements :  Director Stephenson reviewed the announcements: 
A. San Gorgon io  Pass Reg ional Water Al l iance, June 28,  201 7 

1 .  Regular Meeting at 5 :30 pm - Banning City Hal l  
B .  Canceled : Regular Board Meeting ,  Ju ly 3,  20 1 7, 7 : 00 pm 
C. The office wi l l  be closed i n  observance of Independence Day, Ju ly 4, 20 1 7. 
D .  Combined Board Meeting and Engineering Workshop,  July 1 0, 20 1 7, 4:00 pm 

6. Adjournment: The F inance and Budget workshop of the San Gorgonio Pass 
WaterAgency Board of Directors was adjourned at 5 :29 pm. 

Jeffrey W. Davis, Secretary of the Board 
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F inance and Budget Workshop Report 

From Treasurer Lenny Stephenson, Chair of the Finance and Budget Committee 

The Finance and Budget Workshop was held on June 26, 201 7 . The fol lowing 
recommendations were made: 

1 .  The Board ratify payment of Invoices of $863 ,070.37 and Payro l l  of 
$34,51 1 . 87 as detailed in the Check H istory Report for Accounts Payable and 
the Check H istory Report for Payrol l  for June, 20 1 7  for a comb ined total of 
$897, 582.24. 

2. The Board authorize payment of the fol lowing vendor's amounts: 

Best, Best & Krieger LLP $ 1 5,297.25 

3.  The Board acknowledge receipt of the following:  

A. Wells Fargo bank reconci l iation for May, 20 1 7  

B .  Budget Report for May, 201 7 

1 3 / 1 9. 6  



SAN GORGONIO PASS WATER AGENCY 
1210 Beaumont Ave, Beaumont, CA 92223 

Board Finance & .Budget Workshop 
Agenda 

June 26, 2017, at 4:00 p.m. 

1 .  Call to Order, Flag Salute 

2. Adoption and Adjustment of Agenda 

3. Public Comment 
Members of the publ ic may address the Board at this time concerning items not on 
the agenda.  To comment on specific agenda items , p lease complete a speaker's 
request form and hand it to the Board secretary. 

4. New Business (Discussion and possible recommendations for action at a 
future regular Board meeting) 
A Ratification of Paid I nvoices and Monthly Payrol l  for May, 20 1 7  by 
Reviewing Check History Reports in Detail* 
B .  Review of Pending Legal I nvoices* 
C. Review of May, 201 7  Bank Reconci l iation* 
D. Review of Budget Report for May, 201 7* 
E. Review of Proposed Genera l  Fund Budget for FY 201 7-1 8* 
F. Review of Debt Service Projected I ncome and Expense for Future Years 

5. Announcements 
A San Gorgonio Pass Reg ional Water All iance ,  June 28 ,  201 7  

1 .  Regular Meeting at 5 :30 pm - Banning City Hal l  
B .  Regular Board Meeting , Ju ly 3, 201 7, 7:00 pm 
C. The office wi l l  be closed in observance of I ndependence Day, Tuesday, Ju ly 4 ,  201 7 
D.  Engineering Workshop, Ju ly 1 0 , 201 7 , 4:00 pm 

6. Adjournment 
* I nformation I ncl uded I n  Agenda Packet 

1 .  Materials related to an item on this agenda submitted to the Board of Directors after distribution of the agenda packet are available for 
public inspection in the Agency's office at 121 0  Beaumont Ave., Beaumont, CA 92223 during normal business hours. 2. Pursuant to 
Government Code section 54957.5, non-exempt public records that relate to open session agenda items and are distributed to a majority of 
the Board less than seventy-two (72) hours prior to the meeting will be available for public inspection at the Agency's office, during regular 
business hours. When practical, these public records wil l also be available on the Agency's Internet website, accessible at 
http://www.sgpwa.com. 3, Any person with a disability who reauires accommodation in order to participate in this meeting should telephone 
the Agency (951 -845-2577) at least 48 hours prior to the meet 1 4 / 1 9 6 Jest for a disability-related modification or accommodation. 



San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 

Check H istory Report 
May 1 through May 31 , 201 7 .  

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 

Date Number Name Amount 

05/01 /201 7 1 1 8429 AT&T MOBILITY 260.76 
05/01 /201 7 1 1 8430 BEAUMONT-CHERRY VALLEY WATER DISTRICT 461 . 92 
05/01 /201 7  1 1 8431 BDL ALARMS, INC. 78.00 
05/0 1 /201 7 1 1 8432 BEST BEST & KRIEGER 20,809.32 
05/0 1 /201 7 1 1 8433 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON 1 08. 1 3  
05/0 1 /201 7 1 1 8434 THOMAS W. TODD, JR. 2 ,331 .68 
05/0 1 /201 7 1 1 8435 UNDERGROUND SERVICE ALERT 4 .50 
05/0 1 /201 7 1 1 8436 VALLEY OFFICE EQUIPMENT, INC. 1 70 . 1 2  
05/08/201 7 1 1 8437 ACWA BENEFITS 748. 93 
05/08/201 7 1 1 8438 OFFICE SOLUTIONS 1 40.27 
05/08/201 7  1 1 8439 THE RECORD-GAZETTE 750.00 
05/08/2017  1 1 8440 LEONARD C. STEPHENSON 1 , 1 21 .05 
05/08/2017  1 1 8441 UNLIMITED S ERVICES BUILDING MAINT. 295.00 
05/08/201 7 1 1 8442 WASTE MANAGEMENT INLAND EMPIRE 94.80 
05/1 3/201 7  1 1 8443 CALPERS RETIREMENT 4,645.52 
05/1 3/201 7  1 1 8444 CALPERS 457-SIP 1 , 1 50.00 
05/15/201 7 1 1 8445 ALBERT WEBB ASSOCIATES 1 ,396.75 
05/15/201 7 1 1 8446 CONTROL TEMP, INC. 135.00 
05/15/2017 1 1 8447 FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS 1 ,202.98 
05/15/2017 1 1 8448 INCONTACT, INC. . 88,95 
05/15/2017 1 1 8449 OFFICE SOLUTIONS 1 39.78 
05/1 5/201 7  1 1 8450 WELLS FARGO REMITTANCE CENTER 1 ,280. 26 
05/15/2017 1 1 8451 XCEL PEST CONTROL 95.00 
05/22/2017 1 1 8452 CALPERS HEAL TH 7,746.27 
05/22/201 7 1 1 8453 GOPHER PATROL 96.00 
05/22/201 7 1 1 8454 MATTHEW PISTILLI LANDSCAPE SERVICES 2 ,075. 00 
05/22/2017  1 1 8455 PROVOST & PRITCHARD 500. 00 
05/22/201 7  1 1 8456 THE RECORD-GAZETTE 41 0.00 
05/22/2017 1 1 8457 LEONARD C. STEPHENSON 433.35 
05/22/201 7 1 1 8458 THOMAS W. TODD, JR. 734.91 
05/24/201 7 1 1 8459 AT&T MOBILITY 262.36 
05/24/201 7 1 1 8460 DAVID L. FENN 628.54 
05/24/201 7 1 1 8461 STEPHEN J. LEHTONEN 41 6,33 
05/24/201 7 1 1 8462 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON 1 06.62 
05/29/201 7 1 1 8463 CALPERS RETIR{::MENT 4,645.52 
05/29/201 7 1 1 8464 CALPERS 457-SIP 1 , 1 50 .00 
05/29/2017 1 1 8465 STANDARD I NSURANCE COMPANY 429.90 
05/1 3/201 7 547504 EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 1 ,036.37 
05/1 3/201 7 522288 ELECTRONIC FEDERAL TAX PAYMENT SYSTEM 6,071 .07 
05/29/201 7 503383 EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 1 ,094,23 
05/29/201 7 533035 ELECTRONIC FEDERAL TAX PAYMENT SYSTEM 7,668. 1 8  
05/31 /201 7 900 1 37 DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 790 ,057.00 

TOTAL ACCOUNTS PAYABLE CHECKS 863,070.37 

1 5 / 196 



San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 

Check H istory Report 
May 1 through May 31 ,  201 7 

PAYROLL 

Date Number Name Amount 

05/1 2/2017 801 372 JEFFREY W. DAVIS 4 ,428.03 
05/1 2/201 7  801 373 KENNETH M. FALLS 2,982.23 
05/1 2/201 7  801 374 CHERYLE M. RASMUSSEN 2 , 1 1 7 .51  
05/1 2/201 7  801 375 THOMAS W. TODD, JR. 3,466.67 
05/28/201 7  801 376 DAVID J. CASTALDO 2 ,335.80 
05/28/201 7  801 377 JEFFREY W. DAVIS 4,428.03 
05/28/201 7  801 378 RONALD A DUNCAN 1 , 1 67.90 
05/28/201 7  801 379 KENNETH M. FALLS 3,329.92 
05/28/201 7  801 380 DAVID L. FENN 1 , 1 67.90 
05/28/201 7  801 381 STEPHEN J . LEHTONEN 1 , 1 67.90 
05/28/2017 801 382 CHERYLE M. RASMUSSEN 2 , 1 1 7.51  
05/28/2017 801 383 LEONARD C. STEPHENSON 1 , 167.90 
05/28/201 7  801 384 MICHAEL D.  THOMPSON 1 , 167.90 
05/28/2017 801 385 THOMAS W. TODD, JR. 3,466.67 

TOTAL PAYROLL 34,51 1 .87 

TOTAL D ISBURSEMENTS FOR MAY, 201 7  897,582.24 

1 6 / 1 9 6  



VENDOR 

BEST, BEST & KRI EGER 

SAN GORGONIO PASS WATER AGENCY 

LEGAL INVOICES 
ACCOUNTS PAYABLE INVOICE LISTING 

INVOICE NBR COMMENT 

170531 LEGAL SERVICES MAY17 

TOTAL PENDING INVOICES FOR MAY 2017 

1 7/196 

AMOUNT 

15,297.25 

15,297.25 



SAN GORGONIO PASS WATE.R AGENCY 
BANK RECONCILIATION 

May 31 , 201 7 

BALANCE PER BANK AT 05/31 /20 17  - CHECKING ACCOUNT 

LESS OUTSTANDING CHECKS 

CHECK 
NUMBER 

1 1 8461 
1 1 8463 

AMOUNT 
41 6.33 

4 ,645.52 

5 ,061 .85 

TOTAL OUTSTAND ING CHECKS 

BALANCE PER GENERAL LEDGER 

CHECK 
NUMBER 

1 1 8464 
1 1 8465 

BALANCE PER GENERAL LEDGER AT 04/30/201 7 

CASH RECEIPTS FOR MAY 

CASH DISBURSEMENTS FOR MAY 

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE - CHECK H ISTORY REPORT 

NET PAYROLL FOR MAY 

BANK CHARGES 

TRANSFER FROM TVI 

TRANSFER TO TVI 

TRANSFER TO LAI F 

TRANSFER TO WF SAVINGS 

BALANCE PER GENERAL LEDGER AT 04/30/201 7  

REPORT PREPARED BY: 

1 8/196 

AMOUNT 
1 , 1 50.00 

429 .90 

1 ,579.90 

(863,070.37) 

(34,51 1 .87) 

239,01 0 .58 

(6,641 .75) 

232,368.83 

309,692.89 

8,605,258 . 1 8 

(897,582 .24) 

565,000.00 

(500,000 .00) 

(7,000,000.00) 

(850,000.00) 

232,368 .83 



DATE 

SAN GORGONIO PASS WATER AGENCY 
DEPOSIT RECAP 

FOR THE MONTH OF MAY 2017 

RECEIVED FROM DESCRIPTION 

DEPOSIT TO CHECKING ACCOUNT 

5/4/1 7 RIVERSIDE COUNTY PROPERTY TAXES 

5/5/ 17  YVWD WATER SALES 

5/9/1 7 RIVERSIDE COU NTY PROPERTY TAXES 

5/1 5/1 7 RIVERSIDE COUNTY PROPERTY TAXES 

5/1 5/1 7 RIVERSIDE COU�TY PROPERTY TAXES 

5/1 5/1 7  RIVERSIDE COUNTY PROPERTY TAXES 

5/1 6/ 17  BCVWD WATER SALES 

5/1 6/1 7 YVWD WATER SALES 

5/1 8/1 7 RIVERSIDE COUNTY PROPERTY TAXES 

5/23/ 17  STATE OF CALI F/DWR TSA SERVICE CREDIT 

5/26/1 7 TVI CD - BOND I NTEREST 

5/30/1 7 TVI ACCRUED I NTEREST MM ACCT. 

TOTAL FOR MAY 201 7  

19/196 

TOTAL DEPOSIT 

AMOUNT AMOUNT 

76,444 .52 76 ,444.52 

1 5, 1 16.28 1 5 , 1 1 6 .28 

2 ,827,928.92 2 ,827,928 .92 

72, 1 1 1 . 85 72 , 1 1 1 . 85 

4, 1 83. 1 8  4 , 1 83. 1 8  

764. 38 764.38 

376, 91 3.00 

22, 847.46 399 ,760.46 

5 , 1 33 ,816.86 5 , 1 33 ,81 6.86 

39 ,591 .00 39,59 1 . 00 

1 5,533.85 1 5 ,533.85 

20, 006.88 20 ,006. 88 

8,605,258. 1 8  8,605,258. 1 8  
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FOR THE FISCAL YEAR JULY 1� 201 6  - JUNE 30, 201 7 
-- - --

- --------------

GENERAL FUND - INCOME 

INCOME 
WATER SALES 
TAX REVENUE 
INTEREST 
CAPACITY FEE 
GRANTS 
OTHER (REIMBURSEMENTS, TRANSFERS) 

TOTAL GENERAL FUND INCOME 

GENERAL FUND - EXPENSES 

COMMODITY PURCHASE 
PURCHASED WATER 

TOT AL COMMODITY PURCHASE 

SALARIES AND EMPLOYEE BENEFITS 
SALARIES 
PAYROLL TAXES 
RETIREMENT 
OTHER POST-EMPLOYMENT BENEFITS (OPEB) 

C--J=iEAL TH INSURANCE 
DENTAL INSURANCE 

-LIFE INSURANCE �-
DISABILITY INSURANCE 
WORKERS COMP INSURANCE 
SGPWA STAFF MISC. MEDICAL 
EMPLOYEE EDUCATION 

�"!"AL SALARIES AND EMPLOYEE BENEFn:s 

.. 

· -

--

I 

-

--

·--

-
-

--
-

I 

ADOPTED 
BUDGET 

3,993,000 
2,240, 000 

64,000 
0 
0 

69,000 

6,366,000 

3,875,000 
3,875,000 

431 ,000 
39,000 

1 08 ,000 
23,000 
52,000 
4,500 
1 , 1 00 
4,500 
3,700 

1 0,000 
1 ,000 

677,800 
I 

REVISIONS 
TO BUDGET 

- -----

-- --

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL REMAINING 
REVISED ACTUAL PERCENT 
BUDGET YTD OF BUDGET 

I I 

Compare: 8% 

3,993,000 3,725,31 5.80 6.70% 
2,240,000 2,220,754.64 0.86% 

64,000 1 1 1 , 806. 1 1  -74.70% 
0 0.00 0 .00% 
0 0.00 0.00% 

69,000 45,937.24 33.42% 

6,366,000 6 , 1 03,81 3.79 4. 1 2% 
I 

3,875,000 2,725,065.30 29.68% 
3,875,000 2,725,065.30 29.68% 

431 ,000 395,495.76 8.24% 
39,000 33,593.84 1 3.86% 

1 08,000 1 00,339.31 7.09% 
23,000 22,460. 1 0  2.35% 
52,000 55,228.93 -6.21 %  

4,500 4,290.24 4.66% ---
1 , 1 00 1 ,233.90 -12. 1 7% 
4,500 4,083.32 9.26% 
3,700 2,6 1 1 .88 29.41 % 

1 0,000 5,648.52 43.51% 
1 ,000 0.00 1 00.00% 

-

677,soo I 624,985.so 7.79% 
I I I 

I 

I 
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�- - - - - - - - FOR THE FISCAL YEAR JULY 1 ,  201 6 - JUNE 30, 2017 --
- -- - - - -- -- -- - ---- --

-1--

--'------ ----

- ----- -- ---

GENERAL FUND - EXPENSES 

ADMINISTRATIVE & PROFESSIONAL 
DIRECTOR EXPENDITURES 

DIRECTORS FEES 
DIRECTORS TRAVEL & EDUCATION 
DIRECTORS MISC. MEDICAL 

OFFICE EXPENDITURES 
OFFICE EXPENSE 
POSTAGE 
TELEPHONE 
UTILITIES 

SERVICE EXPENDITURES 
COMPUTER, WEB SITE AND PHONE SUPPORT 
GENERAL MANAGER & STAFF TRAVEL 
INSURANCE & BONDS 
ACCOUNTING & AUDITING 
STATE WATER CONTRACT AUDIT 
DUES & ASSESSMENTS 
SPONSORSHIPS 
OUTSIDE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
BANK CHARGES 
MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES 

MAINTENANCE & EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES 
TOOLS PURCHASE & MAINTENANCE 
VEHICLE REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 
MAINTENANCE & REPAIRS - BUILDING 
MAINTENANCE & REPAIRS - FIELD 
CONTRACT OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 

COUNTY EXPENDITURES 
LAFCO COST SHARE 
ELECTION EXPENSE 

� � -�OLLECTION CHARGES -�--
TOT AL ADMINISTRATIVE & PROFESSIONAL 

---- - - ---- - -------- --
-- - -

f-
-· 

ADOPTED 
BUDGET 

1 05,000 
20,000 
32,000 

1 8 ,000 
1 ,000 

1 0,000 
5,000 

9,000 
20,000 
23,000 
22,000 

5,000 
29,000 

8 ,000 
650 

1 ,600 
1 ,000 

3,500 
9,000 

1 1 ,000 
6,500 

1 50,000 

5,000 
1 75,000 

9,500 

I 679,750 1 I 
I I I I 

- - - -

TOTAL I REMAI NING --------
REVISIONS REVISED ACTUAL PERCENT 

TO BUDGET BUDGET YTD OF BUDGET 

I 0.08 

1 05,000 90,939.01 1 3.39% 
20,000 4,583.28 77.08% 
32,000 1 5,354.89 52.02% 

1 8 ,000 1 9,331 .87 -7.40% 
1 ,000 530.05 47.00% 

1 0,000 9,630.30 3 .70% 
5,000 4 , 104.71 1 7.91 % 

9,000 3,341 .93 62.87% 
20,000 1 9,390. 1 0  3.05% 
23,000 22, 1 08 .00 3.88% 
22,000 21 ,301 . 1 7  3 . 1 8% 

5,000 5,01 2.00 -0.24% 
29,000 29,902.50 -3. 1 1 %  

8 ,000 1 ,000.00 87.50% 
650 650.00 0.00% 

1 ,600 1 , 142.78 28.58% 
1 ,000 6.78 99.32% 

3 ,500 28 .38 99. 1 9% 
9,000 5,872.70 34.75% 

1 1 ,000 1 3,397.61 -21 .80% 
6,500 4,592.27 29.35% 

1 50,000 65,837.80 56. 1 1 %  

5 ,000 4,440.49 1 1 . 1 9% 
1 75,000 61 ,600.00 64.80% 

9,500 1 1 ,289.73 -1 8.84% 

o I 679,75o i I 4 15,388.35 1 1 
38 .89% 1 

I I I I 
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BUDGET VS. REVISED BUDGET VS. ACTUAL 
1-- --

- -
- - - - - - ---- - - -- ·- - --- ---- - -- - -- - -· 

FOR THE ELEVEN MONTHS ENDING ON MAY 31 , 201 7 
'--

� 

·-· -- --- -- . 
- - --- - ---- - -

-- ·- - - -· -
- --

�------
'----------- ---- - - ---------

GENERAL FUND - EXPENSES 
GENERAL ENGINEERING 
RECHARGE 

B.A.R.F. DESIGN + CONSTRUCTION 
B.A.R.F. ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION 

FERG/FLUME 
FLUME SUPPORT 

N EW WATER 
PROGRAMATIC EIR 
UPDATED STUDY ON AVAILABLE SOURCES 
SITES RESERVOIR 

BCVWD CONNECTION 
ENGINEERING 
CEQA 

INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN (IRWMP) 
SGMA SUPPORT 
STUDIES 

USGS 
WATER RA TE NEXUS STUDY 
WATER RATE FINANCIAL MODELING 
CAPACITY FEE NEXUS STUDY UPDATE 
SUPPORT - CAPACITY FEE & AGREEMENTS 
UPDATED UWMP 

OTHER PROJECTS 
BASIN MONITORING TASK FORCE 
BUNKER HILL CONJU NCTIVE USE PROJECT 
GENERAL AGENCY - CEQA AND GIS SERVICES 

TOTAL GENERAL ENGINEERING 

I T  _ _ _ T -,··---

I 1---- -- - FOR THE FISCAL YEAR JULY 1 ,  201 6  - JUNE 30, 201 7 
7 - -- ·-·- -::··-- -, - --

t -- ADOPTED REVISIONS 
BUDGET TO BUDGET 

l 

CAPITAL EXPENDITURE 
CAPITAL EXPENDITURE 

40,000 

75,000 
45,000 

300,000 

30,000 
1 5,000 

5,000 
1 5,000 

1 00,000 
50,000 
30,000 

0 
0 

1 0,000 

21 ,000 
20,000 
35,000 

791 ,000 o I I I ' 

_r;--·_ -- ---
TOTAL 

REVISED 
BUDGET 

' I 
: L __  ' ' 
I I 

I t  ' I 
-· -1 l 

I I 

40,000 

75,000 
45,000 

300,000 

30,000 
1 5,000 

5,000 
1 5,000 

1 00,000 
50,000 
30,000 

0 
0 

1 0, 000 

21 ,000 
20,000 
35,000 

791 ,000 
I I 

ACTUAL 
YTD 

33,41 9 .58 

0.00 
22, 1 61 .45 

360,677.00 

5,200.00 
1 , 147.60 

0.00 
0.00 

1 1 5,640.01 
0.00 

6,887.50 
0.00 
0.00 

43, 149.28 

20, 1 80.00 
0.00 

37,262.78 
645,725.20 

I 

-- --- - - ·-- ---
-----

- -· --- - -----
-------

REMAIN ING 
PERCENT 

OF BUDGET 
I -

0.08 
--

1 6.45% 

1 00.00% 
50.75% 

-20.23% 

82.67% 
92.35% 

1 00.00% 
1 00.00% 

-1 5.64% 
1 00.00% 

77.04% 
0.00% 
0.00% 

-331 .49% 

3.90% 
1 00.00% 

-6.47% -

1 8.37% 
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GENERAL FUND - EXPENSES I 0 .08 

LEGAL SERVICES 
LEGAL SERVICES - GENERAL 1 75,000 1 75,000 1 96,303.81 -12 . 17% 

TOTAL LEGAL SERVICES 1 75,000 / / 0 1 75,000 1 96,303.81 -12. 17% 

CONSERVATION & EDUCATION 
SCHOOL EDUCATION PROGRAMS 1 0 ,000 1 0 ,000 5,000 .00 50 .00% 

� ADULT EDUCATION PROGRAMS 5, 000 5,000 0.00 1 00 . 00% 
........_ OTHER CONSERVATION, EDUCATION AND P. R. 20 ,000 1 5,000 35,000 21 ,263.87 39.25% 
� TOTAL CONSERVATION & EDUCATION 35,000 1 5,000 50 ,000 26,263.87 47.47% 
� f-t--- I 

I 

GENERAL FUND CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 

BUILDING 1 5,000 1 5,000 0 .00 1 00 .00% 
FURNITURE & OFFICE EQUIPMENT 5,000 5,000 0 .00 1 00 .00% 
OTHER EQUIPMENT O O 0 .00 0 .00% 
TRANSPORTATION EQUIPMENT 37, 000 37,000 0.00 1 00.00% 
MT. VIEW TURNOUT + BARF. CONSTRUCTION O O 31 ,228.01 

I 

- -----+-+--- -- -----+---< 
SBVMWD PIPELINE CAPACITY PURCHASE 330, 000 330 ,000 0 . 00 1 00.00% 

I 

TOTAL GENERAL FUND CAPITAL EXPENDITURES I 387,000 0 387,000 I 31 ,228.01 91 .93% 
I 

TRANSFERS TO OTHER FUNDS O O O 0 .00 

TOTAL GENERAL FUND EXPENSES 6,620 ,550 1 5,000 6,635,550 4,664 ,960 .34 29.70% 

TRANSFERS FROM RESERVES 

-------- -
+-+-----

300 ,000 300 ,000 --- ----+---+----- _ __ _ _ 

I 

1
T?TAL TRANSFERS FROM RE�_§_�\,/ES _ _  300 ,000 1 0 300 ,000 ! O -----------+ 
l�ENERAL FUND NET INCOME YEAR T� DATE ! , 45 ,450 - 15 ,000

1 1 
30 ,450 1 ,438,853.45 ! -- - �-l 

·--- - - - ·-

I 

I 
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DEBT SERVICE FUND - INCOME 

INCOME 
TAX REVENUE 
INTEREST 
GRANTS 
DWR CREDITS - BOND COVER, OTHER 

TOTAL DEBT SERVICE FUND INCOME 

� I DEBT SERVICE FUND -_ EXPENSES 

1 9,350,000 
1 70 ,000 

0 
3, 1 70 ,000 

22,690,000 

0.08 

1 9,350,000 20,399,720.78 -5.42% 
1 70,000 292,623.82 -72. 1 3% 

0 0.00 0.00% 
3 ,1 70,000 3,283,084.66 -3.57% 

0 22,690,000 23,975,429.26 -5.67% 

·-+-l 
........ EXPENSES I I I I I I I ! I 
I-' e----.------ -------------

)00 � ! SALARIES I I 52, 1 
PAYROLL TAXES I I 4.C 
BENEFITS I I 23:, 

100 
_ )00 

SWC CONTRACTOR DUES I I 33_, )00 

52,000 49,561 .74 
4,000 3,791 .39 

28,000 25,480.97 
33,000 40,558.00 

1 8,600, 0 1 8,600,000 1 8,055,980 .00 0.000 1 I I I 1 8.600.000 I I 1 8.055.980.00 I I 2 .92% 
PURCHASED WATER I I 5. C . 100 
STATE WATER PROJECT LEGAL SERVICES I I C ) 

USGS I I C ) 

CONTRACT OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE I I 1 20. . 000 
SWP ENGINEERING I I 30. 1 

_ _  _ )00 

5,000 543.00 
0 0.00 
0 0.00 

1 20,000 86,436.92 
30,000 93,71 7.31 

. )00 1 0,000 9,233.22 DEBT SERVICE UTILITIES I I 1 0. 1  _ __ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

. JOO 60,000 64,002. 1 1  TAX COLLECTION CHARGES I I 60. 1 
_ _ _ _ _ _ 

TOTAL DEBT SERVICE FUND EXPENSES 

TRANSFERS FROM RESERVES 

DEBT SERVICE NET INCOME YEAR TO DATE 

-
�8 .942,000 1 i 

3,748,000 

I I 
0 1 I 

0 

1 8,942,000 I 1 8,429,304.66 2.71%] 

0 0.00 

3,748,000 5,546, 1 24.60 
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27.97% 
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GENERAL FUND - INCOME I 1 1  I ' 

I---+- - -
-

- -
-

- - · -
--

-
1 1  

- --++-
INCOME - - - - - - - - - - - ------------- --+-+--

WATER SALES - - - - - - - - - - - - - --+-+- - - - - - - -

(:-;E:���
N U E  

- --
1 1  . - . - - - 1 1  

3,993,ooo I I 
2,240 ,000 ! ! 

DESIGNATED REVENUES 
OTHER (REIMBURSEMENTS, TRANSFERS) 

TOTAL GENERAL FUND INCOME 

LJ_ I �  GENERAL FUND - EXPENSES ! ;:::-ODITY PURCHASE 
I.O CHASED WATER 
O'I _ ____ _ 

TO"I AL COMMODITY PURCHASE 

i 
SALARIES AND EMPLOYEE BENEFITS 

64,000 

0 

69, 000 

6,366,ooo 

3,875,000 

3,875,000j 

3 , 3 1 0 ,439.06 4,500 , 000.00 

1 ,568, 390 .08 2,275, 000.00 
89,574.63 1 07,489.56 

0 .00 0 .00 

45,937.24 68,397.34 

5, 01 4,341 .0 1 1 1  6 ,950,886.90 

2,364,885.301  I 3,500 ,000. 00 

2,364,885.30 I I 3,500, 000 .00 

-·-- -

-1 2.70% 
-1 .56% 

-67.95% 
0 .00% 
0 .87% 

21 .23% 

9.68% 

38.97% 

-

5,500 , 000 

2, 350 ,000 

1 1 0, 000 

0 

- 456, 000 

8,41 6,000 
! 

6,230 ,000 

6,230 ,000 

1 1  
1 1  

SALARIES 1 1  431 , 000 1 I 359, 071 .64 1 1 - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _  - - - - - -
e-lf6yROLL TAXES 

1 1  
39, 000

1 I 
30 , 1 30 .48 1 I 

430 , 885.97 1 6.69% 454, 000 

22.74% 
- RETIREMENT 1 08. 000 93 . 1 83.69 I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

36, 1 56.58 
1 1 1 ,820 .43 1 3 .72% 

38, 000 

1 23 ,000 

OTHER POST-EMPLOYMENT BENEFITS (OPES) I I 23,000 1  I 20,593.72 1  I 
HEALTH I NSURANCE I I 52.000 I I 50 .277.73 I I 
DENTAL I NSURANCE I I 4.500 1 I 3.932.72 1 I 

22,460.00 
55,247.82 

4,291 .24 

1 0.46% 
3.31 % 

1 2.61 % 
LIFE I NSURANCE I I 1 . 1 00 1 I 1 . 1 32. 1 4 1  I __  _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ ' ' 1 ,234. 00 -2.92% 
DISABILITY I NSURANCE I I 4.500 I I 3 .704.51 I I 4,445.41 1 7.68% 

3,264.85 29.41 % WORKERS COMP I NSURANCE 1 1  3.700 1 1  2.61 1 . 88 1 1 _ __ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
6,367.68 46.94% SGPWA STAFF MISC. MEDICAL I I  1 0. 000 1 1  5 . 306.40 1 1  _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _  _ 

0 .00 EMPLOYEE EDUCATION 1 1  1 ,000 1 I 0 . 00 1 I - - - ---'- ' 1 00. 00% 

25,000 

61 ,000 

4,500 

1 ,300 

4,700 

3 ,400 
1 0 , 000 

1 , 000 

22.22% 
3.30% 
2.34% 

- -
566.69% 

21 .08% 

78. 00% 

78. 00% 

1 1  1 1 
676, 1 73.97

, I 1 5.91 % 1 j 725,900 TOTAL SALARIES AND EMPLOYEE BENEFITS I I 677.800 I I 569.944.91 1 I _ _ _ _  . _ --! 
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ADMINISTRATIVE & PROFESSIONAL 

I 
DIRECTOR EXPENDITURES 

DIRECTORS FEES 
DIRECTORS TRAVEL & EDUCATION 
DIRECTORS MISC. MEDICAL 

! OFFICE EXPENDITURES 
OFFICE EXPENSE 
POSTAGE 

ITFI EPHONE 

� ::;E EXPENDITURES 
- -

- --- --

11 "' rnEs 

f-" IPUTER, WEB SITE AND PHONE SUPPORT 
G IC ERAL MANAGER & STAFF TRAVEL 

11t .::'JRANCE & BONDS 
!ACCOUNTING & AUDITING 
STATE WATER CONTRACT AUDIT 
DUES & ASSESSMENTS 

! OUTSIDE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
BANK CHARGES 
MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES 

1 r-� -I 1 1  
1 05,000 
20,000 
32,000 

1 8,000 
1 ,000 

1 0,000 
5,000 

9 ,000 
20,000 
23,000 
22,000 

5,000 
29,000 

650 
1 ,600 
1 ,000 

- --- - - ---

82,086.46 
4,346.60 

1 3, 1 88.97 

1 7,543.47 
530.05 

8,488.94 
4,001 .77 

3,341 .93 
1 6,059.44 
22, 1 08.00 
21 ,301 . 1 7  

5,01 2.00 
29,902.50 

650.00 
1 , 142.78 

6.78 

98,503.75 
5,215 .92 

1 5,826.76 

21 ,052. 1 6  
636.06 

1 0, 1 86.73 
4,802. 1 2  

4,01 0.32 
1 9,271 .33 
22, 1 08.00 
21 ,30 1 . 1 7  

5,01 2.00 
30,000.00 

650.00 
1 ,371 .34 

0.00 

I 

1 
I ! 

21 .82% 1 08,000 
78.27% 1 5,000 
58.78% 23,000 

-

2.54% 24,000 
47.00% 650 
1 5. 1 1 %  1 1 ,000 
1 9.96% 5,000 

62.87% 1 0,000 
1 9.70% 22,000 

3.88% 23,000 
3.1 8% 21 , 000 

-0.24% 5,500 
-3. 1 1 %  31 ,500 
0.00% 2,000 

28.58% 1 ,500 
99.32% 500 

-

� .  

MAINTENANCE & EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES 
TOOLS PURCHASE & MAINTENANCE 
VEHICLE REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 
MAINTENANCE & REPAIRS - BUILDING 
MAINTENANCE & REPAIRS - FIELD 
CONTRACT OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 

COUNTY EXPENDITURES 
-

LAFCO COST SHARE 
ELECTION EXPENSE 
TAX COLLECTION CHARGES 

TOTAL ADMINISTRATIVE & PROFESSIONAL 
I I 

3,500 
9 ,000 

1 1 ,000 
6,500 --------

1 50,000 

5,000 
1 75,000 

- - . - 9,500 
671 ,7so / I 

.l. I 

28.38 
5,229.06 

1 2,356.81 
2,837.77 

65,837.80 

4,440.49 
0.00 

8,267.85 
328,709.02 

I I 

34.06 
6,274.87 

1 4,828 . 17  
3,405.32 

1 50,000.00 

4,440.49 
0.00 

9 ,921 .42 
448,852.00 I I 

! 

99.1 9% 
41 .90% 

-12.33% 
56.34% 
56.1 1 %  

1 1 . 1 9% 
1 00.00% 

1 2.97% 
I 

51 .o7% f I 

, __ 

1 ,000 
7,000 

1 5,000 
4,500 

1 50,000 - ,  
5, 000 

0 
1 0,500 

I 
496,650 / I 

I I 

9.64% 
1 87.58% 
45.32% 

14.00% 
2. 1 9% 
7.98% 
4. 1 2% 

149.36% 
14. 1 6% 
4.03% 

-1 .41% 
9.74% 
5.00% 

207.69% 
9.38% 
0.00% 

2836.34% 
1 1 .56% 

1 . 1 6% 
32. 1 5% 

0.00% 

1 2.60% 
0.00% 
5.83% 

1 0.65% 
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BUDGET APRIL 201 7  ACTUAL % ACTUAL BUDGET -BUDGET 
_ FY 201 6-17 AT JUNE 30 OF BUDGET FY 201 7-1 8 TO EST. ACTUAL 

1 -- - -- - - - - --GENERAL FUND - EXPENSES 

GENERAL ENGINEERING __ JJ_ I _I ------ ! I ==ii= -- ------==------==::::1 
I_ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ 

GRANT WRITER - NEW 
NEW WATER 

PROGRAMATIC EIR 75,000 0.00 0.00 1 00_00% 
UPDATED STUDY ON AVAILABLE SOURCES 45,000 21 ,661 .45 25,993_74 51 .86% 

SGMA SUPPORT 1 5,000 0.00 0.00 1 00.00% 
STUDIES 

USGS I I 1 00,000 1 I 1 04, 142.72 1 I 1 24,971 .26 1 I -4. 14% 

1 0,000 

50,000 
5,000 

1 0,000 

1 00,000 
WATER RATE NEXUS STUDY 50,000 0.00 0.00 1 00.00% ij � "ER RATE FINANCIAL MODELING 30,000 6,887.50 8,265.00 77.04%1 l 20, 

........._ACITY FEE NEXUS STUDY UPDATE O 0.00 0.00 0.00% - -
I-' :ELING RA TE STUDY - NEW "° � PROJECTS 

E. �IN MONITORING TASK FORCE 21 ,000 20, 1 80_00 20, 1 80.00 3.90% 

40,000 
JOO 

5,000 
20,000 

22,000 
GENERAL AGENCY - CEQA AND GIS SERVICES 35,000 35,969.03 

TOTAL GENERAL ENGINEERING 371 ,000 1 88,840_70 1 I 

LEGAL SERVICES 
LEGAL SERVICES - GENERAL 175,000 1 77,879.36 

---; 
TOT AL LEGAL SERVICES 175,000 

1 0,000 

1 77,879.36] 

CONSERVATION & EDUCATION 
SCHOOL EDUCATION PROGRAMS 5,000.00 
ADULT EDUCATION PROGRAMS 5,000 Q_QQ 
OTHER CONSERVATION, EDUCATION AND P. R. 35,000 21 ,263.87 

TOTAL CONSERVATION & EDUCATION 50,000 26,263.87 I 
I I _I -

38,000.00 -2.77% 
217,41 0.00 49_ 1 0% 

21 3,455.23 -1 .65% 
21 3 ,455.23 -1 .65%] 

1 4,000.00 50.00% 
0.00 1 00_00% 

22,000.00 39.25% 
36,00Q_QO I 47.47% 1 

1 1  1 1  

1 5,000 
287,000 

-
I 

1 75,000 
1 75,oool l 

14,000 I I 
5,000 1 I 

35,000 
' 

54,000 I I 
I !  

-80.76% 

-1 9_98% 

9.02% 
-60.53% 
32.01% 

-1 8.02% 
-1 8.02% 

0_00% 
0.00% 

' 
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GENERAL FUND CAPITAL EXPENDITURES I _j_ I I ___ I 
1-L-- ___ ' I I I 1 
BUILDING & EQUI PMENT _ j i 

1- BUILDING 1 5 , 000 ' 0 .00 0 .00 1 00 .00% 1 0 ,000 

_ _  l.t_URNITURE & OFFICE EQUIPMENT -
5,000 0 .00 0 .00 1 00 .00% 1 0 ,000 

- -0 .00% 

OTHER EQUIPMENT 0 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00% 0 

0 .00% 
0 .00% 
U.U0% TRANSPORTATION EQUIPMENT 37 ,000 0 .00 0 .00 1 00 .00% 37 ,000 
- -

FIESTA RECHARGE FACILITY 
POST DESIGN 0 .00 250 ,000 

CONSTRUCTION 0 .00 2, 500 ,000 

F N CING 0 .00 1 20 ,000 1 1 

I\, �  GATION 0 .00 1 5 ,000 

L ...... DSCAPING/POWER/WATER 0 .00 
BUI  ID :R H ILL CONJUNCTIVE USE PROJECT 0 .00 

BC'.� D TURNOUT EXPANSION 
]DESIGN 
l CONSTRUCTION 

o.oo I I I I 35,000 

0 .00 1 I I I 1 62,000 

- --- -
- -
- -
- --- --

- -

! POST DESIGN 1-�- -----
SITES RESERVOIR I ±  I I 1 1  360 ,67�:�� I I -20.23% 1 1  2��:��� I I 1 1  300,000 j 360 ,677.00 

:-� 
-25. 1 4% 

TOTAL GENERAL FUND CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 357,000 1 360 ,677.00 

I I I I 

I o l I TRANSFERS TO OTHER FUNDS o.oo 

6,1 77 ,550 1 ! 

__ JI 
300 ,000 

TOTAL GENERAL FUND EXPENSES 

WITHDRAWALS FROM RESERVES 

4,01 7,200 . 1 6  
I 

0 

300 ,00017  TOTAL WITHDRAWALS FROM RESERVES 
_-, ----

0 

GENERAL FUND NET INCOME YEAR TO DATE 488,450� 997 , 1 40 .85 

360 ,677.oo I I -1 .03% I I 3,439,ooo 

0 .00 I I 0 

5,452,568.21 34 . 97% 1 1 ,407 , 550 .00 

300 ,000 3,382,000 

300 ,000 I 3,382,000 

1 ,798,31 8.69 -0 . 1 4 390 ,450 

853.48%1 

1 09.21 % I 
I I 

1 1 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM : 

RE: 

DATE: 

Summary: 

Board of Di rectors 

Genera l  Manager 

Genera l  Fund Budget Fiscal  Year 201 7-20 1 8  

Ju ly 1 0 , 201 7 

The proposed Genera l  Fund budget for 201 7-201 8 has been 
discussed at the Finance and Budget workshops in both May and 
June. The purpose of th is proposed Board action is to formal ly adopt 
the 20 1 7-201 8 Genera l  Fund budget. 

Background:  
The primary d ifferences in  the Agency's Genera l  Fund budget from 
year to year is the amount of water purchased , which depends on 
how much water is avai lab le from the State Water Project, and 
whether the Board decides to spend money on capital expend itu res . 
To some extent ,  engineering stud ies or other stud ies also p lay a role 
in the budget, though not typ ica l ly to a large extent. 

This year's (201 7-201 8) proposed budget is larger than in previous 
years , primari ly because it is a wetter year and there is more water 
avai lable to purchase and del iver, and because of the plan to 
construct a proposed recharge faci l ity. These are by far the largest 
items in the Agency's proposed genera l  fund budget ( over $9 mi l l ion 
of the $ 1 1 .4 mi l l ion budget). The proposed revenues and 
expend itures are deta i led in the detai led budget and the pie charts 
included in the agenda package . . 

Deta i led Report: 
General  Fund tax revenues are expected to increase sl ightly th is . 
year, by about 3% , to $2.35 mi l l ion . Property taxes and water sa les 
revenue comprise 93% of projected revenue for the genera l  fund .  
After purchase of water and capital expend itu res, the largest category 
of expense is salaries and benefits , at 6% of expenditures . Most 
engineering costs wi l l  be primari ly related to construction of the 
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recharge faci l ity, and thus are included under capital expenditures . 
Engineering costs for non-capita l expend itures wi l l  be reduced this 
year (just 3% of expend itu res). 

Salaries and Benefits and Admin istrative and Professional expenses 
combined comprise 1 0% of the proposed budget. Expend itures in  
these categories remain relatively unchanged from last year, with the 
exception of election costs . Proposed expenditures for Legal  
Services are expected to be h igher than last year, primari ly d ue to 
expected expenses related to new agreements requ i red for the 
procurement of add itional water suppl ies.  

In add it ion to the recharge facil ity, proposed capital expend itures 
include a new veh icle and the cost of an enlarged Noble connection 
to the East Branch Extension . Costs related to the latter wi l l  be 
reimbursed by the Beaumont Cherry Val ley Water District. 

Total proposed expend itures are $1 1 .43755 mi l l ion .  Total revenues ,  
includ ing transfers from reserves, are $ 1 1 .571 mi l l ion . The budget, 
as proposed , is balanced , with a net balance of $ 1 33,450. 

The budget does not include a revenue source to purchase 1 700 AF 
of N ickel water. It is anticipated that the Board wi l l  hold a workshop 
in Ju ly to d iscuss this and , after making a decis ion, wi l l  revise the 
budget to account for th is .  This is approximately $ 1 . 7  mi l l ion .  

Fiscal Impact: 
The budget as proposed includes the use of $3. 1 55 mi l l ion in 
reserves to construct the recharge faci l ity and invest in Sites 
Reservoi r. The Agency currently has this in its reserves . 

Recommendation : 
Staff recommends that the Board approve the proposed general fund 
budget of $ 1 1 .43755 mi l l ion , includ ing withd rawal of $3. 1 55 mi l l ion 
from reserves, work to determine how best to fund the Nickel water, 
and eventual ly revise the budget to reflect that decis ion.  

3 0 / 1 9 6  2 



- - - - - - - --- - -- - - - - SAN GORGONIO PASS WATER AGENCY 
GENERAL FUND BUDGET FY 201 7-1 8 --- --- - --- ------- - - - - - - - - - ---- - - - - --- - - - - --

ESTIMATED TOTAL EXPENSES FY 201 6-1 7 vs. PROPOSED BUDGET FY 201 7-1 8 
1 of 4 

- - - - - - - - -- -- - - -- -- ------ - ---- - -- - - --- -- -----

APPROVED: GENERAL FUND (date) - DEBT SERVICE FUND (date) i-��- - : : - - _ _  :- -----==�--==-�--- ·=- :____ ------ _ u---------���- -- - : - -- - - -- --- ��-�- -tt=------ --:�-
���_: ---ti -T -- - -- -- -- - r  1 2----- - - - 3 - 4 s 6 

�� -- .: ·-- -J ���!�7 A;�:

u

��
7 

A;�!��;o , J��fal� :;����!: , T: :�1!�:L,
0 

--- G ENERAL FU�D - INCOME I 
- - - - - - - ----- ___ _ l_j_ 

INCOME - I 
WATER SALES 3,993,000 3,31 0,439.06 4,500,000.00 -1 2.70% 5,500,000 22.22% 
TAX REVENUE 2,240,000 1 ,568,390.08 2,275,000.00 -1 .56% 2,350,000 3.30% 
INTEREST 64,000 89,574.63 1 07,489.56 -67.95% _ 1 1 0 ,000 2.34% 
DESIGNATED REVENUES 0 0.00 0.00 0.00% 0 
OTHER (REIMBURSEMENTS, TRANSFERS) - 69,000 45,937.24 68,397.34 0.87% 456,000 

TOTAL GENERAL FUND INCOME 

GENERAL FUND - EXPENSES 

6,366,000 I I - 5,01 4,341 .01 I [- 6,950,886.901  l 
Ll 

21 .23% 8,41 6,000 

566.69% 

21 .08%j 

1---L-- � ===;;==;===;==================================================⇒=t===================t��=====�============j=t===================t=�===================�⇒==================j�t==================tj 

I 
:: >DITY PURCHASE 
"° :HASED WATER °' 

TOT AL COMMODITY PURCHASE 

SALARIES AND EMPLOYEE BENEFITS 

3,875,000 
3,875,000 

2,364,885.30 
2,364,885.30 

3,500,000.00 
3,500.000.00 1 l 

9 .68% 
38.97% 

6,230,000 
6,230,000 

78.00% 
78.00%j 

SALARIES I I 431 ,000 1 I 359,071 .64 1 I 430,885.97 1 I 1 6.69% 1 I 454,000 I I 5.36% 
PAYROLL TAXES I I 39,000 I I 30,1 30.48 1 I 36, 1 56.58 1 I 22.74% 1 I 38,000 I I 5. 1 0% 
RETIREMENT 1 08,000 93, 1 83.69 1 1 1 ,820.43 1 3.72% 1 23,000 1 0.00% 
OTHER POST-EMPLOYMENT BENEFITS (OPEB) 23,000 20,593.72 22,460.00 1 0.46% 25,000 1 1 .31 % 
HEALTH INSURANCE I I 52,000 1 I 50,277.73 [ I 55,247.82 1 I 3.31 % 1 I 61 ,000 I I 1 0.41 % 
DENTAL I NSURANCE I I 4,500 [ I 3 ,932.72 1 I 4,291 .24 1 I 1 2.61 % 1  I 4,500 1 I 4.86% 
LIFE INSURANCE 1 , 1 00 1 , 1 32 . 14  1 ,234.00 -2.92% 1 ,300 5.35% 
DISABILITY I NSURANCE - 4,500 3,704.51  4,445.41 1 7.68% 4,700 5.73% 1 1 
WORKERS COMP INSURANCE 3,700 2,61 1 .88 3,264.85 29.41% 3,400 4. 14% 1 1  
SGPWA STAFF MISC. MEDICAL 1 0,000 - 5,306.40 6 ,367.68 46.94% 1 0 ,000 57.04% 
EMPLOYEE EDUCATION -- 1 ,000 0.00 0.00 1 00.00% 1 ,000 0.00% 

TOTAL SALARIES AND EMPLOYEE BENEFITS I I 677,8001 I 569,944.91  I I 676 ,1 73:§71 1 1 5.91 % 1  I 725 ,900 I I 7.35% 
Ll 



SAN GORGONIO PASS WATER AGENCY 
1---- --- ------ -------- - - ---- - - --- - - -- -- - -------- - --- ---- ---- - - - - - - - ---- ----- ------ - - - -- - --- -

GENERAL FUND BUDGET FY 201 7-1 8 2 of 4 - - ----- - - - - - -- - -- -------------- - --- - -- --------1 

ESTIMATED TOTAL EXPENSES FY 201 6-1 7 vs. PROPOSED BUDGET FY 201 7-1 8 ._ _ __ _ __ _ - -- - -- ---- ----- - ------ - - -

APPROVED:  GENERAL FUND (date) - DEBT SERVICE FUND (date) 

l-::-�-- �-=�- -�� __ - :�
-- -====-=�:_- :-=����=��-= ��-�- - - :�u-=-�-�� �:� � -=- - -� -L ��-������=:-� -� -==u= ___ _  :-=������- - -:�� - - ==--- ,  1 -=�=�--=�--���It���- -- -----ti 

1 1 2 3 ' I  4 5 6 
-- -- TOTAL ACTUAL - EST. --tr REMAI NING PROPOSED- -��%-PROPOSED 

� BUDGET APRIL-201 7  ACTUAL - 1 1  % ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET 

t- I 
- - - - - -

FY 201 6-17 AT JUNE 30 ! I OF BUDGET FY 201 7-1 8 TO EST. ACTUAL 
L.___ __ I _J _L _ _  I I I 
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ADMINISTRATIVE & PROFESSIONAL --- --- - 1 I 
D IRECTOR EXPENDITURES 

- --

DIRECTORS FEES 1 05,000 82,086.46 98,503.75 21 .82% 1 08,000 9.64% 
DIRECTORS TRAVEL & EDUCATION 20,000 4,346.60 5,21 5.92 78.27% 1 5,000 1 87.58% 
DIRECTORS MISC. MEDICAL 32,000 1 3, 1 88.97 1 5, 826.76 58.78% 23,000 45.32% 

OFFICE EXPENDITURES 
OFFICE EXPENSE 1 8,000 1 7,543.47 21 ,052 . 16  2.54% 24,000 1 4.00% 
POSTAGE 1 ,000 530.05 636.06 47.00% 650 2. 1 9% 
TEI FPHONE 1 0,000 8 ,488.94 1 0, 1 86.73 1 5. 1 1 %  1 1 ,000 7.98% 
Ul � rlES --�--t-1----�--++-- ___ _ _ 5.000 4.001 .77 4,802. 1 2  1 9.96% 5,000 4. 1 2% 

SER' --...._ E EXPENDITURES 
CC I-' lUTER, WEB SITE AND PHONE SUPPORT 
GE "° :RAL MANAGER & STAFF TRAVEL 
IN��.�NCE & BONDS 
ACCOUNTING & AUDITING 
STATE WATER CONTRACT AUDIT 
DUES & ASSESSMENTS 
OUTSIDE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
BANK CHARGES 
MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES 

MAINTENANCE & EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES 
TOOLS PURCHASE & MAINTENANCE 
VEHICLE REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 
MAINTENANCE & REPAIRS - BUILDING 
MAINTENANCE & REPAIRS - FIELD 
CONTRACT OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 

COUNTY EXPENDITURES 
LAFCO COST SHARE 
ELECTION EXPENSE 

I !TAX COLLECTION _C_H_A_R_G_E_S- - -- - -- -- -
,
l -+t 

TOTAL ADMINISTRATIVE & PROFESSIONAL 
I I 

9,000 
20,000 
23,000 
22,000 

5,000 
29,000 

650 
1 ,600 
1 ,000 

3,500 
9,000 

1 1 ,000 
6,500 

1 50,000 

5,000 
1 75,000 

9.500 
671 ,750 1 I 

I I 

3,341 .93 
1 6,059.44 
22, 1 08.00 
21 , 301 . 1 7  

5,01 2.00 
29,902.50 

650.00 
1 , 142.78 

6.78 

28.38 
5,229.06 

1 2,356.81  
2,837.77 

65,837.80 

4,440.49 
0.00 

8.267.85 
328,709.02 1 I 

I I 

4,01 0.32 62.87% 1 0,000 1 49.36% 
1 9,271 .33 1 9.70% 22,000 1 4. 1 6% 
22, 1 08.00 3.88% 23,000 4.03% 
21 ,301 . 1 7  3 . 1 8% 21 ,000 -1 .41 % 

5,01 2.00 -0.24% 5,500 9.74% 
30,000.00 -3.1 1 %  31 ,500 5.00% 

650.00 0 .00% 2,000 207.69% 
1 ,371 .34 28.58% 1 ,500 9.38% 

0.00 99.32% 500 0.00% 

34.06 99. 1 9% 1 ,000 2836.34% 
6,274.87 41 .90% 7,000 1 1 .56% 

1 4, 828. 1 7  -12.33% 1 5,000 1 . 1 6% 
3,405.32 56.34% 4,500 32. 1 5% 

1 50,000.00 56. 1 1 %  1 50,000 0.00% 

4,440.49 1 1 . 1 9% 5,000 1 2.60% 
0.00 1 00.00% 0 0.00% 

9 ,921 .42 1 2.97% 1 0,500 5.83% 
448,852.oo I 51 .07% I 

I I I I 
496,650 1 0.65% 

I I I 
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_ 
FUND - EXPEN��-�-- 1 1  1 1  i ' ' ' GENERAL ENGINEERING 

GRANT WRITER - NEW 
NEW WATER 

IN ING 
TUAL 
DGET 

PROGRAMATIC E IR 75,000 0.00 0.00 1 00.00% 
UPDATED STUDY ON AVAILABLE SOURCES 45,000 

SGMA SUPPORT 1 5, 000 
STUDIES 

USGS 1 00,000 
WATER RATE NEXUS STUDY 50,000 
W. w :R RATE FINANCIAL MODELING 30,000 
CJ w .CITY FEE NEXUS STUDY UPDATE 0 
W :: =LING RATE STUDY - NEW 

0TH 1.0 PROJECTS 
BJ °' � MONITORING TASK FORCE 21 , 000 
GENERAL AGENCY - CEQA AND GIS SERVICES 35,000 

TOTAL GENERAL ENGINEERING 371 ,000 

LEGAL SERVICES 

21 ,661 .45 
0.00 - -

1 04, 1 42_72 
o_oo 

6, 887.50 
o_oo 

20, 1 80.00 
35,969.03 

1 88,840.70 

25,993.74 
0.00 

1 24,971 .26 
0.00 

8,265.00 
0.00 

20, 1 80.00 
38,000.00 

21 7,41 0.00 

51 .86% 
1 00_00% -

-4_ 1 4% 
1 00.00% 

77_04% 
0.00% - -
- -

3_90% 
-2.77% --

49. 1 0% 

-�1 1
--

, o.J I 
50,000 

5,000 
1 0,000 

1 00,000 
40,000 
20,000 
1 0,000 
20,000 

22,000 
1 5,000 

292,000 

LEGAL SERVICES - GENERAL 1 77,879.36 79.36 1 I 21 3,455.23 1 I -1 .65% 1 I 200,000 
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BUILDING & EQUIPMENT 

BUILDING I I 1 5,000 I I 0 .00 I I 0 . 1 )0 

FURNITURE & OFFICE EQUI PMENT 5,000 0 .00 0 . l  
t

J

QT_HER EQUIPMENT O _ 0 .00 OJ 
)0 

)0 

!TRANSPORTATION EQUIPMENT 37,000 0 .00 0 . 1 )0 

FIESTA RECHARGE FACILITY 
POST DESIGN 0 .00 1-+- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -------+-l--- - -- -----1---1-
CONSTRUCTION 0 .00 -
FE w : ING 
� �

-
,A

-
T
-
10
-

N
----------------��-- ---�-----� -- - -- 0 .00 

0 .00 

LJl ...... SCAPING/POWER/WATER 
BUN "° ,  HILL CONJUNCTIVE USE PROJECT 
BCV.<?'-' TURNOUT EXPANSION 

DESIGN 
CONSTRUCTION 
POST DESIGN 

SITES RESERVOIR 
TOTAL GENERAL FUND CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 1 1  
TRANSFERS TO OTHER FUNDS 

TOTAL GENERAL FUND EXPENSES 

WITHDRAWALS FROM RESERVES 

TOTAL WITHDRAWALS FROM RESERVES 

GENERAL FUND NET INCOME YEAR TO DATE 

300 ,000 

357. 000 1 
I 

0 1 
! 6 ,1 77,550 

I I 

3
00,000

1 1  

300 ,00o l i 
1
·

· · 

488,450 

0 .00 

0 .00 

0 .00 

0 .00 
0 .00 

360 ,677.00 360 ,677.00 
360 ,677.00 360 ,677.00 

0 .00 0.00 

4,017,200. 1 6  5,452,568.21 

o 300,000 

0 300 ,000 

997, 140 .85 1 ,798,31 8.69 

1 0 ,000 

1 0 ,000 

o 

37,000 

250 ,000 
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1 20 ,000 
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-
-

35,000 

1 62,000 

30 , 000 

-20.23% 270, 000 

-1 .03% 3,439,000 

o 
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-0 . 14  1 33,450 

0 .00% 
0.00% 
0 .00% 
0 .00% 
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- -
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM : 

Board · of Directors 

Genera l  Manager 

RE: Addendum to E IR  for Bea�mont Avenue Recharge Faci l ity 
Project to Cover Grad ing Plan for Orchard Avenue Service 
Connection Faci l ity Property 

DATE: Ju ly 1 0 , 201 7 

Summary: 
At the June 5 Board meeting ,  the Board d i rected staff to complete a l l  
tasks necessary to eva luate proposed mod ifications to the Beaumont 
Avenue Recharge Facil ity Project ("BARF Project") .  Based on that 
d i rection , Agency staff worked with a consult ing fi rm to analyze the 
potentia l  impacts associated with a proposed grading project at the 
BARF Project site pursuant to the Cal iforn ia Envi ronmental Qual ity 
Act ("CEQA") .  I n  working with the consu lti ng fi rm, staff determined 
that an Addendum to the previously certified Environmental Impact 
Report (E IR) (SCH#201 2 1 1 1 033) would be appropriate . The purpose 
of this proposed Board action is to provide the necessary information 
to the Board to determine if it wishes to approve the Addendum by 
resolution. 

Background :  
The Board certified the E l  R for the BARF Project pursuant to CEQA 
(Pub .  Resources Code ,  §§ 2 1 000 et seq . )  and the State CEQA 
Gu idel ines (Cal . Code Regs. ,  tit. 1 4 , §§ 1 5000 et seq . )  via resolution 
on October 21 , 20 1 3. The BARF Project encompasses a Recharge 
Faci l ity s ite, a Service Connection Site , and a p ipel ine that connects 
the two sites . The Recharge Faci l ity has yet to be constructed , but 
wi l l  be located i n  a vacant parcel at the southwest corner of 
Beaumont Avenue and Brookside Avenue . The Service Connection 
s ite is located on an Agency-owned vacant parcel at the southwest 
corner of Orchard Street and Mounta in View Avenue. The pipel ine 
was insta l led by the Agency i n  201 4,  and extends from the Recharge 
Faci l ity s ite to the Service Connection s ite. 
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Since that time,  there has been a m inor change associated with the 
Project. Staff now proposes a minor mod ification to the Project that 
wi l l  a l low the Agency to transport excavated soi l from the Recharge 
Faci l ity s ite to the Project's Service Connection site ("Grading 
Project"). 

Because the change is a m inor one, staff contracted with Albert A. 
Webb & Associates to d raft Addendum No. 1 ,  i ncluded in the agenda 
package, for consideration by the Board . No publ ic hearing is 
requ i red in  order to adopt the Addendum.  

The Service Connection s ite was purchased by the Agency a number 
of years ago with the specific i ntent of constructing a service 
connection on the property. The 3-1 /2 acre parcel l ies d i rectly north 
of a number of homes that are considerab ly lower than the property 
itself. Staff has performed some grading on the property to prevent 
stormwater runoff from running onto the adjacent properties and 
causing damage . However, the grading was not based on a grad ing 
p lan certified by a profess ional engineer. Staff feels that, i n  order to 
protect the Agency against any futu re claims from neighboring 
residents ,  the G rad ing Project shou ld be performed based on an 
official g rad ing p lan .  As part of the design of the Mountain View 
turnout ,  the consultant designed such a g rad ing p lan.  Whi le the 
g rad ing does not have to be performed in  conjunction with the 
construction of the Recharge Facil ity, it wi l l  be more efficient and 
cheaper to do so, as the imported materia l  wi l l  come from the 
excavation of the recharge site . The contractor wi l l  a l ready have the 
necessary equipment on-site, so performing the grad ing as part of the 
recharge faci l ity construction makes financial sense. 

Detai led Report: 

State CEQA Gu idel i nes § 1 5 1 62 l im its the circumstances under which 
add itional  CEQA review is required , where - as here - an E IR has 
been previously prepared for a Project. Here, staff contracted with 
Albert A. Webb & Associates to determine whether a subsequent E IR  
or some other CEQA analysis was requ i red . Based on that review, 
staff has determined that preparation of a subsequent E IR  or 
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negative declaration is not requ i red pursuant to CEQA. Accord ingly, 
Agency staff has worked with its consu ltants to prepare an 
Addend um to the previously certified E I R  for the proposed Grad ing 
Project i n  accordance with CEQA. The Addendum, i n  conj unction 
with the previously certified E IR, fu l ly identifies and d iscloses a l l  
potentia l ly s ign ificant impacts associated with the Grad ing Project. 
As evaluated i n  the Addendum and its support ing analysis ,  mitigation 
measures that were previously identified in the E l  R would continue to 
ensure that potential impacts of the G rad ing Project are reduced to 
less than significant levels .  

The grading of the Service Connection site requ i res the importation of 
approximately 1 630 cubic yards of materia l .  This material wi l l  be 
trucked from the recharge faci l ity site to the service connection s ite 
(approximately 1 .5 m i les) .  This wi l l  i nvolve approximately 200 
truckloads over the course of approximate ly one week during a 90-
day construction period . 

I n  order to prepare the Addendum,  Webb performed ai r qual ity 
model ing related to d ust and g reenhouse gas emissions. The resu lts , 
as summarized in  the Addendum,  ind icate that the m itigation 
measures proposed in the E IR  wi l l  be sufficient to mitigate any 
potentia l ly sign ificant envi ronmental impacts and that there wi l l  be no 
s ign ificant impacts of the Grad ing Project. Further, the Grad ing 
Project wi l l  protect neighboring residents against any potential 
damage due to stormwater runoff from the Service Connection site, 
and protect the Agency against any potential actions resu lting from 
such potential damage. 

Fiscal Impact: 
I f  approved , Staff wi l l  include the Grading Project as a separate bid 
item in the bid package for the construct ion. If the cost of performing 
the work is exorb itant, the Agency wi l l  have the option of deleting the 
b id item, and thus there would be no fiscal impact other than the 
design work and Addendum, a l ready prepared by consu ltants. It is 
anticipated that the g rad ing wi l l  be an ins ign ificant percentage of the 
overal l  construction cost, and thus wi l l  have a neg l ig ible fiscal impact 
on the Agency. As mentioned above , it would also protect the 
Agency against potential cla ims in the long run .  
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Recommendation : 
Staff recommends that the Board adopt Resolution 201 7-1 1 
approving and adopting Addendum No. 1 to the Beaumont Avenue 
Recharge Facil ity Final  E IR  and approving the Grading Project. Staff 
further recommends that the Board d i rect staff to fi le a Notice of 
Determination with the Rivers ide County Clerk. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2017-11 

RESOLUTION OF SAN GORGONIO PASS WATER AGENCY ADOPTING AN 
ADDENDUM TO THE PREVIOUSLY CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

REPORT (SCH#2012111033) FOR THE BEAUMONT A VENUE RECHARGE FACILITY 
AND PIPELINE PROJECT AND APPROVING A MINOR GRADING PROJECT 

WHEREAS, the San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency (the "Agency") is a state water 
contractor, that was fonned with the purpose of importing water from the State Water Project 
("SWP") into the San Gorgonio Pass area in 1 96 1 ,  the Agency's service area encompasses 
approximately 228 square miles and includes the Cities of Beaumont, Calimesa, and Banning, as 
well as the unincorporated · areas of Cherry Valley, Cabazon, Poppet Flat, Banning Bench, and 
San Timoteo and Live Oak Canyons; and 

WHEREAS, in 201 3 ,  and in response to the Beaumont Basin experience overdraft 
conditions, the Agency proposed to construct a groundwater recharge facility on a vacant, 
undeveloped property in the City of Beaumont, California, to increase recharge capabilities with 
the delivery SWP water, as well as other supplemental water sources via a proposed pipeline and 
service connection facility and to enable the Agency to replenish the groundwater basin and 
provide water supply for the ongoing and projected needs of the Agency's service area; and 

WHEREAS, on October 2 1 ,  201 3, the Agency certified an Environmental Impact Report 
(SCH#20121 1 1 033) for the Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility Project ("BARF Project") 
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (Pub. Resources Code, §§  21 000 et seq. ) 
and the State CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Code Regs. ,  tit. 14, §§  1 5000 et seq.); and 

WHEREAS, the BARF Project encompasses a Recharge Facility site, a Service 
Connection site, and a pipeline that connects the two sites. The Recharge Facility has yet to be 
constructed, but will be located in a vacant parcel at the southwest comer of Beaumont A venue 
and Brookside A venue. The Service Connection site is located on an Agency-owned vacant 
parcel at the southwest comer of Orchard Street. The pipeline was installed by the Agency in 
2014, and extends from the Recharge Facility site to the Service Connection site; and 

WHEREAS, the Agency now proposes a minor modification to the BARF Project that 
will allow the Agency to transport excavated soil from the Recharge Facility site to the Project's 
Service Connection site ("Grading Project"); and 

WHEREAS, in accordance with CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines, Agency staff 
and consultants have analyzed the potentially significant environmental effects of the proposed 
Grading Project; and 

WHEREAS, the analysis shows that the potential enviromnental impacts of the Grading 
Project are not any greater than those already analyzed and mitigated to the extent feasible in the 
certified EIR; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines section 1 5 1 64( a), a lead agency shall 
prepare an addendum to a previously certified EIR if some changes or additions are necessary but 
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none of the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines section 1 5 1 62 calling for preparation 
of a subsequent EIR have occurred; and 

WHEREAS, Agency staff has detennined that none of the circumstances identified in 
State CEQA Guidelines section 1 5 1 62 have arisen, and that an Addendum to the EIR is 
appropriate; and 

WHEREAS, an Addendum was prepared documenting the analysis and is attached hereto 
as Exhibit "A"; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines section 1 51 64(c), the Addendum is not 
required to be circulated for public review; and 

WHEREAS, the Agency at a duly-noticed public meeting on July 1 0, 2017, 
independently reviewed and considered the Addendum together with the previously certified EIR 
and other documents in the record before it; and 

WHEREAS, all other legal prerequisites to the adoption of this Resolution have occurred. 

THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE SAN GORGONIO PASS WATER AGENCY 
DOES HEREBY RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1 .  The matters set forth in the recitals to this Resolution are true and correct 
statements and by this reference incorporated herein and made findings and determinations of the 
Board. 

Section 2. As the decision-making body for the Agency, the Board has reviewed and 
considered the information contained in the Addendum, EIR, and all supporting documentation, 
copies of which are on file at the Agency's office and are incorporated by reference as though set 
forth fully herein. Based on this review, the Agency finds that the Addendum, EIR, and 
supporting environmental documentation contain a complete, objective, and accurate reporting of 
those ,potential impacts, and that these findings reflect the independent judgment and analysis of 
the Agency. 

Section 3 .  Based on the entire record before the Agency, including all written and oral 
evidence presented, the Agency finds that the documents have been completed in compliance 
with CEQA. The Agency further finds that any comments received regarding the Grading Project 
have been examined and determined to not modify the conclusions of the EIR. The Agency 
fu1iher finds that no additional feasible mitigation measures within the Agency's authority are 
necessary to reduce the environmental impacts of the Grading Project, because all impacts are 
either less than significant or will be mitigated to a level of less than significant through the 
imposition of enforceable mitigation. Finally, based on the substantial evidence set forth in the 
record, including but not limited to the Addendum, the Agency finds that none of the conditions 
triggering the need for subsequent enviromnental review have occurred. Specifically, the Agency 
finds that no subsequent enviromnental review is required pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines 
section 1 5 1 62 because: 
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a. No substantial changes are proposed in the BARF Project which will require major 
revisions of the EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or 
a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; 

b. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which 
the BARF Project is being undertaken which will require major revisions of the EIR due 
to the involvement of new significant, environmental effects or a substantial increase in 
the severity of previously identified significant effects; and 

· c. No new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not 
have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the EIR was 
certified, shows that: (i) the BARF Project will have one or more new significant effects; 
(ii) significant effects examined in the EIR will be substantially more severe; (iii) 
mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be 
feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects, but the Agency 
declined to adopt the measure or alternative; or (iv) mitigation measures or alternatives 
which are considerably different from those analyzed in the EIR would substantially 
reduce one or more significant effects on the environment, but the Agency declines to 
adopt the measure or alternative. 

Section 4. Based on the entire record before the Agency, including all written and oral 
evidence presented, the Agency hereby approves and adopts the Addendum to the EIR prepared · 
for the Grading Project. 

Section 5 .  The Agency hereby approves the Grading Project. 

Section 6. The Agency directs staff to file a Notice of Determination with the Clerk 
for the County of Riverside within five (5) working days of adoption of this Resolution. 

Section 7. The documents and materials that constitute the record of proceedings on 
which this Resolution and the above :findings have been based are located at the offices of the 
Agency. The custodian for these records is the General Manager. 

ADOPTED AND APPROVED at a duly-noticed public meeting of the Agency held on 
July 1 0, 2017, by the following vote, to wit; 

President, Board of Directors 
San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 

ATTEST: 

Secretary, Board of Directors 
San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
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Attachment "A" 

Addendum to the Certified Final Environmental Impact Report for the Beaumont A venue 
Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 
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First Addendum to Certified Final EIR 

Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

1 . 1  Purpose and Background 

SECTION 1 
INTRODUCTION 

Section 1 - Introduction 

This First Addendum to the Certified Final Environmental Impact Report for the 
Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facil ity and Pipeline project ("Project") has been prepared 
by the San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency ("SGPWA" or "Agency") in conformance with 
the California Environmental Quality Act (Publ ic Resources Code, § 21 000 et seq : ,  
"CEQA"), the State CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations, Title 1 4, Chapter 
3 § 1 5000 et seq.) and the current SGPWA Local CEQA Guidel ines (Resolution No. 
201 6-01 ) , to address a change to the Project, as defined below. 

SGPWA certified the Draft Environmental I mpact Report (EIR) for the Project at the 
October 21 , 201 3 Board of Directors Meeting with Resolution No. 201 3-1 3 (Certified 
EIR). The Project Description provided in Section 2.0 of the Certified E IR describes four 
Project Components : Recharge Facility, P ipeline, Service Connection Facility, and 
Offsite Triangu lar Parcel, which are shown in Figure 1 .  The Certified EIR describes 
construction of a Service Connection Facility that connects to the "East Branch 
Extension/Noble Creek pipeline" in order to convey water from the State Water Project 
south, by way of the Project Pipeline, to d ischarge into the Recharge Facility. The 
Project also includes construction of a groundwater well with in the boundary of the 
Recharge Facility site, the impacts of which were analyzed in the Certified EIR. The 
Offsite Triangular Parcel is described and analyzed in the Certified E IR as a designated 
location for construction staging and stockpi ling of excavated soil {EIR, p. 2-1 3). Neither 
the groundwater well nor the Offsite Triangular Parcel are a part of this Addendum. 

As described in the Certified E IR, the Project is designed to be constructed in phases 
(p. 3. 1 -23). The first phase was construction of the Pipeline that was completed by 
SGPWA in the summer of 201 4. Going forward, the Agency expects a 90-day 
construction period to complete the remainder of the Project (Recharge Facil ity, Service 
Connection Facility, Groundwater Well ,  and Offsite Triangular Parcel), includ ing the 
actions described in this Addendum. 

As anticipated and analyzed in the Certified E IR, construction of the Pipeline resulted in 
stockpiles of excess excavated soi l  currently being stored on the Service Connection 
Facil ity site (EIR, p. 2-1 7). As such, the SGPWA has prepared a master grad ing plan for 
the stockpiles. A grading plan for the stockpiles on the Service Connection Facil ity site 
requires four components that were not described in the Certified E IR.  This Addendum 
covers specific activities needed to facil itate the stockpile grading plan. An additional 
1 ,632 cubic yards (approximate) of soil will need to be brought onsite in order to ensure 
the onsite drainage patterns do not impact neighboring properties. Grading of said soil 
over the entire parcel (APN 405-060-01 3, approximately 3.5 acres) instead of half the 
parcel wil l be needed along with creation of an earthen stormwater detention basin in 
the southeast corner of the parcel. Lastly, an emergency outlet connection from the 

1 
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First Addendum to Certified Final EIR Section 1 - Introduction 
Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

detention basin to the adjacent Mountain View Channel wil l also be required as shown 
on Figure 2. 

As anticipated and analyzed in the Certified EIR, preparation of the Recharge Facility 
site, which has not yet occurred, will result in some excess excavated soil being kept 
on the Recharge Facil ity site. The E IR analysis assumed no export of soil from the 
Recharge Facility would occur. In  order to meet the need for d irt on the Service 
Connection s ite per the Grading Plan, SGPWA desires to transport the excess soil from 
their Recharge Facil ity site to their Service Connection Facil ity site. 

Because the Certified EIR analysis did not consider exporting/hauling of dirt from the 
Recharge Facility to the Service Connection Facility, this addendum to the EIH is 
warranted to document whether or not the additional grad ing and stormwater 
containment facilities within the Service Connection site, as well as the hauling of 
excavated soil from the Recharge Facil ity to the Service Connection facil ity will result in  
new and sign ificant environmental impacts. 

2 
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First Addendum to Certified Final EIR 

Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

1.2 Lead Agency and Discretionary Approvals 

Section 1 - Introduction 

Previous analyses of environmental impacts have been conducted for the Project, 
including an Initial Study (November 13, 2012), a Draft EIR (June 6, 2013), and a 
Certified Final EIR (October 21, 2013). 

SGPWA has determined that this Addendum to the Certified EIR that was prepared for 
the Project is the appropriate environmental documentation for the proposed revisions 
according to CEQA Guidelines § 15164(a). In addition, SGPWA has determined that 
since the 2013 certification of the EIR, there have been no substantial changes that 
would affect the analysis, no substantial changes to the circumstances under which the 
Project was undertaken, and no new information of substantial importance that would 
require subsequent environmental review under CEQA § 21166 or CEQA Guidelines § 
15162. 

This Addendum documents two things: First, the Agency's evaluation of the potential 
environmental impacts resulting from the above-mentioned changes to the Project, 
which are considered minor and unsubstantial; and second, explains the Agency's 
decision that a subsequent Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is not required. 

To summarize, this Addendum to the Project's EIR concludes the additional hauling of 
soil and the improvements related to the grading plan will exhibit no demonstrable 
change in the prior analysis conducted, and provides the necessary environmental 
clearance for the implementation of the remainder of the Project. 

1.3 Documents Incorporated by Reference 

State CEQA Guidelines § 15150 encourages environmental documents to incorporate 
by reference other documents that provide relevant data and analysis. Therefore, the 
following documents ·are hereby incorporated by reference within this Addendum, and 
all of these documents are considered part of the Final EIR: 

• Certified Final Environmental Impact Report - Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility 
and Pipeline, State Clearinghouse No. 2012111033, Certified October 21, 2013. 

• Appendices A through H of the Draft Environmental Impact Report - Beaumont 
Avenue Recharge Facility and Pipeline, State Clearinghouse No. 2012111033, 
prepared June 6, 2013. 

• Albert A Webb Associates, Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas Analysis for proposed 
Addendum to Certified EIR for "Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility and Pipeline" 
project, Technical Memorandum; June 8, 2017. 

• Armstrong & Brooks Consulting Engineers, Mountain View EBX Connection, Master 
Grading Plan, Drawing Nos. T-1 and C-1 through C-5. June 24, 2016. 

8 
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First Addendum to Certified Final EIR Section 1 - Introduction 
Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

These documents incorporated by reference are available for review at the SGPWA 
offices and online at www.sgpwa.com. 

1.4 CEQA Requirements for Use of an Addendum 

When a lead agency has already prepared an EIR, CEQA mandates the following (§ 
21166): 

No subsequent or supplemental environmental impact report shall be 
required by the lead agency or any responsible agency, unless one or 
more of the following events occurs: (a) substantial changes are 
proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the 
environmental impact report; (b) substantial changes occur with respect 
to the circumstances under which the project is being undertaken which 
will require major revisions in the environmental impact report; (c) new 
information, which was not known and could not have been known at the 
time the environmental impact report was certified as complete, 
becomes available. 

State CEQA Guidelines § 15162 clarifies that a subsequent EIR or supplemental EIR is 
only required when "substantial changes" occur to a project or the circumstances 
surrounding a project, or "new information" about a project implicates "new significant 
environmental effects" or a "substantial increase in the severity of previously significant 
effects." 

When only some changes or additions to a previously certified EIR are necessary and 
none of the conditions described in Public Resources Code (CEQA) § 21166 or section 
15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines calling for the preparation of a subsequent or 
supplemental EIR are met, CEQA allows the lead agency to prepare and adopt an 
addendum. (CEQA Guidelines, § 15164(a).) 

1.5 Findings for the Addendum 

Pursuant to Section 15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines, and based on the checklist in 
Section 3, the SGPWA finds that the change to the Project is unsubstantial and will 
require only minor modifications to the circulated Final EIR. As such, none of the 
conditions described in Public Resources Code Section 21166 or Section 15162 of the 
CEQA Guidelines requiring preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have 
occurred. More specifically, the SGPWA has determined that: 

• Public Resources Code Section 21166 and California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) Guidelines § 15164(a) allows an Addendum to an EIR to be prepared if 
none of the circumstances requiring subsequent review under 15162 exist. 

• The Board of Directors of the San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency has considered this 
Addendum dated June 19, 2017 together with the previously certified EIR and the 
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comments received. The determination reflects the independent judgment of the 
Board of Directors and has been completed in compliance with CEQA, and is 
adequate for this proposal; and 

• There are no substantial changes to the Project that would require major revisions 
of the Final EIR for the Project, due to new significant environmental effects or a 
substantial increase in the severity of impacts identified in the Final EIR. 

• There is no new information of substantial importance, which was not known at the 
time that the previous Final EIR for the Project was circulated, that would indicate: 

The implementation of the Project modifications will not have significant effects 
that are not previously analyzed in the Final EIR; 

- This Addendum requires no additional mitigation measures or alternatives to the 
Project that are necessary to substantially reduce one or more of the significant 
effects identified in the previous Final EIR; and 

- This Addendum requires no additional mitigation measures or alternatives that 
were rejected by the SGPWA that are considerably different from those analyzed 
in the previous Final EIR that would substantially reduce any significant impact 
identified in the Final EIR. 

10 
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SECTION 2 
DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION 

2.1 Environmental Setting 

Section 2 - Proposed Action 

The Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility and Pipeline project ("Project") is located on 
the northern boundary of the City of Beaumont and an unincorporated area of Riverside 
County, as shown on Figure 1. The Project encompasses a Recharge Facility site, a 
Service Connection site, and a Pipeline that connects the two sites. 1 The Recharge 
Facility will be located in a vacant parcel at the southwest corner of Beaumont Avenue 
and Brookside Avenue, south of Noble Creek within the City limits (APN 406-080-032). 
The Pipeline was installed by the San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency (SGPWA or 
"Agency") in the Summer of 2014, and extends north from the Recharge Facility site 
within Brookside Avenue, east to Beaumont Avenue, north along Beaumont Avenue to 
Orchard Street, west along Orchard Street to the west side of the Mountain View 
Channel, and south to the Project's Service Connection site. The Service Connection 
site is located on an Agency-owned vacant parcel at the southwest corner of Orchard 
Street and the Mountain View Channel within the County of Riverside (APN 405-060-
013). 

2.2 Project Description 

The proposed modification to the Project described herein has been initiated by the 
SGPWA. The purpose of the Project modification is to allow SGPWA to transport 
excavated soil from the Project's Recharge Facility site to the Project's Service 
Connection site, as shown in Figure 1, and to perform necessary grading work over the 
whole of the 3.5 acre parcel, which includes a stormwater detention basin and 
emergency overflow connection to the adjacent Mountain View Channel, as shown on 
Figure 2. The Project modifications described in this Addendum are necessary in order 
for the Agency's Master Grading Plan for the Service Connection site to balance and 
ensure no impacts to neighboring properties. While the modification will allow for truck 
hauling and earthwork that was unanticipated in the Certified Final EIR for the Project, 
the analysis provided in Section 3.0 herein demonstrates that no additional mitigation 
measures are required. Specifically, this EIR Addendum involves: 

1) Excavation of soil at the Project's Recharge Facility site to create the recharge 
basins that was anticipated and analyzed previously in the Project's Certified Final 
EIR; 

2) Truck hauling of said excavated soil of approximately 1,632 cubic yards to the 
Project's Service Connection site that was not analyzed previously. Assuming 16 
cubic yards capacity per truck, the proposal will result in an estimated 204 truck 

1 An Offsite Triangular Parcel and groundwater well are also parts of the Project but not affected by this Addendum. 
11 
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trips over a distance of approximately 1.5 miles following the same alignment as the 
Project Pipeline that was installed in the Summer of 2014; 

3) Depositing of said imported soil at the Project's Service Connection site; an activity 
that was anticipated and analyzed previously in the Project's Certified Final EIR as 
part of the anticipated earthwork to be done at the Service Connection site; and 

4) Grading of deposited soil on the whole of the Service Connection site; an activity 
that was partially analyzed in the Final EIR, and will now include creation of an 
earthen stormwater detention basin and emergency overflow outlet to the adjacent 
Mountain View Channel; the impacts of which were not analyzed previously. 

12 
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I. 

SECTION 3 
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 

Environmental Issues 
Aesthetics 

Would the project: 

New 
Significant 

Impact 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a D 
scenic vista? 

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

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

d) Create a new source of substantial light D 
or glare which would adversely affect 
da or ni httime views in the area? 

More 
Severe 

Impacts 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

No Substantial 
Change From 

Previous Analysis 

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (Issue a to d). 

The Certified EIR determined impacts to aesthetics are less than significant. 

The action proposed in this Addendum will not cause damage to scenic resources such as trees, rock 
outcroppings, or historic buildings; nor will it introduce new sources of substantial light or glare from 
the trucks hauling the excavated soil or additional earthwork. The imported soil to the Service 
Connection site will raise the site elevation gradually from north to south with an increase of up to 
approximately 10 feet from existing ground elevation. The County of Riverside's Pass Area Plan 
identifies the San Bernardino and San Jacinto Mountains as scenic resources in the area; however, 
these resources are located roughly two miles north of the project area. In addition, the change in 
elevation from the rear property lines of adjacent residences to the proposed grading is approximately 
20 feet. With such a distance between the proposed grading and surrounding visual resources, the 
line-of-site from neighboring properties will not be impacted. Therefore, impacts to visual resources 
will continue to be less than significant and there will be no substantial change from previous analysis. 

II. Agriculture Resour6es 

in .determining whether impac:t� to agriqulturai:r¢sd�rces ar,e significant envitorjmental 
effects, lead. ag�ncies may r�fer to .the 9ali{orniA }\gric"ultural Land Evaluc1tionJ1nd' SJte .• 

• · As�e��.rn;ent :Model, {1997,:' pr1:1p�r,�i:I by.tfjJtCillforraja 'o_epartment pf Conservation as an. 
·. optio'11aLniodel to use Jn assessiri'g jmpact� on agriqulture andJ�rmiand. In cieterminin_g , 

vvhetfier ilnptlcts' to. for�st,>resources', •· induc:ling timbeufand;' are signi{icclnt. 
e11vironmental•effect, lead. agencies.may reforto,ir1formation complied bylheCaHfornia·· 
Department of. Forestry and Fire Pt"otection regardingJh.e state's1hventory offore5t · 
land, including . the . For�st an,� . Range Ass¢ssme11t :Project .'and the Forest Legacy . 

. Assessment project; and the for�stcarb,ori rne.�surement n:iethodology provided in the 
. Forest Protocols,adopted by the Caiif6rniaA1r:Resources Boarcl. Would the roject:'. · 
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First Addendum to Certified Final EIR Section 3 - Environmental Checklist 
Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

Environmental Issues 
a) Convert Prime  Farmland, Unique 

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

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

c)Conflict with existing zoning for, or 
cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined 
in Public Resources Code section 
i 2220(g)) or timberland (as defined in 
Public Resources Code section 4526)? 

New 
Significant 

Impact 
□ 

□ 

□ 

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

More 
Severe 
Impacts □ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

No Substantia I 
Change From 

Previous Analysis 
lZI 

� 

� 

� 

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (Issue a to e). 

The Certified EIR determined impacts to agricultural resources are less than significant. 

The Project modification described in this Addendum to include hauling of soil from one Project site to 
another, as well as additional earthwork will not affect agricultural resources in any way than already 
previously analyzed. Therefore, impacts to agricultural resources will continue to be less than 
significant and there will be no substantial change from the results of the previous EIR analysis. 

ill. · Air Qu�lity 

Where . available, the sjgnifi<:�ance , criteria e.stciblished by the applicable air. quality 
management plan gr air pollµti()i1 �,qritrol di.strict may be relied upon W mal{e the 
following determinations. Would the. project: .· · 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of D D � 
the applicable air quality plan? 

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute D D � 
substantially to an existing or projected air 
quality violation? 

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net O D � 
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the 
project region i s  non-attainment under an 
applicable federal or state ambient air quality 
standard (i ncluding releasing emissions, 
which exceed quantitative thresholds for 
ozone precursors)? 

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial D D � 
pollutant concentrations? 
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First Addendum to Certified Final EIR 
Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

Envlronmental Issues 
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a 

substantial number of people? 

Albert A. ffiTififlJ Associates 
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First Addendum to Certified Final EIR 
Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

New 
Significant 

Environmental Issues Impact 
No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (Issues a to e). 

Section 3 • Environmental Checklist 

More 
Severe 
Impacts 

No Substantial 
Change Froni 

Previous Analysis 

The Certified EIR determined that the Project will comply with all of South Coast Air Quality 
Management District's (SCAQMD's) applicable rules and regulations. The EIR also determined that 
the Project will not exceed localized significance thresholds for any pollutant during each individual 
construction phase, or when construction phases overlap. However, the EIR did find that Project 
construction will exceed the regional emission significance threshold for nitrogen oxides (NOx} if the 
Recharge Facility phase by itself or the combination of the other phases were constructed 
simultaneously. As such, air quality impacts during construction are less than significant with following 
mitigation measures (MM) incorporated; MM AIR-1 and MM AIR-2. The mitigation measures ensure 
that construction emissions of NOx will be less than 100 pounds per day in order to reduce regional 
impacts to less than significant, and for the Project to be consistent with SCAQMD's Air Qual ity 
Management Plan. The EIR found that emissions during Project operations will not exceed local or 
regional significance thresholds or ambient air quality standards with implementation of mitigation. 
The EIR also found that exposure to diesel particulate matter (a toxic air pollutant) and the creation of 
objectionable odors during construction and operations will be less than significant. 

The action proposed in this Addendum consists of hauling soil excavated from the Recharge Facility 
and deposited on the Service Connection site with additional onsite earthwork; of which the 
excavation and deposition activities were previously analyzed in the EIR. However the hauling of soil 
and expanded scope of grading, creation of a stormwater detention basin, and outlet structure were 
not analyzed in the Certified EIR. Therefore, an air quality and greenhouse gas technical 
memorandum based on updated modeling was prepared as part of this Addendum to analyze the 
impact of additional emissions, which is provided as Appendix A. Criteria pollutant emissions are 
analyzed on both a regional and localized level. Reginal emissions includes both the emissions from 
off-road construction equipment, on-site fugitive dust, and emissions are those from trucks hauling 
materials to and from the project sites, vendor trucks (i.e. , water trucks), and employee vehicles 
driving to the project sites. Localized emissions include only those emissions generated on a project 
site (i.e. construction equipment usage and fugitive dust). 

In summary, the analysis in Appendix A assumes moving 1,632 cubic yards over a distance of 1 .5 
miles over a worst-case five day period (eight hours per day). The model calculated a total of 204 
truck trips based on 1 6  cubic yards per truck traveling to and from the delivery site. In addition, water 
trucks trips (per SCAQMD Rule 403-Best Management Practices for Fugitive Dust Emissions) are 
included for each day of the five-day period. The analysis also includes an updated modeling in 
CalEEMod of the construction phase of the Recharge Facility site with the most current emissions 
factors, due to the likelihood that this relatively intense activity will overlap with the proposed hauling. 

As shown in Appendix A, Table 2, when the modeled regional construction emissions from the 
proposed action are added to the regional construction emissions that were provided in the Certified 
EIR (and updated emissions for the Recharge Facility), no regional emission thresholds of criteria 
pollutants are exceeded. Consistent with the EIR findings, the individual emissions from each project 
phase as well as the combined emissions of the Recharge Facility and Service Connection site 
phases do not exceed the thresholds, with implementation of MM AIR-1 and MM AIR-2. 

As shown in Appendix A, Table 3, when the modeled localized construction emissions from the 
proposed action are added to the localized construction emissions that were provided in the EIR, no 
localized thresholds are exceeded. The Certified EIR determined that if two or more construction 
phases were to overlap, the areas of construction are sufficiently far apart such that their localized air 
quality impacts would also not overlap (EIR, p. 3. 1 -33). Therefore, the additional activities proposed 
bv the Addendum create no substantial chanqe in air quality impacts from the previous analysis. 
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First Addendum to Certified Final EIR 

Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

Environmental Issues 
IV. Biological Resources 

Would the project: 
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either 

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

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

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

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

e) Conflict with any local 
ordinances protecting 
resources, such as a tree 
policy or ordinance? 

policies or 
biological 

preservation 

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

AlbeitA. lWJiJ\] Associates 
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□ 

No Substantial 
Change From 

Previous Analysis 



First Addendum to Certified Final EIR 
Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

New 
Significant 

Environmental Issues Impact 
No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (Issues a to f). 

Section 3 - Environmental Checklist 

More 
Severe 
Impacts 

No . Subst�ntial  
Cha11ge ·Fr:orn . 

Previous Analysis 

The EIR found Project impacts to biological resources to be less than significant with the following 
mitigation measures (MM) incorporated; MM BI0-1 through MM BI0-14. These mitigation measures 
will be applicable to the Project modifications described in this Addendum. 

The biological resources reports that were used for the EIR analysis surveyed the whole Service 
Connection site parcel, even though only half was expected at the time to be graded (EIR Appendix 
C). The results found the entire site to contain a "ruderal" plant community (Table 1 ,  EIR Appendix C) 
that is a habitat unlikely to contain the listed plant and animal species that may occur in the area. 
Nonetheless, the mitigation measures MM BI0-1 through M M  BI0-14 will be applicable to the 
actions described in this Addendum, which include measures to mitigate impacts to burrowing owl, 
Los Angeles pocket mouse, and nesting birds. The biological resources reports used in the EIR also 
found no jurisdictional features (including riparian/riverine and vernal pools) within any part of the 
Service Connection site parcel (Section 4.4, EIR Appendix C). 

This Addendum includes a new connection for emergency overflows from the proposed stormwater 
detention basin on the Service Connection site to the adjacent Mountain View Channel, which is a 
concrete-lined facility owned and maintained by Riverside County Flood Control and Water 
Conservation District (RCFC&WCD or "District"). As such, this Project wil l require an encroachment 
permit from the District to connect to their facility to outlet stormwater when needed. Since the 
District is a signatory to the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan 
(MSHCP), consistency with the MSHCP is required for all District actions, including issuance of 
encroachment permits. Releases from the proposed stormwater detention basin into Mountain View 
Channel will occur when emergency overflow is needed when the basin reaches maximum capacity 
during substantial rain events when other contributing areas will also outlet to the Channel. Noting the 
design of the basin to release on an emergency basis only, and because the parcel already surface 
flows into the channel during rain events, the proposed connection will not result in a change to the 
long-term function of the MSHCP riverine flood control resource, nor will it impact conserved lands or 
habitat (directly or indirectly) for any target MSHCP riverine species. This demonstrates Project 
consistency with the MSHCP. 

The actions proposed in this Addendum would not constitute substantially greater impacts to 
surrounding biological resources. Trucks hauling soil along paved roadways do not increase impacts 
to biological resources greater than current traffic levels. The soil excavation and soil deposition 
activities were analyzed previously, as well as construction activities along the route of the pipeline, 
which is the same route the trucks hauling soil will take. Therefore, the proposed Addendum will not 
result in impacts to biological resources that are not already identified and mitigated for in the EIR. 

V. Cultural Resources 

Would the project: 
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in 

the significance of a historical resource 
as defined in §15064.5? 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in 
the significance of an archaeological 
resource pursuant to §1 5064.5? 

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or 
unique qeoloqic feature? 

18 

6 5/196 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 



First Addendum to Certified Final EIR 
Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

Environmental Issues 
d) Disturb any human remains, including 

those interred outside of formal 
cemeteries? 

New 
Significant 

Impact 
□ 

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (Issues a to d). 

Section 3 - Environmental Checklist 

More 
Severe 
Impacts 

□ 

No Substantial 
Change From 

Previous Analysis 

The Certified EIR determined that impacts to cultural resources are less than significant with the 
following mitigation measures (MM) incorporated: MM c'UL-1 through MM CUL-7. They include 
measures to mitigate impacts with provision of a Project Archaeologist to perform monitoring during 
all earthwork activities, requiring a Professional Archaeologist/Paleontologist to examine, exhume, 
and' curate any artifacts, and provision of a Project Paleontologist and mitigation monitoring program 
to monitor earthwork when excavation exceeds 1 0  feet in depth. 

The cultural resources studies used in the Certified EIR analysis surveyed the whole Service 
Connection site parcel and adjacent areas for resources (Appendix D) and found that although they 
are unlikely to occur, the mitigation measures M M  CUL-1 through MM CUL-7 are included in the 
event they are found during earthwork on the Project sites including the actions proposed in this 
Addendum. 

The proposed truck hauling along paved City streets and expanded area of grading on the Service 
Connections site will not create impacts to cultural or paleontological resources that are different than 
the impacts previously analyzed. Therefore, the proposed Addendum will not result in impacts to 
cultural resources that are not already identified and mitigated for in the EIR. 

VI. Geology and Soil$ 

Would. the pr:oject: 
a) Expose people or structures to potential 

substantial adverse effects, including the 
risk of loss, injury or death involving: 

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

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? 
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, 

including liquefaction? 
iv) Landslides? 

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the 
loss of topsoil? 

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that 
is unstable, or that would become 
unstable as a result of the project and 
potentially result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse? 
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First Addendum to Certified Final EIR 
Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

Environmental Issues 
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined 

in Table 1 8-1 -B of the Uniform Building 
Code ("1 994), creating substantial risks to 
life or property? 

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

New 
Significant 

Impact 
□ 

□ 

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (Issues a to e). 

Section 3 - Environmental Checklist 

More 
Severe 

Impacts 
□ 

□ 

No Substantia l  
Change From 

Previous Analysis 
lZI 

!ZI 

The Certified EIR determined that impacts to geological or soil resources are less than significant with 
incorporation of the following mitigation measures (MM); MM GE0-1 through MM GE0-1 1 .  

The action proposed in this Addendum consists of hauling excavated soil from the Project Recharge 
Facility to the Project Service Connection site and expanded scope of grading and stormwater 
containment; of which the excavation and deposition activities were analyzed previously in the EIR. 
The truck hauling, earthwork on the southern half of the Service Connection site, and emergency 
overflow connection to the adjacent Mountain View Channel were not previously analyzed. Trucks 
driving along paved City streets will not create impacts to geological or soil resources that are 
different than the impacts previously analyzed and mitigated for in the EIR. Since the geotechnical 
investigations included in the EIR analysis (EIR Appendix E.2) evaluated the subsurface conditions at 
the Service Connection site, which are assumed to be the same now as then, the Project and 
proposed Addendum activities wi l l  be feasible from geotechnical standpoint. Therefore, the proposed 
Addendum will not result in impacts to geological resources and soils that are not_already ide_ntified _ 
and mitigated for in the EIR. The geotechnical report recommend-ations and mitigation measures MM 
GE0-1 through MM GE0-1 1 ,  will continue to be applicable. 
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First Addendum to Certified Final EIR 
Beaumont A ve. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

Environmental Issues 
VI I. Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Would the project: 

New 
Significant 

Impact 

a. Generate greenhouse gas em1ss1ons, D 
either directly or indirectly, that may have 
a siqnificant impact on the environment? 

b. Conflict with any applicable plan, policy D 
or regulation of an agency adopted for 
the purpose of reducing the emissions of 
qreenhouse qases? 

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (Issues a and b). 

Section 3 • Environmental Checklist 

More 
Severe · 

Impacts 

□ 

□ 

No Substantial 
Change From 

Previous Analysis 

lZl 

lZl 

The Certified EIR determined that impacts to greenhouse gas emissions (GHG) are less than 
significant. 

The actions proposed in  this Addendum consist of hauling excavated soil from the Project Recharge 
Facility to the Project Service Connection site and expanded scope of grading and stormwater 
containment; of which the excavation and deposition activities were analyzed previously in the EIR. 
The truck hauling was not previously analyzed. Appendix A of this Addendum contains additional 
modeling of annual greenhouse gas emissions from the proposed actions of this Addendum. As 
shown in Appendix A Table 4, the actions proposed in this Addendum are estimated to emit an 
additional 2. 1 7  metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (MTC02E) to the Project's  351 MTC02E from 
construction of the remaining Project activities (Recharge Basins, Groundwater Well , and Service 
Connection Facility). 

The SCAQMD significance thresholds also evaluate construction emissions by amortizing them over 
an expected project life of 30 years, which results in construction emissions of 1 1 .7 MTC02E/year for 
the Project and an additional 0.07 MTC02E/year from the action proposed in this Addendum. 

As described in Appendix A, based on the draft local agency threshold of 3 ,000 MTCO£/year used in 
the Certified EIR (p. 3.5-1 2), the modified Project will not exceed GHG thresholds. Therefore, the 
addition of the actions proposed in this Addendum will not cause a substantial change in the previous 
analysis of the EIR. 

VII. Hazards And Hazardous Materials 

Would the project: 
a) Create a significant hazard to the public 

or the environment through the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials? 

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

Albert A. (rJ ll!:) :j Associates 
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First Addendum to Certified Final EIR 

Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

Environmental Issues 
c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle 

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

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

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

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

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

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

New 
· Significant 

Impact 
□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (Issues a to h). 

Section 3 • Environmental Checklist 

More 
Severe 

Impacts 
□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

No Substantial 
Change From 

Previous Analysis 

The Certified EIR determined that Project impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials are less 
than significant. 

The EIR analysis also found that no hazardous materials sites are known to occur on, or adjacent to, 
the Project sites, and no evidence was found to suggest that onsite soils are contaminated or 
potentially contaminated (EIR Appendix F). Because hauling excavated soil and grading where no 
hazardous materials exist are not considered hazardous activities, there is no substantial change in 
the threat of hazards from the previous analysis. 
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First Addendum to Certified Final EIR 
Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

VI I I .  
Environmental Issues 

Hydrology and Water Quality 

Would the project: 
a) Violate any water quality standards or 

waste discharge requirements? 
b) Substantially deplete groundwater 

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

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

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

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

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water 
quality? 

g) Place housing within a 1 00-year flood 
hazard area as mapped on a federal 
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood 
Insurance Rate Map or other flood 
hazard delineation map? 

h) Place within a 1 00-year flood hazard 
area structures, which would impede or 
redirect flood flows? 

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

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or 
mudflow? 
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First Addendum to Certified Final EIR 
Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

New 
Significant 

Environmental Issues Impact 
No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis {Issues a to j) . 

Section 3 • Environmental Checklist 

More 
Severe 

Impacts 

No Substantial 
Change From 

Previous Analysis 

The Certified EIR determined that impacts related to hydrology and water quality are less than 
significant. 

The action proposed in this Addendum consists of transporting some of the soil excavated from the 
Recharge Facility site and depositing it on the Service Connection site, as well as expanded scope of 
grading on the Service Connection site with an earthen stormwater detention basin and emergency 
overflow connection to the adjacent Mountain View Channel. 

As with the Project analyzed in the Certified EIR, the actions proposed in this Addendum will also be 
regulated by the current General Construction Stormwater Permit including preparation of a Storm 
Water Pollution Prevention Plan prepared by a Qualified SWPPP Developer (QSD) and implemented 
onsite by a Qualified SWPPP Practitioner (QSP) to minimize non-stormwater discharges to the 
maximum extent practicable. Post-project stabilization of the graded area on the Service Connection 
site will be required and is expected to consist of hydroseeding, landscaping ,  and/or similar soil 
binding agent. 

The proposed detention basin needed to support the grading at the Service Connection site will have 
a bottom floor area of 1 ,500 square feet (30-feet wide, 50-feet long) with 3 : 1  side slopes. The basin 
will be located in a low spot where the land has historically collected runoff and surface flowed into 
Mountain View Channel. A stand pipe wi ll be located roughly in the center of the basin for emergency 
overflow in the event the basin reaches capacity. The stand pipe will outlet to the westerly bank of 
Mountain View Channel via a 24-inch diameter reinforced concrete pipe approximately 85 feet long. 
Mountain View Channel is a concrete-lined trapezoidal flood control channel from Orchard Street to 
its confluence with Noble Creek (earthen bottom) located approximately one mile to the south. The 
rare and intermittent nature of releases from the Service Connection site and stabilized condition of 
the Channel will not result in hydrologic impacts different than those previously analyzed in the EIR. 

The impacts to hydrology and water quality from excavation and depositing of stockpiles were 
analyzed in the previous E IR. The act of hauling soil from one Project site to the other, expanded area 
of grading, detention basin, and channel connection will not constitute an increased risk to hydrology 
or water quality than that already analyzed in the EIR. 

IX. Land Use and Planning 

Would the project: 
a) Physically divide an established 

community? 
b) Conflict with any applicable land use 

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

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat 
conservation plan or natural 
communities conservation plan? 
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First Addendum to Certified Final EIR 
Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

New 
Significant 

Environmental Issues Impact 
No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (Issues a to c). 

Section 3 • Environmental Checklist 

More 
Severe 
Impacts 

No Substantial 
Change From 

Previous Analysis 

The Certified EIR for the Project determined that no impacts would occur in relation to land uses and 
planning. 

The actions proposed by this Addendum include hauling soil from the Recharge Facility site and 
depositing it on the Service Connection site by way of trucks along existing and paved City streets, as 
well as expanded scope of grading at the Service Connection site with a stormwater detention basin 
and emergency outflow. These activities are localized in area and short-term in  duration and therefore 
will not divide an established community, nor conflict with applicable plans, policies, or regulations in 
any greater way than was determined in the previous analysis. 

X. Mineral Resources 

WouJd the project: 
a) Result in the loss of availability of . a D 

known mineral resource that would be of 
value to the region and the residents of 
the state? 

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

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (a, b). 

, 

□ 

□ 

The Certified EIR determined that impacts to mineral resources would be less than significant. 

The action described in this Addendum consists of hauling soil from the Recharge Facility site and 
depositing it on the Service Connection site, as well as expanded scope of grading at the Service 
Connection site with a stormwater detention basin and emergency outflow. Impacts from excavation 
of the Recharge Facility and stockpiling on the whole of the Service Connection site were analyzed in 
the prior analysis. Transporting soil between the two will not impact mineral resources in a 
substantially different or greater way than the impacts previously analyzed. 

XI. Noise 

Would the project: 
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of 

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

b} Exposure of persons to or generation of 
excessive ground borne vibration or 
ground borne noise levels? 

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

Albeit A. lW M:M Associates 
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First Addendum to Certified Final EIR 
Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

Environmental ·. Issues 
d) A substantial temporary or periodic 

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

e) For a project located within an airport 
land use plan or, where such a plan has 
riot been adopted, within two miles of a 
public airport or public use airport, 
would the project expose people 
residing or working in the project area to 
excessive noise levels? 

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

New 
Significant 

Impact 
□ 

□ 

□ 

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (Issues a to f). 

Section 3 • Environmental Checklist 

More 
Severe 

Impacts 
□ 

□ 

□ 

No Substantial  
Change From 

Previous Analysis 

The Project's Initial Study and EIR determined that noise impacts from construction are less than 
significant, and that impacts from Project operations are also less than significant with incorporation 
of the following mitigation measure (MM): MM NOl- 1 .  

Per Sections 53091 (d) and 53091 (e) o f  the California Government Code, SGPWA is not bound by the 
provisions contained in the Noise Regulation and Noise Control chapters of the Beaumont Municipal 
Code nor the Riverside County Code of Ordinances. Because of the close proximity of various noise
sensitive receptors, Project construction will be limited to the daytime hours as described in the EIR. 

The action described in this Addendum consists of hauling soil from the Recharge Facility site and 
depositing it on the Service Connection site, as well as expanded scope of grading at the Service 
Connection site with a stormwater detention basin and emergency outflow. Noise impacts during 
excavation of the Recharge Facility and stockpiling/construction at the Service Connection site were 
analyzed in the prior analysis. As described in this Addendum, earthwork will be expanded from half 
the Service Connection site to the entire 3.5-acre parcel, with a correlated increase in the duration of 
activities; however an increase in the number of earthmoving equipment is not anticipated. 

Although the short-term noise and ground-borne vibrations from the trucks hauling soil between the 
two Project facilities, as proposed in this Addendum, were not previously analyzed, the activity is 
consistent with the same type of hauling activities that occurred with construction of the Project 
Pipeline. Likewise, earthwork activity on the Service Connection site as described in this Addendum is 
also consistent with the grading analyzed in the EIR. Therefore, considering the short duration (5 days 
for hauling, 1 2  days for work at Service Connection site) and limited scope of the work proposed in 
this Addendum, and the comparatively louder activities that may be concurrent with the hauling, the 
work is not substantially different or greater than the impacts previously analyzed in the EIR. 
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First Addendum to Certified Final EIR Section 3 • Environmental Checklist 
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Environmental Issues 

New 
Significant 

Impact 

More 
Severe 

Impacts 

No Substantial 
Change From 

Previous Analysis 
XII. Population and Housing 

Would the project: 
a) Induce substantial population growth in D 

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

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

c) Displace substantial numbers of people D 
necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

□ l2sl 

□ l2sl 

□ l2sl 

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (Issues a to c). 

The Certified EIR determined that the Project will result in no impacts to population and housing 
issues. 

The action described in this Addendum consists of hauling soil from the Recharge Facility site and 
depositing it on the Service Connection site, as well as expanded scope of grading at the Service 
Connection site with a stormwater detention basin and emergency outflow. These activities will not 
displace people or residences and as such there are no substantial changes from the previous 
analysis in the EIR. 

XI II. Public Services 
- •  

- · Wciuld the ptdjeqt result in $llb$t�htial �d�etse 'i:,hys'i6ctl itnpacts_as�oc;_iatecl.withtbe 
· provisio11 of. new or physi�aUy altered. goveromelit_al fijclliti_esi ·need for new ot,physi�aJly 
. altered, goye·rnmental facilitjes,Jhe cons�ruqtic>n ofWhich_.coulcl °qaLtse �igpi{i¢ar,t - . .. - . 

envfroo111ental impacts; in qrderto. m�iritain accepjable s�ivipe ratios; respon.setiiTl'es 
or other performance objedivEfs for any ofthe pubiic services: --- · 

. . . . . 

a) Fire Protection? D D l2sl 
b) Police Protection? D D l2sl 
c) Schools? D D lzsl 
d) Parks? D D lzsl 
e) Other public facilities? D D l2sl 

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (Issues a to e). 

The Certified EIR for the Project determined that impacts to public services (fire, police, schools, 
parks, and others) are less than significant. 

The action described in this Addendum consists of hauling soil from the Recharge Facility site and 
depositing it on the Service Connection site, as well as expanded scope of grading at the Service 
Connection site with a stormwater detention basin and emergency outflow. Short-term impacts of 
grading and trucks moving a limited volume of soil, approximately 204 truck trips worth over a period 
of five days, will not substantially impact the provision of said public services in excess from that 
which was previously analyzed. 

XIV. Recreation 

Albert A. l\� M :) :i Associates 
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Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

Environmental Issues 
a) Would the project increase the use of 

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

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

New 
Significant 

Impact 
□ 

□ 

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (Issues a and b). 

Section 3 • Environmental Checklist 

More 
Severe 
Impacts 

□ 

□ 

No Substantial 
Change From 

Previous Analysis 
IZI 

The Certified EIR determined that no impacts to recreational facilities will occur from implementation 
of the Project. 

The action described in this Addendum consists of haul ing soil from the Recharge Facility site and 
depositing it on the Service Connection site, as well as expanded scope of grading at the Service 
Connection site with a stormwater detention basin and emergency outflow. Short-term impacts of 
increased grading and trucks moving a limited volume of soil, approximately 204 truck trips worth 
over a short period of time (five days), will not impact the provision of local recreational facilities in 
excess from that which was analyzed previously. 

XV. Trc;1nsportation/Jraffic 
• -,- <' •  • - • C -, 

.Wquld·t�e project: ·· 
a) Conflict with an applicable plan, 

ordinance or policy establishing 
measures of effectiveness for the 
performance of the circulation system, 
taking into account all modes of 
transportation including mass transit and 
non-motorized travel and relevant 
components of the circulation system, 
including but not limited to intersections, 
streets, highways and freeways, 
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass 
transit? 

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion 
management program, including but not 
limited to level of service standards and 
travel demand measures, or other 
standards established by the county 
congestion management agency for 
designated roads or highways? 

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, 
including either an increase in traffic 
levels or a change in location that results 
in substantial safet risks? 
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First Addendum to Certified Final EIR 
Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

Environmental Issues 
d) Substantially increase hazards due to a 

design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 
dangerous intersections) or incompatible 
uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

e) Result in inadequate emergency 
access? 

f} Conflict with adopted policies, plans or 
programs regarding public transit, 
bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or 
otherwise decrease the performance or 
safet of such facilities? 

New 
Significant 

Impact □ 

□ 
□ 

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (Issues a to f). 

Section 3 • Environmental Checklist 

More 
Severe 
Impacts □ 

□ 
□ 

No Substantial 
Change From 

Previous Analysis 

The Certified EIR determined that Project impacts to traffic and transportation are less than significant 
with incorporation of the following mitigation measure (MM): MM TRANS-1 .  This measure was only 
applicable to construction of the Project pipeline, which has since been completed. The Certified EIR 
determined that construction traffic associated with the Recharge Facility and Service Connection site 
would be considered nominal. 

The action described in this Addendum consists of hauling soil from the Project's Recharge Facility 
site and depositing it on the Project's Service Connection site, as well as expanded scope of grading 
at the Service Connection site with a stormwater detention basin and emergency outflow. The 
duration of the estimated 204 truck trips (round-trip) depends on the number of trucks that can be 
dedicated to the effort; one truck could do the work in 1 5  days, while three trucks could accomplish i t  
in about five days. Either way, the number of truck trips is considered a modest and temporary 
incremental increase in local traffic levels that are not considered substantial, nor a major change from 
the impacts evaluated previously in the Project EIR. 

XVI. . TribatCultural Resources · 

·. ·· · :11tttu:s:�,a:�::,�"thiiiii:i;:t�itriit:1t:Jt;rt:�tht�i111t 
featur�.· place;· c:1.1ltural iandi,pa(J� tha.t i� ge6graphicaily ·defined in �en:ns cjfthe size arid 

- scqpe ofthe landscape, sacredpl,ac¢, or object\rifitl1· cultural value to a _(;alifofilia Native 
American tribe, and that 'is: . 

. . . . . .. . . . . . . . 

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the D � 
California Register of Historical 
Resources, or in a local register of 
historical resources as defined in Public 
Resources Code section 5020. 1 (k), or 

b} A resource determined by the lead D D � 
agency, in its discretion and supported 
by substantial evidence, to be significant 
pursuant to criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code 
section 5024.1 . In applying the criteria 
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public 
Resources Code section 5024.1 ,  the 
lead agency shall consider the 
significance of the resource to a 
California Native American tribe. 
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First Addendum to Certified Final EIR 
Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

New 
Significant 

Environmental Issues Impact 
Questions not asked in previous analysis (Issues a and b). 

Section 3 • Environmental Checklist 

More 
Severe 

Impacts 

No Substantial 
Change From 

·Previous Analysis 

The Tribal Cultural Resources questions were added to the CEQA Checklist in 201 7 and were 
therefore not present in the Final EIR certified in 201 3. 

Nonetheless, the action described in this Addendum will require approximately 204 truck trips in order 
to haul soil roughly 1 .5 miles from the Project's Recharge Facility site to the Project's Service 
Connection site. In addition, the Addendum includes expanded grading activities in the entirety of the 
Service Connection site parcel (an increase of approximately 1 .8 acres to 3.5 acres of earthwork) with 
a stormwater detention basin and emergency overflow. The Cultural Resources analysis in the 
Certified EIR determined that as of 201 2, no Native American cultural resources have been identified 
within one-half mile of the Project area (Appendix D). It also determined that there is a moderate 
potential for discovery of unknown artifacts during excavation; however this Addendum does not 
consist of new excavation activities that were not mitigated for in the Final EIR. Therefore, a short
term increase of trucks on paved City streets and larger area of grading on a site that was surveyed 
previously will not cause impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources. Mitigation measures (MM) MM CUL-1 
through MM CUL-7 are still applicable to the Project, which includes the actions contemplated in this 
Addendum, and additional mitigation measures are not required. 

XVII. Uti.lities arid Service Systems 

. · ,WriUlq the:' r9jed: 
a) Exceed wastewater treatment 

requirements of the applicable Regional 
Water Quality Control Board? 

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

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

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

e) Result in a determination by the 
wastewater treatment provider, which 
serves or may serve the project that it 
has adequate capacity to serve the 
project's projected demand in addition 
to the provider's existing commitments? 

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

g) Comply with federal, state, and local 
statutes and regulations related to solid 
waste? 
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Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facil ity and P ipeline Project 

New 
Significant 

Environmental Issues Impact 
No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis (Issues a to g). 

Sect ion 3 • Environmental Checklist 

More 
Severe 

· Impacts 

No Substantial 
Change From 

Previous Analysis 

The Certified EIR determined that impacts to utilities and seNice systems are less than significant. 

The action described in this Addendum will require approximately 204 truck trips in order to haul soil 
roughly 1 .5 miles from the Project's Recharge Facility site to the Project's SeNice Connection site, as 
well as expanded scope of grading at the Service Connection site with a stormwater detention basin 
and emergency outflow. The Project modification includes the detention basin and overflow pipe in 
order to maintain the. existing tendency for stormwater to collect in this area and sheet flow into 
Mountain View Channel. The basin will also protect neighboring properties from potential flooding. 
Permission to connect to the Channel will be obtained from the owner, RCFC&WCD, with issuance of 
an encroachment permit to SGPWA. The basin and overflow pipe will be maintained by SGPWA. 

A short-term increase of trucks on City streets and increased scope of grading activities on the 
Service Connection site will not create substantial changes related to wastewater treatment, 
stormwater facilities, or solid waste disposal. 

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

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. 

□ 

The short-term hauling of excavated soil from one Project site to another, as well as expanded scope 
of grading at the Service Connection site with a stormwater detention basin and emergency outflow 
that are described in this Addendum do not increase or substantial ly change impacts to habitat of fish 
or wildlife species that were previously analyzed and mitigated for. The hauling trucks will operate on 
existing paved City streets for a limited time and the entire Service Connection site was surveyed in 
the analysis done in the Certified EIR, even though at that time, only half of the site was planned to be 
graded. Additionally, it is highly unlikely that new cultural resources will be discovered during the 
actions of this Addendum. Mitigation measures M M  BI0-1 through MM B10-14 and MM CUL-1 
through M M  CUL-7 have been certified to ensure that potential impacts from the whole Project are 
reduced to a less than significant level. These mitigation measures will now be applicable to the 
actions of this Addendum as well. The scope of the action described in this Addendum does not 
present any substantial change from previous analyses contained in the Certified EIR and supporting 
documents. 
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Environmental Issues 
b) Does the project have impacts that are 

ind ividually l imited, but cumulatively 
considerable? ("Cumulatively 
considerable" means that the 
incremental effects of a project are 
considerable when viewed in connection 
with the effects of past projects, the 
effects of other current projects, and the 
effects of probable future projects.) 

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. 

New 
Significant 

lmpac;t 
□ 

Section 3 • Environmental Checklist 

More 
Severe 

Impacts 
□ 

No Substantial 
Change .From 

Previous Analysis 

The Certified EIR determined that with incorporation of all mitigation measures, cumulative impacts to 
air qual ity, biolog ical resources, cultural resources, geology/soils, noise, and traffic, are less than 
significant. The other environmental impact areas were determined to have cumulative impacts that 
are less than significant and mitigation was not needed for those. 

Implementation of the proposed actions of this Addendum will cause cumulatively significant impacts 
that are temporary; however, the changes to the Project proposed under this Addendum will not 
substantially change the impacts previously analyzed in the EIR and associated documents. 

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

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. 

□ □ 

The analyses provided in the Certified EIR found that implementation of the Project wi l l have 
environmental impacts that are less than significant with incorporation of said mitigation measures. 

As stated previously, the action described in this Addendum will comply with current regulations 
related to truck haul ing,  construction, earthwork, and encroachment of a flood control channel to 
ensure that there is no substantial change in impacts from the previous analysis. 

32 

Albert A. iW@:j :j Associates 

79/196 



First Addendum to Certified Final EIR Section 3 • Environmental Checklist 
Beaumont Ave. Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project 

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION 

Based upon the evidence in light of the whole record documented in the Environmental 
Checklist explanations and cited incorporations: 

IZ] I find that the amended project has previously been analyzed as part of an 
earlier CEQA document. The amended project is a component of the whole 
action analyzed in the previous CEQA document. 

D I find that the amended project has previously been analyzed as part of an 
earlier CEQA document. Minor additions and/or clarifications are needed to 
make the previous documentation adequate to cover the project which are 
documented in this addendum to the earlier CEQA document (CEQA § 15164). 

D I find that the amended project has previously been analyzed as part of an 
earlier CEQA document. However, there is important new information and/or 
substantial changes have occurred requiring the preparation of an additional 
CEQA document (ND or EIR) pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 
through 1 5163. 

Signed ______________ Date ________ _ 
Jeff Davis, General Manager 
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SECTION 4 
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APPENDIX A 
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WO: 2008-0330 
A L B E R T A .  

l\lil:JH 
A S S O C A T E S  

To: 

From: 

Date: 

Re: 

Jeff Davis, San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 

Eliza Laws, Senior Environmental Analyst 
Autumn Dewoody, Associate Environmental Analyst 

June 8, 201 7 

Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas Analysis for proposed Addendum to Certified EIR for 
"Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility and Pipeline" project. 

The following air quality assessment was prepared to evaluate whether the expected criteria air pollutant 
emissions generated as a result of construction of the proposed Project would cause exceedances of 
the South Coast Air Quality Management District's (SCAQMD) thresholds for air quality in the Project 
area. The following greenhouse gas (GHG) assessment was prepared to evaluate whether the expected 
GHG emissions generated as a result of construction of the proposed Project would exceed the most 
conservative screening thresholds recommended by SCAQMD. 

The analysis herein was conducted within the context of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA, 
California Public Resources Code Sections 21 000 et seq.). The methodology follows the CEQA Air 
Quality Handbook prepared by the SCAQMD for quantification of emissions and evaluation of potential 
impacts to air resources. As recommended by SCAQMD staff, the California Emissions Estimator 
M odel® version 201 6.3 . 1  (CalEEMod) was used to quantify emissions. 

The proposed Project is a modification of the construction activities associated with the Beaumont 
Avenue Recharge Facility and Pipeline Project (referred to herein as Original Project) evaluated in the 
Certified Environmental Impact Report (EIR), certified in October 201 3. 1 The proposed Project includes 
the following actions: (1 ) hauling of 1 ,632 cubic yards of soil from the Original Project's Recharge Facility 
site2 to the Original Project's  Service Connection site,3 which are separated by 1 .5 miles of paved 
roadways; and (2) increasing the graded area of the Service Connection site from 1 .5 acres to 3.5 acres. 

• Regional Significance Thresholds 

The thresholds contained in the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook4 (SCAQMD 1 993) are considered 
regional thresholds and are shown in Table 1 - SCAQMD CEQA Daily Regional Significance 
Thresholds, below. These regional thresholds were developed based on the SCAQMD's treatment of a 
major stationary source and are reported in pounds per day (lb/day). 

1 San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency, Environmental Impact Report, Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility and Pipeline, City of 
Beaumont, County of Riverside, California, State Clearinghouse No. 2012 1 1 1033, certified October 2 1 ,  2013. 

2 Riverside County APN 406-080-032, within the City of Beaumont. 
3 Riverside County APN 405-060-013 
4 South Coast Air Quality Management District, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, November 1 993. (Available at SCAQMD.) 
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Table 1 - SCAQMD CEQA Daily Regional Significance Thresholds 

Air quality impacts can be described in short- and long-term perspectives. Short-term impacts occur 
during site grading and Project construction and consist of fugitive dust and other particulate matter, as 
well as exhaust emissions generated by construction-related vehicles. Long-term air quality impacts 
occur once the Project is in operation.  The proposed Project analyzed herein does not include operation 
activities. Thus, no long-term operation emissions were included in this analysis. 

The Project will be required to comply with existing SCAQMD rules for the reduction of fugitive dust 
emissions. SCAQMD Rule 403 establishes these procedures. Compliance with this rule is achieved 
through application of standard best management practices in construction and operation activities, 
such as application of water or chemical stabilizers to disturbed soils, managing haul road dust by 
application of water, covering haul vehicles, restricting vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to 1 5  mph, 
sweeping loose dirt from paved site access roadways, cessation of construction activity when winds 
exceed 25 mph and establishing a permanent, stabilizing ground cover on finished sites. In addition , 
projects that disturb 50 or more acres or more of soil or move 5,000 cubic yards of materials per day are 
required to submit a Fugitive Dust Control Plan or a Large Operation Notification Form to SCAQMD. 
Based on the Project's disturbance (approximately 1 ,600 cubic yards total), a Fugitive Dust Control Plan 
or a Large Operation Notification Form would not be required. 

Short-Term Analysis 
Short-term emissions from Project construction were evaluated using the CalEEMod version 201 6.3.1 
program. The estimated worst-case construction period for the hauling of soil to the Service Connection 
site is five days, beginning no sooner than September 201 7. Because the Project is a modification of the 
construction activities evaluated as part of the Original Project, applicable information from the Certified 
EIR has been incorporated into the analysis. Such information includes the emissions estimated for 
construction of the Recharge Facility site, Service Connection site, and Well Construction site because 
these construction activities have the potential to overlap with the proposed soil hauling. 

The default parameters within CalEEMod were used, which reflect a worst-case scenario, meaning that 
Project emissions are expected to be equal to or less than the estimated emissions. In addition to the 
default values used, assumptions relevant to model inputs for short-term construction emission 
estimates used are: 

• Construction timing -

• 

• To evaluate Project compliance with SCAQMD Rule 403 for fugitive dust control, the Project 
utilized the mitigation option of watering the Project site three times daily which achieves a 
control efficiency of 61 percent for PM-10 and PM-2.5 emissions. Two (2) one-way vendor trips 
were added to the grading phase to account for water truck trips. 
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• Approximately 1 ,632 cubic yards of soil will be hauled. CalEEMod default assumptions were 
used related to truck capacity, which assumes capacity of 1 6  cubic yards resulting in 204 
truckloads (1 02 trips each way) over the five-day soil hauling period. The one-way haul truck trip 
length was set to 1 .5 miles. 

• Because the Original Project emissions estimated for the construction of the Recharge Facility 
site (basins) was prepared in 201 3 using older emissions factors and because the Recharge 
Facility site emissions were more intense due to grading and excavating of the basins, the 
construction of the Recharge Facility site was re-modeled in CalEEMod using the assumptions 
from the Original Project EIR. The equipment list and modeled construction schedule is provided 
below. 

• Mitigation measure MM AIR-1 from the Original Project's Certified EIR was also included in this 
analysis of the updated Recharge Facility site. It reads as follows: 

MM AIR- 1 :  During construction of the recharge basin, the construction contractor can use the 
construction equipment assumed in this analysis and the two scrapers shall be equipped with a 
Tier 3 level engine capable of achieving a NOx emission rate of 2. 7 grams per horsepower-hour 
for each scraper. Based on the peak hours per day of construction and horsepower as reflected 
in Table 3. 1-8 of this Draft EIR, the emission reduction rate would reduce regional emissions of 
NOx by the project to below 100 pounds per day. If the construction contractor chooses an 
alternative mix of construction equipment, the construction contractor shall demonstrate through 
modeling that potential construction emissions do not exceed the regional or local significance 
thresholds. If the contractor cannot demonstrate that emissions would be below 100 pounds per 
day, the contractor will not be allowed to use the alternative mix of construction equipment. 

The equipment information used for the modeling of the Recharge Facility is shown below. 

Construction Phase Duration I 
Off-Road Construction 

I Quantity Hours per 
Equipment Day 

Scraper 2 7 

Recharge Facility 80 days Rubber tired dozer 2 7 
Tracked dozer 2 7 

Grader 1 6 
Note: From Certified EIR Table 3.1 -7 

The results of the analysis are summarized in Table 2 - Regional Daily Construction Emissions. 
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Table 2 - Regional Daily Construction Emissions 

Construction Phase 

Recharge Basin 
Original Project Emissions with MM 

AIR-1 a 

Updated Original Project Emissions 
with MM AIR- 1b 

Modified Project Emissions0 

Total 
Significance Threshold 
Exceeds Threshold? 

Well Construction 
Original Project Emissionsct 

Modified Project Emissions 
Total 

Significance Threshold 
Exceeds Threshold? 

Service Connection 
Original Project Emissionsct 

Modified Project Emissions 
Total 

Significance Threshold 
Exceeds Threshold? 

Maximum of all Phases 
a From Certified EIR Table 3.1 -1 5 
b CalEEMod output, attached herewith 
c CalEEMod output, attached herewith ct From Certified EIR Table 3.1-1 3 

Daily Construction Emissions (lbsday) 

----■ 
93.9 54.7 1 2 .3 8.2 8.5 

71.34 50. 15 7.43 5.20 5.94 

5. 75 1 .21 0.48 0.09 0. 19 
77.09 51.36 7.91 5.29 6. 13 
100 550 150 55 75 
No No No No No 

46.9 32.7 2 .1  2.0 6. 1 
5. 75 1 .21 0.48 0.09 0. 19 

52.65 33.91 2.58 2.09 6.29 
1 00 550 1 50 55 75 
No No No No No 

9.8 6.4 0.5 0.5 0.9 
5. 75 1.21 0.48 0.09 0. 19 
15.55 7.61 0.98 0.59 1.09 
100 550 1 50 55 75 
No No No No No 

145.29 92.88 1 1.47 7.97 13.51 

I 

0.0 

0.07 

0.01  
0.08 
1 50 
No 

0.1 
0.01  
0. 1 1  
1 50 
No 

0.1 
0.01  
0. 1 1  
1 50 
No 
0.3 

Table 2 shows that when the emissions from the proposed Project are added to the remaining 
components from the Original Project that incorporate MM AIR-1 , none of the criteria pollutant 
thresholds are exceeded. However, if the construction of all components of the Original Project plus the 
proposed Project modifications overlap, the maximum emissions will exceed the daily threshold for NOx. 
However, implementation of the mitigation measure MM AIR-2 from the Original Project's certified EIR 
remains applicable to the proposed Project and will ensure NOx emissions are below the threshold MM 
AIR-2 from the Certified EIR listed below: 

MM AIR-2: Under unforeseen conditions, if there is an overlap of construction phases due to delays 
in design or weather, the construction contractor shall demonstrate through modeling that potential 
construction emissions do not exceed the regional significance thresholds. If the contractor cannot 
demonstrate that emissions would be below the regional significance thresholds, the contractor will 
not be allowed to use the alternative mix of construction equipment. 

88/196 
4 



11 Local ized Significance Threshold Analysis 

Background 
As part of the SCAQMD's environmental justice program, attention has been focused on localized 
effects of air quality. Staff at SCAQMD has developed localized significance threshold (LST) 
methodology5 that can be used by public agencies to determine whether or not a project may generate 
significant adverse localized air quality impacts (both short- and long-term). As stated previously, the 
proposed Project does not modify any operation activities. Thus, only localized impacts from short-term 
construction were analyzed herein. LSTs represent the maximum emissions from a project that will not 
cause or contribute to an exceedance of the state ambient air quality standard, and are developed 
based on the ambient concentrations of that pollutant for each source receptor area (SRA). The Project 
is located in SRA 29. 

Short-Term Analysis 
According to the LST methodology, only on-site emissions need to be analyzed. Emissions associated 
with vendor and worker trips are mobile source emissions that occur off site. The emissions analyzed 
under the LST methodology are N02, CO, PM-10, and PM-2.5. SCAQMD has provided LST lookup 
tables6 to allow users to readily determine if the daily emissions for proposed construction or operational 
activities could result in significant localized air quality impacts for projects five acres or smaller. The 
daily area of disturbance at the Service Connection site is 1 .5 acres, which is the same thresholds as the 
Original Project. Likewise, the daily area of disturbance at the Recharge Facility has not changed from 
that of the Original Project and is five acres. 

The LST thresholds are estimated using the maximum daily disturbed area (in acres) and the distance of 
the Project to the nearest sensitive receptors (in meters). As identified in the Original Project, the closest 
sensitive receptors to the proposed Project site (which includes the Recharge Basin Site and Service 
Connection Site) are residences located adjacent to the Service Connection site, as well as residences 
located 690 feet (210 meters) east of the Recharge Facility. According to LST methodology, projects 
with boundaries closer than 25 meters to the nearest receptor should use the LSTs for receptors located 
at 25 meters. Therefore, a receptor distance of 25 meters (85 feet) was used. The LST thresholds from 
the Original Project's Certified EIR still apply and are utilized in this analysis. The localized emissions 
estimates are summarized in Table 3 - LST Results for Daily Construction Emissions. 

Table 3 - LST Results for Daily Construction Emissions 

Construction Activity 

Recharge Basin 
Original Project Emissions" 
Modified Project Emissionsb 

Total 
Significance Threshold0 

Exceeds Threshold? 

Peak Daily Emissions (lb/day) 

NOx co 

104.7 42 .1 
0 0 

1 04.7 42.1 
236 2,81 7 
No No 

PM-10 PM-2,5 

1 2.6 8.6 
0.31 0.03 
1 2.91 8.63 
1 80 55 
No No 

5 South Coast Air Quality Management District, Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology, Revised July 2008. (Available 
at http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/cega/air-guality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds, accessed 
June 6, 2017.) 

6 http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/cega/air-quality�analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds 
5 
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Peak Daily Emissions (lb/day) 
Construction Activity 

• • PM-10 

Well Construction 
Original Project Emissions 46.8 31.9 
Modified Project Emissions• 0 0 

Total 46.8 31.9 
Significance Threshold0 103 1 ,000 
Exceeds Threshold? No No 
Service Connection 
Original Project Emissions 9.7 4.4 
Modified Project Emissions• 0 0 

Total 9.7 4.4 
Significance Threshold0 1 26 1 ,271 
Exceeds Threshold? No No 
a From Certified EIR Table 3 . 1-1 1 ,  showing unmitigated emissions. 
b CalEEMod output, attached herewith 
° From Certified EIR Table 3. 1 -5 

2.1 
0.3 1  
2.41 

6 
No 

0.5 
0.31 
0.81 

8 
No 

PM-2.5 

2 .0 
0.03 
2.03 

4 
No 

0.5 
0.03 
0.53 

5 
No 

Emissions from construction of the Project phase when combined with.the components of the Original 
Project will be below the LSTs established by SCAQMD, as shown in Table 3.  

• Greenhouse Gas Analysis 
Greenhouse gases (GHG) are not presented in pounds per day like criteria pollutants; they are typically 
evaluated on an annual basis using the metric system. Additionally, unlike the criteria pollutants, GHG do 
not have adopted significance thresholds associated with them at this time. Several agencies, at various 
levels, have proposed draft GHG significance thresholds for use in CEQA documents. SCAQMD has 
been working on GHG thresholds for development projects. In December 2008, the SCAQMD adopted a 
threshold of 1 0,000 metric tonnes per year of carbon dioxide equivalents (MTC02E/yr) for stationary 
source projects where SCAQMD is the lead agency. The most recent draft proposal was in September 
20107 and included significance thresholds for residential, commercial, and mixed-use projects at 3,500, 
1 ,400, and 3,000 MTC02E/yr, respectively. Alternatively, a lead agency has the option to use 3,000 
MTC02E/yr as a threshold for al l  non-industrial projects. Although both options are recommended by 
SCAQMD, a lead agency is advised to use only one option and to use it consistently. The Certified EIR 
for the Original Project util ized the SCAQMD draft screening threshold of 3,000 MTC02E/yr and thus this 
analysis utilizes the same. The SCAQMD significance thresholds also evaluate construction emissions by 
amortizing them over an expected project life of 30 years. 

The Project's GHG emissions were evaluated using CalEEMod and the results of the analysis are 
included below. The CalEEMod output results for GHG emissions present the GHG emissions estimates 
for the Project for CO2, methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N20), and C02E, 8 

7 http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/cega/handbook/greenhouse-gases-(qhg)-cega-siqnificance-thresholds/year-2008-
2009/ghg-meeting-1 5/qhq-meeting-1 5-main-presentation.pdf?sfvrsn=2 

8 CO2E is the sum of estimated CO2 emissions plus the sum of estimated CH4 and N2O emissions multiplied by their respective 
global warming potentials (GWP). 
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Short-Terrn 

Construction-Related Emissions 
The Ca!EEMod model calculates GHG emissions from fuel usage by construction equipment and 
construction-related activities, like construction worker trips, for the Project. The CalEEMod estimate 
does not analyze emissions from construction-related electricity or natural gas. Construction-related 
electricity and natural gas emissions vary based on the amount of electric power used during 
construction and other unknown factors which make them too speculative to quantify. The results are 
shown in Table 4 - Construction GHG Emissions. 

Table 4 - Construction GHG Emissions 

Activity 
Metric Tons per year (MT/yr) 

Total CO2 Total CH4 Total N2O Total CO2E 
Modified Project 2. 16 0.00 0.00 2. 17 
Recharge Basin• - - - 338 
Well Construction• - - - 6 
Service Connection• - - - 7 

Total 353.17 
Amortized 30-Years 1 1 .77 

' '  
• From Cert1f1ed EIR Table 3.5-2. Only C02E 1s provided. The pipeline construction em1ss1ons have been omitted 
since that activity has been completed. 

As shown in Table 4, an estimated total of 353. 1 7  MTCO2E (or approximately1 2 MTCO2E per year) will 
be released over the course of the estimated construction period of the Project, which includes the 
remaining components of the Original Project. 

The Original Project analysis utilized the SCAQMD draft local agency threshold of 3,000 MTCO£ per 
year (EIR, p. 3.5-1 2). S ince the draft SCAQMD GHG threshold Guidance document released in October 
2008 (SCAQMD 2008b, p. 3-8) recommends that construction emissions be amortized for a project 
lifetime of 30 years to, the total GHG emissions from Project construction were amortized and are below 
the SCAQMD recommended screening level of 3,000 MTCO£ per year. 

Conclusion 

Regionally, the actions of the proposed Project increase temporary construction emissions across all 
constituents: However, this analysis finds that construction of the modified Project phases will not 
individually or in combination with the other Project phases cause an exceedance of criteria pollutant 
thresholds established by SCAQMD on a regional level, after implementation of the mitigation measures 
from the Certified EIR for the Original Project. 

On a localized level, the modified Project will temporarily increase Project emissions of PM-10 and PM-
2.5 during construction . Likewise, the results indicate the construction of the modified Project phase will 
not cause an exceedance of localized thresholds when combined with other Project phases. 

The modified Project will increase the total GHG emissi?ns of the Project by approximately 0.6 percent. 
However, this increase from an average 1 1 .7 MTCO2E per year to 1 1 .77 MTCO2E per year will not cause 
the Project GHG emissions to exceed the recommended screening level threshold . 

In summary, with implementation of the mitigation measures from the Original Project's Certified EIR, the 
proposed modified Project will not result in exceedances of either regional or localized thresholds. 

Should you have any questions, please contact me at (95 1 )  686-1070. 
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Cal EE Mod Version: CalEEMod.20 1 6.3.1  

Beaumont Ave. Recharge Basins - Riverside-South Coast County, Summer 

1 .0 Project Characteristics 

1 .1 Land Usage 

Land Uses 

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 

1 .2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization 

Climate Zone 

I.O 

Urban 

1 0  

Size 

44.00 

Wind Speed (m/s) 

..i,,. lity Company 
......... 

Southern California Edison 

I.O 2 Intensity 
O"I MWhr) 

702.44 CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr) 

Beaumont Ave. Recharge Basins 

Riverside-South Coast County, Summer 

Metric Lot Acreage 

2.4 

0.029 

Acre 

Precipitation Freq (Days) 

Operational Year 

N20 Intensity 
{lb/MWhr) 

44.00 

28 

201 9 

0.006 

1 .3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

Project Characteristics 
Land Use -
Construction Phase - 80 days per schedule 
Off-road Equipment - Per EIR Table 3 . 1 -7 
Off-road Equipment - EIR Table 3. 1 -7 
Trips and VMT - 2 water truck trips per day 

Date: 6/6/201 7  1 0:21 AM 

Floor Surface Area Population 

1 ,91 6,640.00 0 

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - water site 3x daily per Rule 403; per E IR MM AIR 1 ,  two scrapers are Tier 3 



Table Name 

tblAreaCoating 
.... , .. , ..... , ............... , ...... ,.,.,.,. ............ ,., ..... , ...... .,, .............. ,,. 

tblConstDustMitigation 

tblConstEquipMitigation 

tblConstEquipMitigation 

tblConstructionPhase 

tblGrading 
""'"'"''"'"'"""'""""''""'" ....... 

tblOffRoadEquipment 
""'"'''""""""'"""""" "'"''""""'""""''''""'""""" 

tblOffRoadEquipment 

tblOffRoadEquipment 

tblOffRoadEquipment 

tblOffRoadEquipment 

tblOffRoadEquipment 

tblOffRoadEquipment 

1.0 tblOffRoadEquipment 
Ul tblOffRoadEquipment 
' 
1--' tblOffRoadEquipment 
1.0 
°' tblOffRoadEquipment 

tblOffRoadEquipment 

tblOffRoadEquipment 

tblOffRoadEquipment 

tblProjectCharacteristics 

tblTripsAndVMT 

tblT ripsAndVMT 

Column Nar:ne I :,:: , .. : ,: . . . , . : . 

Area_Parking ' 
! 

WaterUnpavedRoadVehicleSpeed 
I 

NumberOfEquipmentMitigated 

Tier 

NumDays 

AcresOfGrading 
"'""" 

HorsePower 
111•11111■ .. 11••1111• .. 11■l•ll■ll"•Km1•111,•11n1■1111011111u11111011 .. ■111ua1111•11 

Horse Power 
"'""'""""""'''""''""""""'"""'"'""'''""""""'""'"'"'"'"'''''�""""""'''""""""'''"""""''"'''''""' """"""'"'"'""'''""' 

HorsePower I � 
HorsePower ' 

i 
OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount i ' 
OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount . 

OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount i 
OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount i � 
OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount ' 

I 
OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount � 

; ' 
OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount ' 

! 
UsageHours � 

' 
UsageHours i 

! 
UsageHours ' 

i 
OperationalY ear ' 

VendorTripNumber 
i 

WorkerTripNumber � 

2 
Default Value l New Value 

, ·:.· .. ·.·:< '· . .  

1 14998 . 13068 
� .. 40 i 0 

0.00 ' 2.00 
; 

No Change I Tier 3 
i 

75.00 
; 

80.00 

240.00 
i 

4.00 

1 87.00 ' 1 62.00 
� """""' 

247.00 i 358.00 

367.00 I 232.00 
� 

212.00 
! 

358.00 

2.00 i 0.00 
! 

2.00 i 0.00 

1.00 � 0.00 
� 

1.00 I 2.00 
� 

1 .00 ' 0.00 i 
2.00 ' 0.00 

2.00 0.00 

8.00 6.00 

8.00 7.00 

8.00 i 7.00 

2018 ..... � 2019 ! 
0.00 2.00 

� 
18.00 ' 15.00 ' ' 



2.0 Emissions Summary 

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission) 

Unmitigated Construction 

ROG 

Year 

2017 7.6819 

Maximum 7.6819 

"° 

NOx co SO2 I Fugitive 
· PM10.· 

88.7967 50.3124 0.0685 1 0 .7722 

88.7967 I 50.3124 I o.0685 I 10.1122 I 3.9556- I 14.7278 

O'\ !!9.ated Construction 
........ 
I-'-
"° 
O'\ 

ROG 

Year , 

NOx co Exhaust 
. PM10 

3 

3.6393 

5.8468 3.6393 

2017 I 5.9396 1 71 .3408 1 50.1516 1 

i I 
0.0685 1 4.3112 1 3.1 147 ; 7.4259 , 2.3096 , 2.8898 I 

I I i I i i 
Maximum 5.9396 71.3408 50.1516 0.0685 4.3112 3.1147 7.4259 2.3096 2.8898 

ROG NOx co 502. 1 Fugitiv� Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust 
,' : 

PM10 PM10 Total Pili2.5 f'M2a5 
· ,, 

Percent 22.68 19.66 0.32 0.00 59.98 21.26 49.58 60.50 20.59 
Reduction 

9.4860 

5.1 994 

5.1 994 

, PM2.5 
Tofal ,. 
45.19 

CH4 

lb/day 

I 7,00�_91 0 1 7,00�.91 0 I 2.0847 

0.0000 1 7,004.910
1

1,004.910 I 2.0847 
0 0 

N2O CO2e 

0.0000 7,057.026 
9 

0.0000 I 7,057.026 
9 

, N2O CO2e 

, 0.0000 l 7,004.910 l 7,004.910 l 2.0847 I 0.0000 , 7,057.026 

I i O I O I I I 9 

0.0000 7,004.910 7,004.91 0  2.0847 0.0000 7,057.026 
0 0 9 

Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 . CH4 N20 CO2e . : , , .: I ·  
' ·,,: 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

);'ugitive ·. Exhaust 
PM2,5 . ·. _Pivt2,5 . 

5.8468 

I I I I i I I I I f i ' I I I I I I 



3.0 Construction Detail 

Construction Phase 
Phase 

Number 

\Grading 
! 

Phase Name 

[Grading 
I 

Phase Type 

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0 

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 4 

Acres of Paving: 44 

StartDate 

\9/4/2017 
i 

4 

End Date Phase Descrip:tion 

! 12/22/2017 

Residential Indoor: O; Residential Outdoor: O ;  Non-Residential Indoor: O; Non-Residential Outdoor: O; Striped Parking Area: 0 

Q_ff_Road E9!!.!.Q.ment 

Phase Name l Offroad Equipment Type 1 ,  Amount I . .  Usage Hours I �orse F'qwer I. Load Factor 

IGrading 1crawler Tractors 2j 7.00! 358! 0.4 

I.O ;cti'ng iExcavators oi 8.0oi 158i 0.3811 

"-l .. . ................. ! ............................. ,[------· ! ! ! II ......._ 1dmg 1 Excavators 0/ 8.001 1581 0.38 
I-' ; ' ' ; 
1.0 1ding !Graders 1! 6.00! 162i 0.41 
°' ! ! ! ! �,..iding !Graders OJ 8.00J 1871 0.41 

I i � i 
Grading !Rubber Tired Dozers 2! 7.00! 358! 0.4( 

Grading iRubber Tired Dozers oi s.ooi 247j 0.4C 
i � ! I 

Grading !Scrapers J 21 7.00! 232! 0.4E 

,,__ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _  - -- -- -- ' _,____ � 
Grading 

Grading 

T.d.l!s and VMT 

Phase Name 

Grading 

)Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 

ff ractors/Loaders/Backhoes 
! 

O! 

Qi 
! 

Offroad Equipmentl WorkerTrip 
Count Number 

VehdorTrip 1H�u
.
nrg

· .. 

,.friP
.
· I·

. 
Worker 1rip 

Number · Num.bet. . Ler:igth 

71 15.00! 2.00) O.OOj 14.701 

s.ooj 
I 

8.001 
! 

97! 
971 

Ve!1d. or Trip 
1
Hau!ing "f�p

1 
Worker Vehicle 

.Length • , · Lengtli . · Class ' · : .. .. · 
' :; ,'•:- .'',., :_:· ,_ ,, ,_,,, - .. · :_ 

6.90j 20.00JLD Mix 
i -

0.3, 

0.37 

Vendor 
Vehicle 
Class 

!HDT_Mix 

Hauling 
Vehicle 
Class · 

I
HHDT 



3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction 

Use Cleaner Engines for Construction Equipment 
Water Exposed Area 
Clean Paved Roads 

3.2 Grading - 201 7  
Unmitigated Construction On-Site 

ROG NOx co 

Category 

Fugitive Dust 

Off-Road 7.5732 88.4707 49.4173 
I.O 

SO2. 

0.0661 

Fugitive Exhaust 
PM10 ' PM10 

lb/day · 

l 10.5917 l 0.0000 
! ! 

� � 
I 3.9520 

5 

1 0.5917 5.7986 i 0.0000 

I 
3.9520 i 3.6358 

(X) Total I 7.5732 I 88.4707 I 49.4173 I 0.0661 I 10.5917 I 3.9520 I 1 4.5437 I 5.7986 I 3.6358 I 
1--' 
I.O 
O"\ 

Unmjtigated Construction Off-Site 

ROG NOx co 

Category 

Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

���st I ;;:�-
J 

0.0000 0.0000 i 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

5.7986 

3.6358 

9.4345 

Vendor 8.4300e- 1 0.2602 0.0531 5.3000e- 0.0128 2.5400e- 0.0154 3.6900e- 2.4300e- 6.1200e-
003 

Worker 0.1003 ! 0.0657 

Total 0.1087 0.3260 

004 003 003 003 003 

0.8420 1 .8200e- 0.1677 1 .0700e- 0.1687 0.0445 9.9000e- 0.0455 
003 003 004 

0.8951 I 2.3500e- 1 0.1805 , 3.6100e- I 0.1841 
003 003 

0.0482 I 3.42ooe- I o.os16 
003 

CH4 

lb/day 

0.0000 

6,767.876 1 6,767.876 , 2.0737 
2 j 2 

6,767.876 , 6,767.876 I 2.0737 
2 2 

0.0000 

CH4 

0.0000 ! 0.0000 

I 
55.9129 i 55.9129 j 4.9300e

! 003 

N2O 

N2O 

CO2e 

0.0000 

6,819.717 
8 

6,819.717 
8 

CO2e 

0.0000 

56.0362 

181 .1209 J 1 81 . 1209··; 6.osooe- 1 I 181 .2729 
- ! 003 

237.0338 I 237.0338 I 0.011 0  237.3091 



6 
Mitigated Construction On-Site 

ROG I NOx I co I S02 I Fugitive . Exhaust .Fugiti\1e . .  Exha_ust f PM2.5 I Bio- CO:nNsi6� CO2! Total CO2 �-r-:N20 I C02e 
PM10_ PM10 PM2:5 . :PM2.5 

Category lb/day lb/day 

Fugitive Dust a ! l 4.1308 l 0.0000 l 4.1 308 l 2.2615 l 0.0000 l 2.2615 l i i 0.0000 ; , l 0.0000 

I I 
Off-Road 5.8309 , 71.0148 49.2566 f"' 0.0661 j j 3.1 1 1 1  l 3.1 1 1 1  l j 2.8864 i 2.8864 i 0.0000 l 6,767.876 l 6,767.876 ! 2.0737 i ( 6,819.717 

I I I I I I ! ! i 2 I 2 I I I 8 

Total I 5.8309 I 71.0148 I 49.2566 0.0661 4.1308 3.1 1 1 1  7.2418 2.2615 2.8864 5.1478 0.0000 6,767.876 6,767.876 2.0737 6,819.717 
2 2 8 

Mitigated Construction Off-Site 

I.O 
I.O ,. I ROG I N_Ox I co I S02 j Fugiti\/�J Exhaust j .. PM10 L Fugitive :J �h�ust. I PM2..5 i Bi9� C<?2 jNBi9� co2j Total CO2 j . .  CH4 I N20 I C02e 

,.,. , '  

,-.,. _  
I.O Category 

O'I 
-

Hauling � 0.0000 � 0.0000 I 0.0000 l 0.0000 l 0.0000 l 0.0000 I 0.0000 l 0.0000 · 1 0.0000 l 0.0000 � l 0.0000 l 0.0000 l 0.0000 l l 0.0000 

� 8.4300e- 0.2602 0.0531 5.3000e- 0.0128 2.5400e- 0.0154 3.6900e- 2.4300e- 6.1200e- 55.9129 55.9129 4.9300e- I j 56.0362 
003 004 003 003 003 003 003 I I 

Worker 0.1003 0.0657 0.8420 1 .8200e- 0.1 677 1 .0700e- 0.1 687 0.0445 9.9000e- 0.0455 181 .1209 181 .1209 6.0800e- I \ 181 .2729 
003 003 004 003 

Total 0.1087 0.3260 0.8951 2.3500e- 0.1805 3.6100e- 0.1841 0.0482 3.4200e- 0.0516 237.0338 237.0338 0.0110 I I 237.3091 
003 003 003 



1 
CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.201 6.3.1 

Beaumont Ave. Recharge Basins - Riverside-South Coast County, Winter 

1 .0 Project Characteristics 

1.1 Land Usage 

· Land Uses 

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 

1 .2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization 

l"'.limate Zone 
I-' 

Urban 

10 

Size 

44.00 

Wind Speed (m/s} 

� lity Company Southern California Edison 

I-' 2 Intensity 
� 'MWhr} °' 

702.44 CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr} 

Beaumont Ave. Recharge Basins 
Riverside-South Coast County, Winter 

Metric LotAqreiage 

2.4 

0.029 

Acre 

Precipitation Freq (Days} 

Operational Year 

N20 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr} 

44.00 

28 

201 9 

0.006 

1 .3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

Project Characteristics -
Land Use -
Construction Phase - 80 days per schedule 
Off-road Equipment - Per EIR Table 3. 1 -7 
Off-road Equipment - EIR Table 3 . 1 -7 
Trips and VMT - 2 water truck trips per day 

Date: 6/6/201 7  10:22 AM 

Floor Surface Area Population 

1 ,91 6,640.00 0 

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - water site 3x daily per Rule 403; per E IR MM AIR 1 ,  two scrapers are Tier 3 



Table Name Column Name 
I 

· tblAreaCoating Area_Parking ' 

tblConstDustMitigation WaterUnpavedRoadVehicleSpeed 

tblConstEquipMitigation NumberOfEquipmentMitigated 

tblConstEquipMitigation Tier 

tblConstructionPhase NumDays ' 
tblGrading AcresOfGrading I 

tblOffRoadEquipment HorsePower � 
! "" '""'""""" ""''"""'""""''''�""'""''"'""""''"''''"""'"' 

tblOffRoadEquipment 
'" "'""" 

Horse Power j 
tblOffRoadEquipment HorsePower i 
tblOffRoadEquipment HorsePower 

I 
tblOffRoadEquipment ; OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount ; I 
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount i ' 
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount i "'" 

f-' tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 
i 

0 tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount ' 
f-' ' 

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount ! 
<.O tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount ! O'I 

tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours I 
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours � 
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours ' 

� 
tblProjectCharacteristics OperationalYear I 

tblTripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber � 
tblT ripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber ' 

; 

2 
Default Value 

;- '. 

1 14998 

40 

0.00 

No Change 

75.00 

240.00 

187.00 

247.00 
""'"'"""""" 

367.00 

212.00 

2.00 

2.00 

1 .00 

1 .00 

1 .00 

2.00 

2.00 

8.00 

8.00 

8.00 

2018 

0.00 

18.00 

l New Value 

I 
13068 

' 0 
,., ... r 
i 2.00 • 
I Tier 3 

! 
80.00 

! 4.00 

' 162.00 
� 

I 358.oo 
.. , .. , ................. , .......... , ................. 

I 232.00 

� 358.00 
� 

I 
0.00 

I 0.00 

� 0.00 
............. j 

i 
2.00 

i 0.00 

I 0.00 
� 0.00 
j 

! 
6.00 

' 7.00 
i 

i 7.00 

I 2019 

2.00 ' 
I 1 5.00 ' 

"'"" 



2.0 Emissions Summary 

2.1 Overal l  Construction (Maximum Daily Emission) 
Unmitigated Construction 

ROG 

Year 

2017 7.6798 

NOx co S02 Fugitiv� I Exhaust 
PM10 · . .PM10 

lb/day 

88:o/995 
1

50.1645
T

0:0683 
I 

1 0.7722 i 3.9556 14.7278 

3 

. Fugitive -,---Exha.ust 
., Pr...12.5 -• Bio- CO2 INBio- CO21 Total CO2 I CH4 

.RM2.5 PM2.5 .. · . Total· 

5.8468 3.6393 9.4861 

lb/day 

0.00Cl0 l 6,984.299 l 6,984.299 l 2.0844 
I 5 I 5 

_ I 

N2O CO2e 

0.0000 1 7,036.410 
� 1 

Maximum 7.6798 88.7995 [5o.1645 I o.0683 I 10.7722 I 3.9556 I 14.7278 I 5.8468 3.6393 9.4861 0.0000 I 6,98
: 

. .299
1

6,98
:

.299 
I 

2.0844 
I 

0.0000 
1

7,03�.41 0 

I-' 

� !!gat�d Construction 
' 
I-' 
"° 
°' 

I ROG I NOx I co I SO2 I Fugitive I Exhaust I PM10 I Fugitiye I Exhaust I PM2 .. 5 .J Bio-.C02 iNBio- co2i Total co2 i CH4 I N20 I C.O2e I 

Year 

2017 

Maximum 

Percent 
Reduction 

5.9375 1 71 .3436 1 50.0037 1 0.0683 1 4.31 12 I 3.1 147 1 7.4259 1 2.3096--r-2.8898 1 5.1995 , 0.0000 ' 6,984.299 , 6,984.299 , 2.0844 ; 0.0000 17,036.410 
I ! i I ! ! I ! I i 5 i 5 I i I 1 

5.9375 71 .3436 50.0037 0.0683 4.3112 3.1147 7 A259 2.3096 2.8898 5.1995 0.0000 6,984.299 6,984.299 2.0844 0.0000 7,036.410 

ROG NOx co SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive 
PM10 PM1ci Total PM.2.5 

22.69 1 9.66 0.32 0.00 59.98 21.26 49.58 60.50 

Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 
PM2.5 Total 

20.59 45.19 0.00 

5 5 1 

NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 



3.0 Construction Detail 

Con�ruction Phase 

Phase 
Number 

,Grading 
i 

Phase Name 

!Grading 
i 

Phase Type 

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0 

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 4 

Acres of Paving: 44 

Start Date 

4 

End Date 

!12/22/2017  
� 

Phase Description 

Residential Indoor: O; Residential Outdoor: O; Non-Residential Indoor: O; Non-Residential Outdoor: O; Striped Parking Area: 0 

OffRqacl E9!!.!..Qment 

Phase Name I Offroad l':quipfllent Type• /\rn�unt ' �s�ge H.o�rs_ l_ Horse Power I Load Fader 

1r,"'lding !Crawler Tractors 2! 7.001 
I---' I i i, 

0 1ding !Excavators O! 8.00! 

� ,ding iExcavators oi 8.oof 

358j o .4c 

1 58j 0.38 

1 58! 0.38 

0.41 1---' 1ding jGraders 1! 6.00j 1 62! 
I.O 1 ' ' ' -

0-. ,ding !Graders 01 8.00j 1 871 0.411 
Grading !Rubber Tired Dozers 2! 7.001 3581 0.40 

h�ubber Tired Dozers oi 8.oo! 247i 0.40 
--------------········;.. ....... """'"''"·· ..... ..,,., ............ , ......... , _____ ,,.,., .. , ____ ,,, ... ,, .. .,.,,. � ! ! Grading !Scrapers 2! 7.00j 232j 0.48 

Grading 

Grading !Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes Oj 8.ooi 971""" 0.31' 
I . : : , ........ ,------,--..---------1111 Grading Hractors/Loaders/Backhoes Di 8.00i 97! 0.37" 

TriQ_S__jind VMT 

Phase Name 

Grading 

� � _j __ ____ _ _! 

Offroad EqLiipmentl Worker Trip 
I 

Vendor. Trip lf-fa
.�

Ung :rn
.
:p.·.I Wo.ct<e.r Trip 

co·unt Number Number , Nu,mbet . ,Length . 

7! 1 5.00! 2�001 0.001 14.701 
� 

Vendo.r Trip •1:
.
H.aul

•
i.ng �rip

l , Worker Vehicle 
. Length . • .·,> :Length ·

.
· . Class 

6.901 20.00I[D Mix 
i -

Vendor 
Vehicle 
Class 

jHDT_Mix 

Hauling 
I Vehicle 

:Class 
jHHDT 



3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction 

Use Cleaner Engines for  Construction Equipment 
Water Exposed Area 
Clean Paved Roads 

3.2 Grading - 201 7 
Unmitigated Construction On-Site 

ROG NOx co SO2 

Category, · lb/day 

Fugitive Dust � � i 1 1 0.5917 

5 

._. Off-Road a 7.5732 i 88.4707 I 49.4173 i o.0661 ; i 3.9520 i 3.9520 i i 3.6358 1 

Total I 7.5732 I 88:47Dr I 49.4173 J 0.0661 1 10.5911 1 3.9520 1 1 4.5437 f 5.7986 1 3.6358 1 

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site 

ROG NOx co 

Category 

Hauling 0.0000 1 0.0000 0.0000 1 (foOOD-1 0.0000 0.0000 1 0.0000 i 0.0000 i 

3.6358 

9.4345 

NBio- CO21 Total CO2 I CH4 

lb/day 

0.0000 

6,767.876 6,767.876 2.0737 
2 2 

6,767.876 6,767.876 2.0737 
2 2 

CH4 

0.0000 0.0000 

Vendor 
! ! ! I ! I 

s.79ooe- i 0.2605 0.0605 i 5.1oooe- I 0.0128 2.51ooe- !'"""0:01"§4"""'1 3.69ooe- (2' ___ 46_o_o_e_ ...... ! -6-.1-5-oo_e __ ...,..___ 53.8771 53.8771 5.44ooe-

N2O 

N2O 

CO2e 

0.0000 

6,819.717 
8 

6,819.717 
8 

CO2e 

0.0000 

54.0131 
oo3 i i 004 l 003 I I 003 I 003 l 003 003 I : ..... ,,, ............. ,,,., . .,.,J., : ............................... : .. , •. : : j ... ., ... .,,,,.,,,,.,,,,.,,.,,.• : : II Worker � 0.0978 ! 0.0682 0.6866 ! 1 .6300e- ! 0.1677 1 .0700e- l 0.1 687 l 0.0445 ! 9.9000e- ! 0.0455 1 62.5462 1 62.5462 5.3200e- i l 1 62.6792 

Total 0.1066 

i , 003 , 003 , , ! 004 , 003 
; ; ; ; ; ; -

0.3288 0.7472 I 2.1400e-
1 0.1805 I 3.6400e- f 0.1841 

003 003 
0.0482 I 3.4500e- I 0.0516 

003 
21 6.4233 I 216.4233 I 0.0108 216.6923 

o ______________________________________ ,.. __ .,.. __ ...., __ --i,_ __ .,... __ .,. __ .,. 
� 

........ 

...... 
_________________ ...,. ______________________________________________________ .. 

ID 

O'I 

Fugitive 

PM10. 



6 
Mitigated Construction On-Site 

Category 

ROG I NOx I CO I SO2 I Fugitive Exhaust .PM10. I F,ugitive I Exh_aust I PM2.5 I Bio- CO2 INBio- CO2! Total CO2 I CH4 I N2O I CO2e 
PM10 PM10 :Tot�I; PM2.5 

Fugitive Dust , i I 4.1308 I 0.0000 I 4.1308 i 2.2615 i 0.0000 I 2.2615 i I I 0.0000 i , I 0.0000 

Off-Road 5.8309 ! 71 .0148 
1

49.2566
1 

0.0661 I j 3.1 1 1 1  

I 
3.1 1 1 1 I j 2.8864 

I 
2.8864 ! 0.0000 

1
6,76�.876

1
6,76�.876 ! 2.0737 

I 1
6,81 :.717 

Total 5.8309 71.0148 49.2566 0.0661 4.1308 3.1 1 1 1  7.2418 2.2615 2.8864 5.1478 0.0000 6,767.876 6,767.876 2.0737 6,819.717 
2 2 8 

Mitigated Construction Off-Site 

1--' 
0 ROG NOx co SO2 Fugitive Exhaust �M10 .Fugitive . PM2.5 Bio- C.O2 NBio° CO2 Total CO2 CH4 I N2b7 CO2e Ul PM10 PM10 Toial . . PM2:5 , .total ......... 
1--' Category lb/day - - . lblaay 

�ng 0.0000 ! 0.0000 I 0.0000 l 0.0000 1 0.0000 1 0.0000 1 0.0000 i 0.0000 1 0.0000 i 0.0000 j 0.0000 1 0.0000 i 0.0000 1 i 0.0000 

Vendor 8.7900e- 0.2605 0.0605 5.1 000e- 0.01 28 2.5700e- 0.01 54 3.6900e- 2.4600e- 6.1500e- 53.8771 53.8771 5.44ooe- ! ! 54.0131 
003 004 003 003 003 003 003 

Worker 0.0978 0.0682 0.6866 1 .6300e- 0.1 677 1 .0700e- 0.1687 0.0445 9.9000e- 0.0455 1 62.5462 162.5462 s.32ooe- I ! 1 62.6792 
003 003 004 003 

Total 0.1066 0.3288 0.7472 2.1400e- 0.1805 3.6400e- 0.1841 0.0482 3.4500e- 0.0516 216.4233 216.4233 o.01os I I 216.6923 
003 003 003 



CalEEMod Version:  CalEEMod.20 1 6.3 . 1  

Beaumont Ave. Recharge Basins - Riverside-South Coast County, Annual 

1 .0 Project Characteristics 

1 .1 Land Usage 

Beaumont Ave. Recharge Basins 

Riverside-South Coast County, Annual 

Land.Uses . Size L�t.Ac;;reage 

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 44.00 

1 .2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization 

Climate Zone 
..... 

Urban 

1 0  

Wind Speed (m/s) 

� iity Company 

........ 
...,. 2 Intensity 
1.0 MWhr) 

Southern California Edison 

702.44 CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr) 

1 .3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

Project Characteristics 
Land Use -
Construction Phase - 80 days per schedule 
Off-road Equipment - Per EIR Table 3 . 1 -7 
Off-road Equipment - EIR Table 3 . 1 -7 
Trips and VMT - 2 water truck trips per day 

2.4 

0.029 

Precipitation Freq (Days) 

Operational Year 

N20 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr) 

44.00 

28 

2019 

0.006 

Date: 6/6/201 7  1 0: 1 7  AM 

Floor Surface Area Population 

1 ,91 6,640.00 0 

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - water site 3x daily per Rule 403; per EIR MM A IR 1 ,  two scrapers are Tier 3 



2 
Table Name 

I 
Column Name I Default Val_1;1e New Value 

. . . .  

tblAreaCoating i Area_Parking i 114998 13068 
! 

tblConstDustMitigation ' WaterUnpavedRoadVehicleSpeed l 40 0 
i ......... � tblConstEquipMltigation � NumberOfEquipmentMitigated i 0.00 2.00 

l .... , 
tblConstEquipMitigation . Tier ' No Change Tier 3 

' I 
tblConstructionPhase i NumDays I 75.00 80.00 

i 

tblGrading ! AcresOfGrading 
i 

240.00 4.00 
� 

tblOffRoadEquipment 
! 

HorsePower � 187.00 162.00 
"' 

tblOffRoadEquipment i Horse Power ' 247.00 358.00 
l 

........... : � 
tblOffRoadEquipment ' Horse Power I 367.00 232.00 

tblOffRoadEquipment 
I 

HorsePower 
! 

212.00 358.00 

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount ' 2.00 0.00 I ' 

tblOffRoadEquipment � OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount I 2.00 0.00 = ; 
tblOffRoadEquipment i OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount ' 1.00 0.00 

! ' 
I--' tblOffRoadEquipment � OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 

I 
1 .00 2.00 

0 
I 

tblOffRoadEquipment . OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount ' 1 .00 0.00 ' i 
tblOffRoadEquipment ; OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount I 2.00 0.00 I--' � � 

1.0 tblOffRoadEquipment � OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount ! 2.00 0.00 
0\ g � 

tblOffRoadEquipment 
i 

UsageHours 
! 

8.00 6.00 

tblOffRoadEquipment i UsageHours 
I 8.00 7.00 

"�'"''"'""""'"""""· 
tblOffRoadEquipment ' UsageHours 

! 
8.00 7.00 

� 
tblProjectCharacteristics � OperationalY ear � 2018 2019 

! 
tblTripsAndVMT ! VendorTripNumber � 0.00 2.00 

� 
tblTripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber ' 18.00 15.00 � 



2.0 Emissions Summary 

2.1 Overall Construction 
Unmitigated Construction 

ROG NOx 

Year 

2017 0.3069 3.5522 

Maximum 0.3069 3.5522 

,._. 
� tigated Construction 
'-
,._. 
I.O 

co SO2 Fugitive 
PM10 

2.0079 2.7300e- ! 0.4308 
003 ' 

2.0079 I 2.73ooe- I o.4308 
003 

3 

0.1582 0.589Q 0.2338 0.1456 0.3794 

0.1582 0.5890 0.2338 0.1456 0.3794 

·Bio- CO2 (NBio- CO2( Total CO2 I CH4 

M1/yr 

0.0000 
1

253.6359 l 253.6359 0.0756 

0.0000 I 253.6359 I 253.6359 I o.0756 

N2O CO2e 

0.0000 255.5268 

0.0000 I 255.5268 

°' I ROG j NOx j CO j SO2 j Fugitive :! _E>cMust j PM10 j f;'ugitive j E>c�au�t j .PM2,5 I Bioc CO2 jt,JBio- co2j Total CO2 j CH4 j N2O j CO2e I 

Year 

2017 

Maximum 0.2372 

2.8540 

2.8540 

2.0015 , 2.7300e- I 0.1723 

I 003 i 
2.0015 I 2.7300e- I 0.1723 

003 

0.0756 0.0000 j 255.5265 

0.1246 0.2969 0.0924 0.1 156 0.2080 0.0000 I 253.6357 I 253.6357 I 0.0756 0.0000 I 255.5265 



4 

ROG NOx co SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugjtive Exhaust 
PM1.0 PM10 Total . PM2.5 PM2'.5 

Percent 22.71 19.66 0.32 o.oo 59.99 21.26 49.59 60.50 20.59 
Reduction 

Quarter Start Date End Date Maximum Unmitigated ROG+ NOX (tons/quarter) 

1 9-4-2017 9-30-2017 

3.0 Construction Detail 

Construction Phas.e 

Phase 
Number 

Phase Name 

Highest 

t-' JGrading !Grading 
0 

! ' 

ID 

Pl)ase Type 

......._ res of Grading {Site Preparation Phase): 0 
t-' 
ID 

O"I res of Grading (Grading Phase): 4 

Acres of Paving: 44 

. 

·, 

0.9303 

0.9303 

. 

End Date 

PM2.5 Bio-CO2 NBioal:O2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 
Total 

45.19 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Maximum Mitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter) 

0.7452 

0.7452 

Phase. Oestriptio11 

Residential Indoor: O; Residential Outdoor: O; Non-Residential Indoor: O; Non-Residential Outdoor: O; Striped Parking Area: O 

CO2e 

0.00 



OffRoad Eg.!:!l,Qment 

Phase Name 

5 

Offroad EquipmentType , I __ .. - _. :f'fTIOUnt I- U5'.3ge H��rs J Horse .Power I Load Factor 

Grading (Crawler Tractors 21 7.00! 358! 0.4� 

Grading ]Excavators al·, 8.00: 158i 0.38 
i i ; ; = ............. ..,, ............. ,,., ............. ,,, ..... i ..... ,, .............. ,,,,........... = ....................................... �..... •I Grading (Excavators 0\ 8.00( 158( 0.38 
i � I_ _ _ _  � 

Grading Graders ------r- 11- 6.D0l 162! 0.41 

G
0

;adi'n"g Graders : oi 8.00: 187i 0.41 " 
i � � 

Grading l Rubber Tired Dozers 21 7 �DO! 
� s � 

G
0;acii'n"g'" "'"'""""""""""'JR�bber Tired Dozers 0j 8.00j 

Grading 
...... , 

!scrapers 2! 
I 

7.00{ 

Grading 

Grading 

Tri.12s and VMT 

� i 
IT ractors/Loaders/Backhoes 
] 
n ractors/Loaders/Backhoes 
i 

01 
0
1 

8.00! 
8.00! 

! 

358/ 
! 

247! 
232i 

971 
� 

971 

0.4C 

0.4C 

o.iir 

0.37 

0.3, 

...... -------------------------------------------------------------1 ..._. Phase Name OffroadEquipment Worker Trip VendofTrip HauliqgJrip Worker Trip Ver:idorTrip Haul)ng;l""rip VVorkerVehicle Vendor . Hauling • 
0 Count Number Number Nurr/8er :Length , Length_ , · ,Lerigili(- Glass · · Ve�id� , Ve�icle 
...___ _ _ __ • ___ Class - Class -

1 
� ,ding ! 7j 15.001 2.00j 0.00j 14.70j 6.901 20.00jLD_Mix jHDT_Mix jHHDT 1

1 
O'I 

v. I Mitigation Measures Construction 

Use Cleaner Engines for Construction Equipment 

Water Exposed Area 

Clean Paved Roads 



6 

3.2 Grading - 2017 

Unmitigated Construction On-Site 

ROG-1NOx I co I Sb2 I Fugitive, Exhaust PM10 I Bio- C02 INBio• C021 Total CO2 ( CH4 I N20�C02e 
PM1d· :PM10 . · · Total 

Category -. tor:is/yr MT/yr 

' 
i 0.4237 l 0.0000 l 0.4237 l 0.2319 l 0.0000 l 0.2319 , 0.0000 , 0.0000 , 0.0000 , 0.0000 , 0.0000 , 0.0000 

Off-Road a o.3029 l 3.5388 l 1.9767 l 2.6400e- l 0.1581 
I 

o.1581 
I 

j 0.145-i"""""i 

! ! 
0.1454 l 0.0000 l 245.5886 ! 245.5886 I o.0753 i 0.0000 i 247.4698 

003 

Total - r o.3029 I 3.5388 I 1 :s161 I 2.64ooe-
003 

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site 

l--'-
1--'
.....,. 

� 

0.4237 0.1581 
I ! 

0.5818 0.2319 0.1454 0.3774 0.0000 245.5886 245.5886 0.0753 0.0000 247.4698 

------------------------------------------------------'- ROG NOx CO Exf:iaust PM1.0 _F'ugitiye , .Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 NBio-G02 Total CO2 CH4 N20 C02e 
1--'- .PMtO. 1otar , . PM2:5 . ·•.PM2.5 . Totlil 
I.D "!'!"'"""' __ ... _______ ..._ _________ ... ___ ..,..""'"' __________________________ ...., ............ _________ """' __________ ..,. ___ O'I Category · -' 

Hauling 

Vendor 

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1 .. -0.0000 ·
1

0.0000
_,J 

0.0000 

3.4000e- 0.0106 2.2600e- 2.0000e- 5.1000e- 1.0000e- 6.1000e- J 1.5000e- l 1.0000e- l 2.4000e-

- � � � � � �1�1�1� 
Worker � 3.6200e- 2.8200e- 0.0289 7.0000e- 6.5900e- 4.0000e- 6.6400e- i 1.7500e- (4:·ooooe- i 1.7900e-

� � � � � �1�1�1� 
� i E 

0.0000 

0.0000 

Total 3.96ooe- I 0.0134 
003 

0.0312 I 9.ooooe- , 7.1000e-, 1.4000e- , 7.2500e- , ··l.9000e- , 1.4000e- , 2.0300e- ,--0.0000 
005 003 004 003 003 004 003 

1.9979 

6.0495 

8.0474 

1.9979 

6.0495 

1.9000e-
004 

2.0000e-
004 

0,0000 

0.0000 

0.0000 

8.047 4 I 3.9oooe- I 0.0000 
004 

0.0000 

2.0026 

6.0545 

8.0570 



7 

Mitigated Construction On-Site 

ROG I NOx I Cb- -r-s-c52TFugitive·. · 1 ·· ·51,aust PM10 J;ugipve ·• Exhaust 

csi,tegory 

Fugitive Dust 

I I 
; 

a 1 
= Off-Road � 0.2332 j 2.8406 l 1.9703 l 2.6400e-

003 

Total I 0.2332 I 2.8406 1 1.9103 I 2.64ooe-
003 

""'tigated Construction Off-Site 
t-' 

t-' 

N 

'--

t-' ROG NOx co SO2 
ID 

O"I 

Category 

Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

Vendor 3.4000e- 0.0106 2.2600e- 2.0000e-
004 003 005 

Worker 3.6200e- 2.8200e- 0.0289 7.0000e-
003 003 005 

Total 3.9600e- 0.0134 0.0312 9.0000e-
003 005 

-• PM10 Totar PM2.5 PM2S 

tons/yr 

0.1652 0.0000 0.1652 0.0905 0.0000 

0.1244 0.1244 0.1155 

0.1652 0.1244 0.2897 0.0905 0.1155 

Fuaitive Exhaust 

0.0000 i 0.0000 ! 0.0000 \ 0.0000 i 0.0000 

5.1000e- 1.0000e- 6.1000e- 1.5000e- 1.0000e-
004 004 004 004 004 

6.5900e- 4.0000e- 6.6400e- 1.7500e- 4.0000e-
003 005 003 003 005 

7.1000e- 1.4000e- 7.2500e- 1.9000e- 1.4000e-
003 004 003 003 004 

PM2.5 Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2) Total CO2 ) CH4 I N2O I CO2e 
torar 

MT/yr 

0.0905 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 l 0.0000 I 0.0000 l 0.0000 
! 

g 
,i.,,.,. 

0.1155 0.0000 245.5883 245.5883 l o.0753 l 0.0000 l 247.4695 

0.2059 0.0000 245.5883 245.5883 0.0753 0.0000 247.4695 

PM2.5 Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e 

MT/yr 

0.0000 i 0.0000 \ 0:0000 i 0.0000 - i -0.0000 

2.4000e- 0.0000 1.9979 1.9979 1.9oooe- ! 0.0000 l 2.0026 
004 004 

1.7900e- 0.0000 6.0495 6.0495 2.0000e- i 0.0000 ! 6.0545 
003 004 

2.0300e- 0.0000 8.0474 8.0474 3.9000e- I o.ocfoo I 8.0570 
003 004 



1 

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.1 

Beaumont Ave. Recharge - Hauling - Riverside-South Coast County, Summer 

1.0 Project Characteristics 

1.1 Land Usage 

Beaumont Ave. Recharge - Hauling 

Riverside-South Coast County, Summer 

Land Uses Size Metric- Lot Acreage 

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 

1.2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization 

C:limate Zone 
I-' 

Urban 

10 

3.50 

Wind Speed (mis) 

� lity Company 
...___ 

Southern California Edison 

I-' ,2 Intensity 
1.0 'MWhr) 
O'I 

702.44 CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr) 

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

Project Characteristics 

Land Use - Per EIR Exhibit 2-5 

Construction Phase - Hauling one week per schedule 

Off-road Equipment - no equipment needed 

Off-road Equipment - No equipment modeled 

Trips and VMT - 2 water truck trips added 

Grading - 1632 CY export 

2.4 

0.029 

Acre 

Precipitation Freq (Days) 

Operational Year 

N20 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr) 

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - water site 3x/day Rule 403 compliance 

3.50 

28 

2019 

0.006 

Date: 6/8/2017 11 :16 AM 

Floor Surface Area Population 

152,460.00 0 



2 

Table Name Column Name I 
Default Value 

tblAreaCoating Area_Parking 9148 

tblConstDustMitigation WaterUnpavedRoadVehicleSpeed j 40 

tblConstructionPhase NumDays 8.00 

0.00 
----------····· I ·····-------,_-------

tblGrading AcresOfGrading 

tblGrading ! Materiallmported 0.00 

tblOffRoadEquipment l OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 
I 

1.00 

tblOffRoadEquipment 1 OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount I 1.00 . 
I 

I 
New Value 

4704 

0 

5.00 

3.50 

1,632.00 

0.00 

0.00 

tblOffRoadEquipment \ OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 I 0.00 
______ , ............ ,.......... I , ............... , ................. , __________ ......... ,, ..................... , ..... ,.,, t............................................................. I tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 1 0.00 

tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 i 0.00 
----� 

tblOffRoadEquipment I UsageHours j 8.00 ! 0.00 

tblOffRoadEquipment I UsageHours ! 8.00 ! 0.00 
� � 

tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 0.00 
...... _____________ -i-------------------------------------------
1-' tblProjectCharacteristics OperationalYear 2018 2019 
�--------------1-----------------------------;-------------1 .....__ tblTripsAndVMT HaulingTriplength 20.00 1.50 

� tblTripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 0.00 2.00 

0\ tblTripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 0.00 8.00 

2:0 Emissions Summary 

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission) 

Unmitigated Construction 

ROG NOx co SO2 Fugitive I Exhaust PM2.5 I Bio- COZ INBio- CO21 Total CO2 I CH4 

Year 

2017 0.1815 5.7463 

Maximum 0.1815 5.7463 

PM10 PM1.0 

lb/d�y 

1.0395 I 9.4800e-- j-0.9403 I 0.0119 
l 003 j 
� � 

1.0395 I 9.4800e- I 0.9403 I 0.0119 

003 

Total 

0.9522 0.1288 0.0114 0.1402 0.1769 

0.9522 0.1288 0.0114 0.1402 0.0000 I 995.57 44 I 995.57 44 I o.1769 

N20 CO2e 

0.0000 j 999.9968 

0.0000 I 999.9968 



Mitigated Construction 

ROG I NOx I co 1�2 I Fugitive Exhaust 
PM10 .PM10 

Year lb/day 

2011 ··· · • o.1a1sr-5.7463 

f-> 
ID 
O'I 

Maximum 

Percent 
Reduction 

I 0.1815 I 5.7463 

ROG NOx 

0.00 0.00 

3.0 Construction Detail 

Construction Phase 

I 1.0395 9.4aooe- 0.4622 
003 

i 1.0395 9.4800e- 0.4622 
003 

co SO2 Fugitive 
PM.10 

o.oo 0.00 50.84 

Phase 
Number 

Phase Name Phase Type 

!Grading 
1 

!Grading 

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0 

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 3.5 

Acres of Paving: 3.5 

0.0119 

0.0119 

Exhaust 
Prii11o 

0.00 

0.4741 

0.4741 

PM10 
Totai 

50.21 

Start.0ate 

3 

Fugitive 
'PM2.5 

0.0761 0.0114 

0.0761 0.0114 

Fugitive Exhaust 
�M2.5 Pllil2.5 

40.93 0.00 

End Date 

i9715/2017 
� 

PM2.5 I Bio- CO2 INBio- CO2! Total CO2 I CH4 I N2O I CO2e 
Total 

. - lb/day 

0.0875 0.0000 995.5744 995.5744 0.17�

1 

0.0000 
r
999.9968 

0.0875 0.0000 995.5744 995.5744 0.1769 i 0.0000 1999.9968 

PM2.5 Bio-CO2 NBio-C02 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e 
I· Tota1 

. .  

37.61 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Num. DayslNum Days · Ph.,se Description 
:Week 

Residential Indoor: O; Residential Outdoor: O; Non-Residential Indoor: O; Non-Residential Outdoor: O; Striped Parking Area: O 



OffR_Qad E9!!!.2ment 

Phase Name 

Grading 

Grading 

I Offroad Equipment Type I 
! 
Excavators 

Amount' 

4 

I U�ageHours J HorsePo',\/�r I Load Factor 

0
1 

0.doj 158! 0.3E 

!Graders 
� . .. .L, ____ ....................... �L .... � ................ ,,, .......... �.:��.l. ___ ............ � .. ��I 

0.41 

... , ... ,,, ................... ,.... jRubber Tired Dozers i Oj O.OOj 247! 0.4
� 

Grading !Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes ! 0! 0.00I 9n 0.3/ 

,Grading 

� � i � � 

Trig_s and VMT 

Phase Name Offroad Equiprmmt WorkerTrip 
Count Number 

Grading ' 
m 8.00! 

� � 

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction 

'Alater Exposed Area 
t-' 

t-' 

°' 

........_2 Grading - 2017 
� 1mitigated Construction On-Site 
°' 

ROG NOx co 

Category 

� 

Vendor Trip 
Number 

2.00! 
; 

Hauling Trip Worker Trip Vendor.Trip 
,Number Length.• ·· Length 

204.00! 14.70! 6.90! � 

HauHngTrip Worker Vehicle Vendor 
I Length -Class Vehicle 

' . .  Class 
1.50/LD Mix IHDT_Mix 

� -

Bio- CO2- NBio-C02 Total_C02T--CH4 -l 

lb/day 

Fugitive Dust - ' � / 0.7837 / 0.0000 / 0.7837 l 0.0864 i 0.0000 / 0.0864 ' � ' 0.0000 = 

Off-Road 0.0000 i 0.0000 
= I 

Total 0.0000 0.0000 

0.0000 l 0.0000 
I 

0.0000 0.0000 

! 
i 

0.7837 

l 0.0000 l 
i I 

0.0000 

0.0000 
I 

• 0.0000 0.0000 ' 0.0000 i 0.0000 
I 

0.0000 
I i 

; 

I i � 
0.7837 0.0864 0.0000 0.0864 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

Hauling 
Vehicle 
Class 

!HHDT 

N20 C02e 

0.0000 

0.0000 

0.0000 
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UnmJtigated Construction Off-Site 

Category 

Hauling 

Vendor 

ROG NOx co SO2 

0.5374 , 7.9800e-
' 003 

Fugitive 
PM10 

Exhaust 
PM10 

0.0544 I 8.8100e-
003 

PM10 
Total 

0.0632 

Fugitive 
PM2.5 

0.0150 ! 8.�2iie-

� 

PM2.5 
Tbtal 

0.0234 

Bio- CO2 INBio- CO21 Total CO2 CH4 

lb/day 

843.0637 j 843.0637 

g 

0.1687 

003 004 003 003 003 003 003 

N2O C02e 

847.2817 

56.0362 

........................... ,, 

Worker 0.0535 0.0351 0.4491 

8.4300e- 0.2602 
I 

0.0531 5.3000e- 0.0128 2.5400e- 0.0154 3.6900e- 2.4300e- 6.1200e- 55.9129 55.9129 4.9300e-

- - - · · · - · 9.7000e- 0.0894 5.7000e- 0.0900 0.0237 5.3000e- 0.0242 96.5978 96.5978 3.2400e- l I 96.6789 
004 . 004 004 003 

Total 0.1815 5.7463 1.0395 I 9.48ooe- I 0.1566 I 0.0119 I 0.1685 I 0.0424 I 0.0114 I 0.0538 I I 995.5744 I 995.5744 I 0.1159 

Mitigated Construction On-Site 

I-' 

I-' 

-..J 

003 

999.9968 

::::- I ROG j NOx j CO j SO2 _ j Fugitive j Exhaust j PM10 j Fugitive j Exhaust j PM2.5 jsio- CO2 jNB1o- c02j Total CO2 j CH4 j N2O j CO2e I 
\0 I' ,, r , r �.,.· r· ··,, 1 ,, I'· . .,.._._ 1 ·1· r r I 
0\ Cat�gq� ,1....,-i�.. · , , ,.._,_. __ _ 

Fugltive Dusf 0.0000 

Off-Road 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.3056 0.0000 0.3056 0.0337 0.0000 0.0337 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 



Mitigated Construction Off-Site 

...... 

...... 

co 

--.... 

...... 

\0 

O'I 

Category 

Hauling 

Vendor 

WorKer 

Total 

ROG NOx 

0.1195 ! 5.4510 

8 A3ooe- l o .2602 
003 l 

co SO2 

0.5374 

0.0531 

Fugitive, I1::xhaust 
_ PM10 . PM10 

8.8100e-
003 

I 2.s4ooe- i 
I 003 ! 

: 0.0535 ; 0.-03_5 _1 ___ _ 
0.4491 9.7000e- , 

004 ! 
o.0894 )··s.1oooe-·! - ----

0.1815 5.7463 1.0395 I 9.48ooe- I 0.1566 
003 

l 004 i 
0.0119 0.1685 

6 

. Fugitive · 1 Exhaust 
PM2.5 - ·· PM2.5 

PM2.5 I Bio- CO2 (NBio- CO2( Total CO2 I CH4 
Total' 

lb/day 

N2O CO2e 

0.0150 l 8.4200e- i 0.0234 i l 843])6371 843.0637 l 0.1687 l 847.2817 

i oo3 ! ! I i i _____ ..,.. __ I ........ 
T 2.43ooe- 1 6.12ooe- 1 

"""""T"'ss�ii·1·2'il"'T'"'ss:·g·1·2g"""f'4_93ooe-
...... rsro·3s2 

-
5.3

�;o;
··1 ....... o.:�;:2 ....... , ........................... .J .... 96:597s"·I 96.5978 ! 3.2:::e- J ... 96�6789_,. 

004 ! ! ! j ! 003 ! 
� ii ; § ; � 

0.0114 0.0538 995.5744 I 995.5744 I o.1769 999.9968 
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.1 

Beaumont Ave. Recharge - Hauling - Riverside-South Coast County, Winter 

1.0 Project Characteristics 

1.1 Land Usage 

Beaumont Ave. Recharge - Hauling 

Riverside-South Coast County, Winter 

Land Uses .Size Metric- Lot Acreage 

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 

1.2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization 

r.Hmate Zone 
....., 

Urban 

10 

3.50 

Wind Speed (m/s) 

� lity Company Southern California Edison 

....., 12 Intensity 
'-0 IMWhr) 
O"I 

702.44 CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr) 

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

Project Characteristics -

Land Use - Per EIR Exhibit 2-5 

Construction Phase - Hauling one week per schedule 

Off-road Equipment - no equipment needed 

Off-road Equipment - No equipment modeled 

Trips and VMT - 2 water truck trips added 

Grading - 1632 CY export 

2.4 

0.029 

Acre 

Precipitation Freq (Days) 

Operational Year 

N20 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr) 

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - water site 3x/day Rule 403 compliance 

3.50 

28 

2019 

0.006 

Date: 6/8/2017 11:17 AM 

Floor St1rface Area Population 

152,460.00 0 



Ta,ble Name 

tblAreaCoating 

tblConstDustMitigation 

tblConstructionPhase 

tblGrading j 

Column Name J. 
Area_Parking 

WaterUnpavedRoadVehicleSpeed 

NumDays 

""AcresOfGrading 

2 
Default Value· I New Valve 

9148 4704 

40 0 

8.00 5.00 

0.00 3.50 
____ ,,.,,,,.,,,.,,,,,.,, ___ -j,,,.,,,,,.,,,,.,,,,..,,,,.,,, _______ , ·t 
tblGrading l Materiallmported 0.00 1,632.00 

tblOffRoadEquipment l"'"""'"""offRoadEquipmentUnitAmou'iit 1.00 0.00 

tblOffRoadEquipment 

tblOffRoadEquipment 
"'""""'""""""'""""""""'""""""""'""""""""'""""""""""""" ___ _ 

tblOffRoadEquipment 

tblOffRoadEquipment 

tblOffRoadEquipment 

tblOffRoadEquipment 

tblOffRoadEquipment 

OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 l o.oo 

OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount l 1.00 I 0.00 

OffRo�·ct'i�:q·;:;ip;:;;e;:;m;:;itAmount I'""""'"""""""" 3.00 '"" ! 0.00 
__ , .. ,�'"'""''""" � .• ,,, ............... ,, ............. ,, ____ , ................. ,........ § 

0.00 UsageHours i 8.00 i 

UsageHo'Grs : 8.00 , ... ,... 0.00 

UsageHours 

UsageHours 

8.00 ! 0.00 

8.00 I 0.00 

t-' tblProjectCharacteristics OperationalYear 2018 l 2019 

� tblTripsAndVMT HaulingTriplength 20.00 1.50 

--..__ tblTripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 0.00 2.00 
t-' _________________________________________________________ _ ID tblTripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 0.00 8.00 
0'1-----------------------------------------------.. 

2.0 Emissions Summary 

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission) 

Unmitigated Construction 

ROG NOx 

Year 

2017 0.1937 5.5589 

co S02 

1-:-2115 i 8.5900e
i 003 
j 

NBio- CO2TTotal CO2 ( CH4 

lb/day 

j 902.5725 f902.5725 i 0.1974 

I ! 

N20 C02e 

0.0000 907.5084 

Maximum 0.1937 5.5589 1.2115 I 8.5900e- I 0.9403 I 0.0129 
003 

0.9532 0.1288 0.0123 0.1411 0.0000 I 902.5725 I 902.5725 I o.1974 I 0.0000 I 907.5084 



Mitigated Construction 

I-' 
'-0 
O'I 

Year 

2017 

Maximum 

Percent 
Reduction 

� 

I 

ROG NOx 

0.1937 5.5589 

0.1937 I 5.5589 

ROG NOx 

0.00 0.00 

3.0 Construction Detail 

Construction Phase 

co 502 Fugitive Exhaust I PM10 PM10 

_ lb/day 

; 1.2115 8.5900e- 0.4622 0.0129 
003 

i 1.2115 8.5900e- 0.4622 0.0129 
003 

co SO2 Fugitive Exhaust 
PM1.0 PM1CJ 

0.00 0.00 50.84 0.00 

Phase 

Number. 
Phase Naine ,_Phase Type_ 

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0 

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 3.5 

Acres of Paving: 3.5 

PM_10 
Total 

0.4751 

0.4751 

PM10 
·Total 

50.15 

3 

I Fugitive I ,,Exhaust 
. I ·· PM2.5 ' PM2:S -- · 

0.0761 0.0123 

0.0761 · 0.0123 

Fugitive Exhaust 
PM2.5 :. PM2'.5 

. ' ·, 

40.93 0.00 

PM2.5 
Total 

0.0884 

0.0884 

PM2.5 
Total 

37.36 

I Bio- CO2 INBio�-C02I Tofarco21 CH4 I N2O I C02e 

0.0000 902.5725} 902.5725 0.1974 0.0000 -
r

o?.5084 
I 

0.0000 902.5725 i 902.5725 0.1974 0.0000 i 907.5084 

,Bio•CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e 

''C,' 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Phase: Description 

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: O; Non-Residential Indoor: O; Non-Residential Outdoor: O; Striped Parking Area: O 



OffRoad EID!iQment 

.Phase Name 

Grading 

Grading 

Grading 

Grading 

TriQS and VMT 

I Offroad Equipment Type 

, Excavators 
� 
/Graders 
I 
!Rubber Tired Dozers 
i 
(
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 

Amount 

4 

I Usage·,Hou,rs I . Horse Power I Load Factor 

0
1 

0�00
! 

158
1 

0.3l 

oi 
� 

Oi 
I 

01 

0.00
1 

0.001 

o.ooj 
j_ 

1871 
247( 

i 
97! 

0.41 

0.4( 

0.3, 

Phase Name Offroad Equipment
' 

Worker Trip ·1 Vendor Trip ltla .. uling Ofripl Worker T 

.. 

rip_ I· V
·
e
··
•
.
n�or 

.
. 
Tn

.
·p 

.. 
1·� .. a

. 

tiUng 1riJJ
,
. yYorkerVehicle 

Count Number Number · .. ·Number··· Length . Length. ·.· •.:·.Length.· · Class 
Vendor 
Vehicle 
Class 

Hauling 
· Vehicle 

· Class 
Grading O! 

i 
8.00! 2.00

1 
204.00! 

� 
14.70! 

! 

� 
6.90\ 

I 
1.50\LD Mix 

! -
lHDT_Mix 
� 

\HHDT 
i 

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction 

Water Exposed Area 
I-' 
N 

� 2 Grading - 2017 
...... ,mitigated Construction On-Site 
I.O °' 

ROG 

Fugitive Dust I 
Off-Road � 0.0000 

Total 0.0000 

NOx co 

0.0000 0.0000 

0.0000 0.0000 

S02 CH4 N20 C02e 

0.0000 0.0000 

t ... �.:�:.�� ...... L.:.::.�.�: ..... L ........................... ; . ;... . . . . , . = 
0.0000 l , 0.0000 ! 0.0000 , l 0.0000 l 0.0000 l l 0.0000 ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 , ; 0.0000 

I _ i ___ _l I - - - - -
0.0000 0.7837 0.0000 0.7837 0.0864 0.0000 0.0864 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 



Unmitigated Construction Off-Site 

ROG 

I 
NOx I co 

'Category i 

Hauling 0.1327 5.2619 0.7848 

Vendor 8.7900e- 0.2605 0.0605 
003 

Worker 0.0522 0.0364 0.3662 

Total I 0.1937 5.5589 1.2115 

Mitigated Constr_uction On-Site 

I-' 
N 

w 

7.2100e-
003 

5.1000e-
004 

8.7000e-
004 

8.5900e-

003 

Fugiti�e 
I 

'Ex�a4st 
PM10 .PM10 

0.0544 I 9.7600e- ! 0.0641 
003 j 

0.0128 j 2.5700e- i 0.0154 
003 I 

: a; i. .... 
• o.0894 I 5.7oooe- ! 0.0900 

004 I 
0.1566 0.0129 0.1695 

.. Fugitive 
Prv\zK 

5 

PM2.5 
TCJtpl 

lb/day 

CH4 N2O CO2e 

766.7331 0.0150 
I 

9.3
0
3iie- ! 0.0243 i ! 762.0041 ! 762.0041 j 0.1892-1 

. ! '. l � ........................... i.-.................... i . m 3.6900e- , 2.4600e- , 6.1500e- , , 53.8771 , 53.8771 , 5.4400e-, i 54.0131 

_?.�: ....... J ......... �.�=···· ...... L" .. ".?.�: ........ J ............................ L ....................... .J !. 003 ! : I 0.0237 l 5.3000e- l 0.0242 l J 86.6913 l 86.6913 l 2.8400e- l � 86.7622 
- 004 t I __ I __ J I 003 I 

0.0424 0.0123 0.0547 902.5725 I 902.5725 I o.1974 907.5084 

--..__ CO SO2 Fugitive PM10 Fugithte0 QH4 ; N20, CO2e 
� . 

" .  - ,'. ' • ·'- ! ' ' 

I.O PM10 :Total · · PM2.5 

O'I Category 

Fugitive Dust !! 

Off-Rooo I 0.0000 

1 

0.0000 

1 

0.0000 

Total 0.0000 0.0000 

0000 

0.3056 0.0337 

0.0000 

0.0000 

0.0000 

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

0.0337 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

ROG 

•-----, ............... , """'""""""'"'"""'""" ""'""""""""'""""""" '""""""""'""""" 

0.0000 

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

' 
' 

""""""""""'""""!""" 

0.0000 

0.3056 

---- '""""""'"""""'"""" ---- ----



6 
Mitig�ted Constru_etion Off-Site_ 

I-' 
N 
,.,., 
.....__ 
I-' 
I.O 
0-. 

ROG I NOx I CO I SO2 I Fugitive; L Exhaust I PM10 I. Fugitive .. , B,<hayst CH4 I N2O I CO2e 
· ··· PM2.5· 

- -- ---.-
lb/day 

---
lb/day 

Hauling 0.1327 5.2619 0.7848 7.2100e- 0.0544 9.7600e- 0.0641 0.0150 9.3300e- 762.0041 0.1892 l I 766.7331 
003 003 003 i i 

Vendor � 8.7900e- I 0.2605 0.0605 5.1000e- 0.0128 2.5700e- 0.0154 3.6900e- 2.4600e- 6.1500e- 53.8771 53.8771 5.4400e-, i 54.0131 
! 003 l 004 003 003 003 003 003 

Worker ;"''""i'i'.'i'i?f22'"""1 0.0364 0.3662 8.7000e- 0.0894 5.7000e- 0.0900 0.0237 5.3000e- 0.0242 86.6913 86.6913 2.8400e- I i 86.7622 
! ! 004 004 004 003 

Total 0.1937 5.5589 1.2115 8.5900e- 0.1566 0.0129 0.1695 o.0424 0.0123 0.0547 902.5725 902.5725 0.1974 I I 907.5084 
003 



1 
CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.1 

Beaumont Ave. Recharge - Hauling - Riverside-South Coast County, Annual 

1.0 Project Characteristics 

1.1 Land Usage 

Beaumont Ave. Recharge - Hauling 

Riverside-South Coast County, Annual 

Land Uses Size - Met�k:_ Lot !{creage 

Other Non-Asphalt Surl'aces 3.50 

1.2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization 

�1;mate Zone 
I-' 

Urban 

10 

Wind Speed (m/s) 

N 

u, lity Company Southern California Edison 

1-' >2 Intensity 
I.O /MWhr) 
O'I 

702.44 CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr) 

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

Project Characteristics 

Land Use - Per EIR Exhibit 2-5 

Construction Phase - Hauling one week per schedule 

Off-road Equipment - no equipment needed 

Off-road Equipment - No equipment modeled 

Trips and VMT - 2 water truck trips added 

Grading - 1632 CY export 

2.4 

0.029 

Acre 

Precipitation Freq (Days) 

Operatior,ial Year 

N20 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr) 

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - water site 3x/day Rule 403 compliance 

3.50 

28 

2019 

0.006 

Date: 6/8/2017 11:14 AM 

Floe� Surface Area Population 

152,460.00 0 



2 
Table Name I Column Name I Default Value New Value 

tblAreaCoating Area_Parking 9148 4704 

tblConstoustMitigation WaterUnpavedRoadVehicleSpeed ! 40 0 
. .. ............. ,,, ........................ ,,, .................................. ,,, ....................... ! 

I 

tblCo
�:l:::��:

hase 

Acr
:�:�:::

ing 
,,,,,.,,,,.,,,,,.,,,,.,,,,.,,,, .. , ... ,, ....... , ... ,,.,,,,,.,,,,.,,,.,,,,,.,,,,.,,,, ... ,�:�.�........ 

:::: 

tblGrading l Materiallmported l 0.00 ! 1,632.00 
• a 

��-------
tblOffRoadEquipment l OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount I 1.00 0.00 

tb'iOffRoadEquipment i OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount ; 1.00 

tblOffRoadEquipment ! OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount : 1.00 

0.00 

0.00 

tblOffRoadEquipment I OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount ! 3.00 l 0.00 
s' s' 

tblOffRoadEquipment ! UsageHours 

tblOffRoadEquipment ! UsageHours 

tblOffRoadEquipment ! UsageHours 

tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 

8.00 0.00 

8.00 0.00 

8.00 i 0.00 

8.00 i 0.00 

tblProjectCharacteristics OperationalYear ....... -,-----·-··- 2013 I 2019 

N tblTripsAndVMT HaulingTriplength 20.00 ! 1.50 
°'---...,..'C""'"-----=----------,-=-------�------.,....,.� ; 
'-... tblTripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 0.00 j 2.00 
...... '. ,, __ 
\0 tblTripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 0.00 j 8.00 
O'I 

; 

2.0 Emissions Summary 

2.1 Overall Construction 

Unmitig_ated Construction 

ROG NOx 

Year 

co SO2 Fugitive PM10 
PM10 
Tbfal 

PM2.5 I Bio- CO2 INBio-. CO21 Total CO2 I GH4 N2O 

2017 I 4.sgg;e-I 0 .0 142 1 2.7i0oie-r2.oggie- 1 2_30�ie-r3.og0oie-i 2.30agie-l3 .2
g0o;e-! 3 .ogg:e- I 3 .s

0
0
0
o;e- I 0 .0000 

� � s � i ; g ! i ! � 

2T613 2.1613- ! 4.2oooe-1 ·0 .oooo 
! _0 04 ! 

Maximum 4.5000e-
, 

0.0142 
, 

2.7200e-
, 

2.0000e-
, 

2.3400e-
, 

3.0000e-
, 

2.380Oe-
, 

32000e- .,
. 3.000Oe-

, 
3.5000e- I 0.0000 

004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 
2.1613 2.1613 I 4.20ooe-1 0.0000 

004 

CO2e 

2.1 719 

2.1719 



Mitigated Construction 

ROG NOx co 

Year · 

SO2 Fugitive -
1
. Exhaust 

I
· PM10 

PM10 · PM1Q· . Total 

tons/yr · 

3 

PM2.5 
Total 

2017 
i 4.

5gg1e- I 0�0142 I 2.1i
0
oie�T 2.oggie- i 1 .1;gie- 1 3.og

0
oie- 1 1 -�gie- 1 1 .9gg1e- j 3.o

0
o
0
oie- 1 2.2g

0
o1e- I 0.0000 

� ; l --'--- ------ ; � --- !! !:: � � --' 

Maximum 4.5oooe-
1 

o.0142 -
1
·2.12ooe-

1
2.ooode�-

,
- 1.15ooe-

1
3.0000e-

1
1.1aooe-

1
1.9oooe-

1
3.0000e-

1
2.2oooe- I 0.0000 

004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 

ROG NOx co SO2 
t-' 

.. 

'1 Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
--...._ Reduction 
...... 
1.0 -Quarter Start Date End Date-: . 
O'I . • . . 

Fugitive Exhaust PM10 
PM10 PM10 . total 

•· .. 
50.85 0.00 50.42 

• 9-11-2017 9-30-2017 0.0106 

Highest 0.0106 

Fugitive E11:ha_�� 
PM2.5_ •·- P;M2,5 

40.63 0.00 

PM2.5 
J'.cital 

37.14 

Bio- CO2 

. .• 

0.00 

2.1613 

2.1613 

NBio-CO2 

0.00 

0.0106 

CH4 N20 

MT/yr 

2.1613 i 4.2gg
1e- r-0.0000 

-' --- -� 
2.1613 I 4.2000e- I 0.0000 

004 

Total CO2 CH4 N20 

· . 

0.00 0.00 0.00 

CO2e 

2.1719 

2.1719 

CO2e 

0.00 



3.0 Construction Detail 

Construc;tion Phase 
Phase 

Number 

!Grading 

. :_Phase Narrie Phase Type 

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): O 

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 3.5 

Acres of Paving: 3.5 

4 

End Date Phase Description 

Residential Indoor: O; Residential Outdoor: O; Non-Residential Indoor: O; Non-Residential Outdoor: O; Striped Parking Area: 0 

t-' 
N 
co 
'
t-' 
\0 
O'\ 



OffRoad E9!!1.ELment 

5 

Phase Name I Offr�sid EquipmentType • .· I , · Amount I Usage. f::lpurs l, Horse Pow�r .. I Load Factor 

Grading 

Grading 

Grading 

! Excavators 
� 
'Graders 

01 
0.00! 

i 
158, 0.3E 

0.41 

0.4( ______ .. _ .... _ ..... _ .... _ .... __ --r"''Tue="-,-t-___ :L_ ::1 :::1 
·Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes I 01 0.0Oi 971 0.31 Grading 

! ¥ �- � 

TriQ.S and VMT 

Phase Name 

Grading 

OffroadE�uipmentl Wo�ker Trip 
Count : . Number 

01 
8.001 

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction 

.,.... ater Exposed Area 
l'-J 

I.O 

......._ 2 Grading - 2017 
t--' 

1.0 1mitigated Construc::tion On-Site 
0-, 

ROG 

Category· 

-

Ve�do
_ 
.. 
_
r Trip,HauHr:ig-�r 

. 
.ipl Wo�k�� ;r_r_i_P 

Number N1:1mber : Length · : 

2.001 204.00! 14.70! 

Ve?��r._
T ___
_ rip IH .. aqli�

: 
?T_ ripl· Worker Vehicle 

Length,· .>. Length· .. · Class 

6.90/ 
! 

1.50fLD_Mix 

Vendor 
Vehicle 
Class 

jHDT_Mix 
� 

CH4 

Haufjng 
Vehicle 
.Class 

!HHDT 

N20 C02e 

Fugitive Dust 1.9600e- j 0:0000 ! 1.9600e- ! 2.2000e- ! 0.0000 1 2.2000e- ! 0.0000 j 0.0000 j 0.0000 j 0.0000 ! 0.0000 j 0.0000 
003 

Off-Road 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 I 0.0000 I 0.0000 I 
Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.9600e- 0.0000 1.9600e-

003 003 
2.2oooe-

004 

! 0.0000 j 
i ! 

0.0000 

0.0000 

2.2000e-
004 

I 0.0000 1 0.0000 I 

! ! I 
0.0000 0.0000 

0.0000 1 0.0000 I 0.0000 I 0.0000 

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

______________________________ _..i_ ______________________ ....... _______ -1 

I ! I I ! l 1· I I:: I 

003 004 004 



Unmitigated Construction Off-Site 

ROG NOx co 

Category 

SO2 Fugitive 
PM10. ��

a

1�
s

tl. c��t:� ·. 

6 

PM,2.5 
.Tc:ltill 

CH4 

Hauling - � 3.1000e- I 0.0135 1.61OOe-12.0000e- 1.3000e- 2.0000e- 1.ob00e- 4.0000e- 2.0000e- 6.0000e: lO-:-oooo--1 1.8348 1.8348 4.0000e-

N2O CO2e 

0.0000 1.8449 
_____ ,,,.J 004 .l 003 i 005 004 005 004 005 005 005 I I 004 

. 
Vendor � 2.0000e-; 6.6000e- 1.4000e-; 0.0000 3.0000e- 1.0000e- 4.0000e- 1.0000e- 1.0000e- 2.0000e- ; 0.0000 , 0.1249 0.1249 1.0000e- 0.0000 I 0.1252 

! �!� �! � � � � � �l ! � ! 
§ ; � ! � � 

Worker � 1.2000e- ! 9.0000e- 9.6000e-! 0.0000 2.2000e- 0.0000 2.2000e- 6.0000e- 0.0000 6.0000e- ! 0.0000 l 0.2017 0.2017 1.0000e- 0.0000 !' 0.2018 
004 I 005 004 I 004 004 005 005 I I oos I 

Total 4.5oooe-1 o:0142T2.71ooe-1 2.ooooe- 13.aoooe-13.ooooe-14.2oooe-11.1oooe-1 3.ooooe-11.4oooe- I 0.0000 
004 I 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 

Mitigated Construction On-Site 

I-" 

w 
0 

2.1613 2.1613 I 4.2oooe-1 0.0000 
004 

2.1719 

;::- • I ROG j NOx I CO. I SO2 I Fugitive! Exhaust.! PM10 I Fugitive,! .Exhaust I PM2.5 lsio-C02!NBio-C02!TotalC02! CH4 I N2O j CO2e I 
1.0 I r r· r r r r r r r 1··· r I r r r I O"I Catego ry . · tons/yr · -· · MT /yr 

Fugitive Dust 

Off-Road 0.0000 )""" 0.0000 0.0000 

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

0.0000 I 0.0000 

004 

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

0.0000 I 7 .6000e-1 0.0000 I 7 .6000e-1 s:ooooe- 1 0.0000 I a.ooooe- I 0.0000 
004 004 005 005 

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 
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Mitigated Construction Off-Site 

.... 

w 
.... 

......... 
.... 
� 

O'I 

ROG! NO�C◊----.----S02 I Fugitive .. Exhaust �- N2�C02e 
PM'1o .. · PM10 · 

· 
tons/yr MT /yr 

3.1000e- 0.0135 1.61 OOe- 2.0000e- 1.3000e- 2.0000e- 1.6000e- 4.0000e- 2.0000e- 6.0000e- 0.0000 1.8348 1.8348 i 4.0000e- ! 0.0000 I 1.8449 

� � � � � � � � � 1� 
Vendor 2.ooooe- 6.6000e- 1.4000e- 0.0000 3.ooooe- 1.0000e- 4.0oooe- 1.ooooe- 1.0000e- 2.ooooe- 0.0000 0.1249 0.1249 j 1.ooooe- l 0.0000 I 0.1252 

� � � � � � � � � ,� 

Worker � 1.2000e- 9.0000e- 9.6000e- 0.0000 2.2000e- 0.0000 2.2000e- 6.0000e- 0.0000 6.0000e- 0.0000 0.2017 0.2017 i 1.0000e-1 0.0000 i 0.2018 

;� � � � � � � 1�1 I 
Total 4.5000e- 0.0142 2.7100e- 2.0000e- 3.8000e- 3.0000e- 4.2000e- 1.1000e- 3.0000e- 1.4000e- 0.0000 2.1613 2.1613 4.2000e- 0.0000 2.1719 

004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 004 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

Board of Directors 

General Manager 

RE: Contracting for Auditing Services on Behalf of the State Water 
Contractors 

DATE: July 10, 2017 

Summary: 
Each year the State Water Contractors hire an auditing firm to 
perform audits of DWR (not the formal audit that we perform on our 
own books). EY has performed this work for several years in a row. 
The same firm has been selected to perform the work again this year. 
The Agency's share of this cost will range from $5,158 to $6,448, 
unless the Agency wishes EY to perform additional tasks at our 
request. This is slightly more than last year. The purpose of this 
proposed Board action is to determine if the Board wishes to continue 
participating in this effort this year. 

Background: 
As detailed in the attached letter, EY performs an auditing function 
but does not perform an actual audit on DWR. The purpose of this 
work is to ensure that DWR is making efficient use of the Contractors' 
funds. The scope of work is described in detail in the attached memo 
from the Independent Audit Association and the EY contract. The 
cost of performing this work is shared by the Contractors based on 
Table A allocations, with the exception of the Metropolitan Water 
District of Southern California, which performs its own audit of DWR. 

Detailed Report: 
The Contractors, through the Independent Audit Association, of which 
the Agency is a member, develop the scope of the audit annually. 
The scope of this year's audit is similar to last year's. The purpose of 
the audit is to determine if DWR's business practices are acceptable 
and reasonable. This is not an audit in the traditional sense of 
ensuring that all funds are accounted for. 

132/196 1 



The auditing work is important for the Contractors so that we may be 
assured that DWR is using our funds efficiently and that funds paid to 
DWR from the Contractors do not end up in the state general fund. 

Last year, the Agency budgeted $5,000 for this audit. Our actual 
costs were $5,012. 

Fiscal Impact: 
This year (FY 17-18), the Agency has budgeted $5,500 for this work 
from the General Fund. Correspondence from EY indicates that 
actual costs will range from $5,158 to $6,448, but are likely to be on 
the lower end of this range. Because this is budgeted, there is no 
appreciable fiscal impact of approving this contract. 

Recommendation: 
Staff recommends that the Board approve contracting with EY to 
provide this work, and authorize the General Manager to sign the 
attached letter. 
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ltiluildimlJ ;Ji b®tt®r 
w@rlli�QJ w@rlll1 

Mr. Jeff Davis 

Ernst & Young L.l.P Tel: +1916218 1900 
Sacramento Office Fax: +1916 218 1999 
Suite 300 ey.com 
2901 Douglas Boulevard 
Roseville,, CA 95661 

San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
1210 Beaumont Ave. 
Beaumont, California 92223 

Dear Mr. Davis.: 

May 31, 2017 

This letter agreement constitutes the Master Services Agreement (MSA) between Ernst & Young LLP 
("we" or "EY") and San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency ("you" or "Client") under which EY will 
perform professional services (the "Services") for San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency. It is intended 
that the professional services performed by EY on behalf of San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency under 
this MSA will also be performed on behalf of a number of other State Water Project contractors under 
substantially identical MSAs, and that the costs of these services will be shared by all participants. 
For each project that we agree to undertake for you, we will prepare a Statement of Work describing 
the particular Services, as well as any advice, presentations, or filings to be made, our fees therefor, 
and any other project-specific arrangements. All of the Services will be subject to the terms and 
conditions of this MSA, its attachments, including the General Terms and Conditions, and the 
applicable Statement of Work (together, this "Agreement"). Except for a claim seeking solely 
injunctive relief, any dispute or claim arising out of or relating to this Agreement, the Services or any 
other services provided by us or on our behalf to you shall be resolved by mediation and arbitration as 
set forth in this Agreement. 

Annually or more frequently, we may enter into Statements of Work with you for a period of five 
years following the date of this letter, although we may agree with you to extend that period, 
including by executing additional Statements of Work referencing this MSA. We understand that this 
MSA does not bind you to use our services, but instead reflects our general understanding of the 
arrangement should EY and you choose to enter into any future Statement of Work. 

Please sign this letter in the space provided below to indicate your agreement with these arrangements 
and return it to Joe Pirnik (2901 Douglas Boulevard, Suite 300, Roseville, CA 95661) at your earliest 
convenience. If you have any questions about any of these materials, please do not hesitate .to contact 
Joe Pirnik at 916-218-1960 so that we can address any issues you identify before we begin to provide 
any Services. We appreciate the opportunity to assist you and look forward to working with you. 

Very truly yours, 

EY LLP Main Agreement 110713 
San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
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IBlwiidilf'lg ill b®li:t®r 
workii'lg world 

AGREED: 
San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 

Signature 

Printed Name 

Title 

Address 

Date 

EY LLP Main Agreement 110713 
San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
Page 2 of 8 
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General Terms and Conditions 

Our relationship with you 

1. 

2. 

3, 

4, 

5, 

We will perform the Services in accordance with 
applicable professional standards, including those 
established by the American Institute of Certified Public 
Accountants ("AICPA"). 

We are a member of the global network of Ernst & 
Young firms ("EY Firms"), each of which is a separate 
legal entity. 

We will provide the Services to you as an independent 
contractor and not as your employee, agent, partner or 
joint venturer. Neither you nor we have any right, 
power or authority to bind the other, 

We may subcontract portions of the Services to other 
EY Firms, who may deal with you directly. 
Nevertheless, we alone will be responsible to you for 
the Reports (as defined in Section 11), the performance 
of the Services, and our other obligations under this 
Agreement. From time to time, non-CPA personnel may 
perform the Services. 

We will not assume any of your management 
responsibilities in connection with the Services. We will 
not be responsible for the use or implementation of the 
output of the Services, although we may otherwise 
provide advice and recommendations to assist you in 
your management functions and making decisions. 

Your responsibilities 

6, 

7, 

8, 

9, 

You shall assign a qualified person to oversee the 
Services. You are responsible for all management 
decisions relating to the Services, the use or 
implementation of the output of the Services and for 
determining whether the Services are appropriate for 
your purposes. 

You shall provide (or cause others to provide) to us, 
promptly, the information, resources and assistance 
(including access to records, systems, premises and 
people) that we reasonably require to perform the 
Services. 

To the best of your knowledge, all information provided 
by you or on your behalf ("Client Information") will 
be accurate and complete in all material respects, The 
provision of Client Information to us will not infringe 
any copyright or other third-party rights. 

We will rely on Client Information made available to us 
and, unless we expressly agree otherwise, will have no 
responsibility to evaluate or verify it. 

EY LLP Main Agreement 110713 
San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
Page 3 of 8 

10. You shall be responsible for your personnel's 
compliance with your obliga�ions under this Agreement. 

Our Reports 

11, Any information, advice, recommendations or other 
content of any reports, presentations or other 
communications we provide under this Agreement 
("Reports"), other than Client Information, are for your 
internal use only (consistent with the purpose of the 
particular Services), 

12, You may not disclose a Report (or any portion or 
summary of a Report) externally (including to your 
affiliates) or refer to us or to any other EY Firm in 
connection with the Services, except: 

(a) to your lawyers (subject to these disclosure 
restrictions), who may review it only to give you advice 
relating to the Services, 

(b) to the extent, and for the purposes, required by 
subpoena or similar legal process ( of which you will 
promptly notify us), 

(c) to other persons (including your affiliates) with our 
prior written consent, who have executed an access 
letter substantially in the form we prescribe, or 

(d) to the extent it contains Tax Advice, as set forth in 
Section 13. 

If you are permitted to disclose a Report ( or a portion 
thereof) externally, you shall not alter, edit or modify it 
from the form we provided. 

13, You may disclose to anyone a Report ( or a portion 
thereof) solely to the extent that it relates to tax matters, 
including tax advice, tax opinions, tax returns, or the tax 
treatment or tax structure of any transaction to which 
the Services relate ("Tax Advice"). With the exception 
of tax authorities, you shall inform those to whom you 
disclose Tax Advice that they may not rely on it for any 
purpose without our prior written consent. 

14. You may incorporate into documents that you intend to 
disclose externally EY summaries, calculations or tables 
based on Client Information contained in a Repott, but 
not our recommendations, conclusions or findings. 
However, you must assume sole responsibility for the 
contents of those documents and not refer to us or any 
other EY Firm in connection with them. This provision 
does not affect your ability to circulate Reports 
internally. 
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15. You may not rely on any draft Report. We shall not be 
required to update any final Report for circumstances of 
which we become aware, or events occurring, after its 
delivery. 

Limitations 

16. You (and any others for whom Services are provided) 
may not recover from us, in contract or tort, under 
statute or otherwise, any consequential, incidental, 
indirect, punitive or special damages in connection with 
claims arising out of this Agreement or otherwise 
relating to the Services, including any amount for loss 
of profit, data or goodwill, whether or not the likelihood 
of such loss or damage was contemplated. 

17. You ( and any others for whom Services are provided) 
may not recover from us, in contract or tort, under 
statute or otherwise, aggregate damages in excess of the 
fees actually paid for the Services that directly caused 
the loss in connection with claims arising out ofthis 
Agreement or otherwise relating to the Services. This 
limitation will not apply to losses caused by our fraud or 
willful misconduct or to the extent prohibited by 
applicable law or professional regulations. 

18. You shall make any claim relating to the Services or 
otherwise under this Agreement no later than one year 
after you became aware (or ought reasonably to have 
become aware) of the facts giving rise to any alleged 
such claim and in any event, no later than two years 
after the completion of the particular Services. This 
limitation will not apply to the extent prohibited by 
applicable law or professional regulations. 

19. You may not make a claim or bring proce_edings 
relating to the Services or otherwise under this 
Agreement against any other EY Firm or our or its 
subcontractors, members, shareholders, directors, 
officers, partners, principals or employees ("EY 
Persons"). You shall make any claim or bring 
proceedings only against us. The provisions of Sections 
16 through 20 are intended to benefit the other EY 
Firms and all EY Persons, who shall be entitled to 
enforce them. 

Indemnity 

20. To the fullest extent permitted by applicable law_ and 
professional regulations, you shall indemnify us, the 
other EY Firms and the EY Persons against all claims 
by third parties (including your affiliates and attorneys) 
and resulting liabilities, losses, damages, costs and 
expenses (including reasonable external and internal 
legal costs) arising out of the disclosure of any Report 
(other than Tax Advice) or a third party's use ofor 
reliance on any Report (including Tax Advice) 
disclosed to it by you or at your request. 

EY LLP Main Agreement 1 107 13  
San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
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Intellectual property rights 

21. We may use data, software, designs, utilities, tools, 
models, systems and other methodologies and know
how that we own or license ("Materials") in 
performing the Services. Notwithstan.ding the delivery 
of any Reports, we retain all intellectual property rights 
in the Materials (including any improvements or 
knowledge developed while performing the Services), 
and in any working papers compiled in connection with 
the Services (but not Client Infonnation reflected in 
them). 

22. Upon payment for particular Services and subject to the 
other terms of this Agreement, you may use the Reports 
relating to those Services, as well as any Materials 
owned by us that are included therein, solely to the 
extent necessary to use the Reports. 

Confidentiality 

23. Except as otherwise permitted by this Agreement, 
neither of us may disclose to third parties the contents 
of this Agreement or any information ( other than Tax 
Advice) provided by or on behalf of the other that ought 
reasonably to be treated as confidential and/or 
proprietary. Either ofus may, however, disclose such 
information to the extent that it: 

(a) is or becomes public other than through a breach of 
this Agreement, 

(b) is•subsequently received by the recipient from a 
third party who, to the recipient's knowledge, owes no 
obligation of confidentiality to the disclosing party with 
respect to that information, 

( c) was known to the recipient at the time of disclosure 
or is thereafter created independently, 

(d) is disclosed as necessary to enforce the recipient's 
rights under this Agreement, or 

( e) must be disclosed under applicable law, legal 
process or professional regulations. 

EY acknowledges that Client has taken the position that 
Client is subject to the Freedom of Information Act 
("FOIA") as may be amended, updated or replaced from 
time to time. EY has made no independent inquiry or 
determination on the subject, however, to the extent 
FOIA is applicable, the parties acknowledges and agree 
that: ( a) Subject to clause (b) below, the decision on 
whether any exemption applies to a request for 
disclosure of information under the FOIA is a decision 
for Client after consultation with EY; (b) where Client 
is managing a request under FOIA to disclose a Report 
or any information that belongs to EY, EY shall 
cooperate with Client and shall use all reasonable 
efforts to respond to Client within ten (10) working 
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days of Client's request for assistance in determining 
whether or not an exemption to the FOIA applies; and 
( c) Client will only disclose the confidential information 
when required by FOIA; and when Client discloses a 
Report or EY confidential information, Client shall (i) 
use all reasonable efforts to limit the disclosure to the 
maximum extent possible (including redaction of the 
Report or EY's confidential information where 
possible), and (ii) notify EY in writing prior to such 
disclosure unless prohibited by law. 

24. Either ofus may use electronic media to correspond or 
transmit information and such use will not in itself 
constitute a breach of any confidentiality obligations 
under this Agreement. 

25. Unless prohibited by applicable law, we may provide 
Client Information to other EY Firms (which are listed 
at www.ey.com) and EY Persons, as well as external 
third parties providing services on our or their behalf, 
who may collect, use, transfer, store or otherwise 
process (collectively, "Process") it in various 
jurisdictions in which they operate in order to facilitate 
performance of the Services, to comply with regulatory 
requirements, to check conflicts, to provide financial 
accounting and other administrative support services or 
for quality and risk management purposes. We shall be 
responsible to you for maintaining the confidentiality of 
Client Information, regardless of where or by whom 
such information is Processed on our behalf. 

26. With respect to any Services, if U.S. Securities and 
Exchange Commission auditor independence 
req1:1irements apply to the relationship between you or 
any of your associated entities and any EY Firm, you 
represent, to the best of your knowledge, as of the date 
of this Agreement and as of the date of each Statement 
of Work hereunder, that neither you nor any of your 
affiliates has agreed, either orally or in writing, with any 
other advisor to restrict your ability to disclose to 
anyone the tax treatment or tax structure of any 
transaction to which the Services relate. An agreement 
of this kind could impair an EY Firm's independence as 
to your audit or that of any of your affiliates, or require 
specific tax disclosures as to those restrictions. 
Accordingly, you agree that the impact of any such 
agreement is your responsibility. 

Data protection 

27. Ifwe Prncess Client Information that can be linked to 
specific individuals ("Personal Data"), we will Process 
it in accordance with Section 25 of this Agreement, as 
well as applicable law and professional regulations, 
including, where applicable, the European Union Safe 
Harbor program of the U.S. Department of Commerce, 
in which EY participates. We will require any service 
provider that Processes Personal Data on our behalf to 
adhere to such requirements. If any Client Information 
is protected health information under the Health 
Insurance Portability and Accountability Act, as 
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amended, this Agreement is deemed to  incorporate all 
of the terms otherwise required to be included in a 
business associate contract relating to such information. 

28. You warrant that you have the authority to provide the 
Personal Data to us in connection with the performance 
of the Services and that the Personal Data provided to 
us has been Processed in accordance with applicable 
law. In order to provide the Services, we may need to 
access Personal Data consisting of protected health 
information, financial account numbers, Social Security 
or other government-issued identification numbers, or 
other data that, if disclosed without authorization, 
would trigger notification requirements under 
applicable law ("Restricted Personal Data"). In the 
event that we need access to such information, you will 
consult with us on appropriate measures ( consistent 
with professional standards applicable to us) to protect 
the Restricted Personal Data, such as deleting or 
masking unnecessary information before it is made 
available to us, encrypting any data transferred to us, or 
making the data available for on-site review at a Client 
site. You will provide us with Restricted Personal Data 
only in accordance with mutually agreed protective 
measures. 

Fees and expenses generally 

29. You shall pay our professional fees and specific 
expenses in connection with the Services as detailed in 
the applicable Statement of Work. You shall also 
reimburse us for other reasonable expenses incurred in 
performing the Services. Our fees are exclusive of taxes 
or similar charges, as well as customs, duties or tariffs 
imposed in respect of the Services, all of which you 
shall pay ( other than taxes imposed on our income 
generally). Unless otherwise set forth in the applicable 
Statement of Work, payment is due within 30 days 
following receipt of each of our invoices. We may 
receive rebates in connection with certain purchases, 
which we use to reduce charges that we would 
otherwise pass on to you. 

3 0. We may charge additional professional fees if events 
beyond our control (including your acts or omissions) 
affect our ability to perform the Services as originally 
planned or if you ask us to perform additional tasks. 

31. If we are required by applicable law, legal process or 
government action to produce information or personnel 
as witnesses with respect to the Services or this 
Agreement, you shall reimburse us for any professional 
time and expenses (including reasonable external and 
internal legal costs) incurred to respond to the request, 
unless we are a party to the proceeding or the subject of 
the investigation. 
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Force majeure 

32. Neither you nor we shall be liable for breach of this 
Agreement (other than payment obligations) caused by 
circumstances beyond your or our reasonable control. 

Term and termination 

33. This Agreem�nt applies to the Services whenever 
performed (including before the date of this 
Agreement), 

34. This Agreement shall terminate upon the completion of 
the Services. Either ofus may terminate it, or any 
particular Services, earlier upon 30 days' prior written 
notice to. the other. In addition, we may terminate this 
Agreement, or any particular Services, immediately 
upon written notice to you ifwe reasonably determine 
that we can no longer provide the Services in 
accordance with applicable law or professional 
obligations, 

35. You shall pay us for all work-ln-progress, Services· 
already performed, and expenses incurred by us up to 
and including the effective date of the termination of 
this Agreement. Payment is due within 30 days 
following receipt of our invoice for these amounts. 

36. The provisions of this Agreement, including Section 14 
and otherwise with respect to Reports, that give either 
of us rights or obligations beyond its termination shall 
continue indefinitely following the termination of this 
Agreement, except that our respective confidentiality 
obligations ( other than those relating to Reports or 
under Section 14) shall continue thereafter for three 
years only, 

Governing law and dispute resolution 

37. This Agreement, and any non-contractual matters or 
obligations arising out of this Agreement or the 
Services, including (without limitation) claims arising 
in tort, fraud, under statute or otherwise relating to the 
Services, or questions relating to the scope or 
enforceability of this Section 37, shall be governed by, 
and construed in accordance with, the laws ofNew 
York applicable to agreements made, and fully to be 
performed, therein by residents thereof. Except as 
otherwise expressly provided in the Cover Letter, any 
dispute relating to this Agreement or the Services shall 
be resolved as set forth in Appendix 1 to these Terms 
and Conditions, 

Miscellaneous 

38. This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement 
between us as to the Services and the other matters it 
covers, and supersedes all prior agreements, 
understandings and representations with respect thereto, 
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including any confidentiality agreements previously 
delivered. In addition, any policy, protocol, agreement 
( other than this Agreement) or other instrument, in 
whatever form, imposed at any time that purports to 
obligate EY, any other EY Firm or any EY Person with 
respect to the use of Client Information shall be void 
and of no further effect, and you shall not seek to 
enforce any such obligation. 

39. Both ofus may execute this Agreement (including 
Statements of Work), as well as any modifications 
thereto, by electronic means and each ofus may sign a 
different copy of the same document. Both of us must 
agree in writing to modify this Agreement or any 
Statement of Work hereunder. 

40. Each ofus represents to the other that each person 
signing this Agreement or any Statement of Work 
hereunder on its behalf is expressly authorized to 
execute it and to bind such party to its terms, You also 
represent that this Agreement has, if necessary, been 
considered and approved by your Audit Committee. 
You represent that your affiliates and any others for 
whom Services are performed shall be bound by the 
terms of this Agreement. 

41. You agree that we and the other EY Firms may, subject 
to professional obligations, act for other clients, 
including your competitors. 

42. Neither of us may assign any of our rights, obligations 
·or claims arising out of or related to this Agreement or 
any Services. 

43. ff any provision of this Agreement (in whole or part) is 
held to be illegal, invalid or otherwise unenforceable, 
the other provisions shall remain in full force and effect. 

44. If there is any inconsistency between provisions in 
different parts of this Agreement, those parts shall have 
precedence as follows (unless expressly agreed 
otherwise): (a) the Cover Letter, (b) the applicable 
Statement of Work and any attachments thereto, ( c) 
these General Terms and Conditions, and (d) other 
attachments to this Agreement. 

45. Neither ofus may use or reference the other's name, 
logo or trademarks publically without the other's prior 
written consent, although we may publically identify 
you as a client in connection with specific Services or 
generally. 

46. For administrative reasons, you may from time to time 
ask that fees and expenses for Services performed for 
your international affiliates or at international locations 
be invoiced to you or your designate there, in local 
currency. You guarantee the timely payment of all those 
invoices by your affiliates. In addition, from time to 
time, an affiliate of ours, providing Services as a 
subcontractor to us, may bill you directly for fees 
incurred for work outside the US, in local currency or 
otherwise. 
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Appendix 1 

Dispute resolution procedures 

Mediation 

A party shall submit 1:1, dispute to mediation by written notice to the other party or parties. The 
mediator shall be selected by the parties. If the parties ·cannot agree on a mediator, the International 
Institute for Conflict Prevention and Resolution ("CPR") shall designate a mediator at the request of a 
party. Any mediator must be acceptable to all parties and must confirm in writing that he or she is not, 
and will not become during the term of the mediation, an employee, partner, executive officer, 
director, or substantial equity owner of any EY audit_ client. 

The mediator shall conduct the mediation as he/she determines, with the agreement of the parties. The 
parties shall discuss their differences in good faith and attempt, with the mediator's assistance, to 
reach an amicable resolution of the dispute. The mediation shall be treated as a settlement discussion 
and shall therefore be confidential. The mediator may not testify for either party in any later 
proceeding relating to the dispute. The mediation proceedings shall not be �ecorded or transcribed. 

Each party shall bear its own costs in the mediation. EY, on the one hand, and the Client(s) (or any 
others for whom EY's services are performed), on the other hand, shall share equally the fees and 
expenses of the mediator. 

If the parties have not resolved a dispute within 90 days after written notice beginning mediation (or a 
longer period, if the parties agree to extend the mediation), the mediation shall terminate and the 
dispute shall be settled by arbitration. In addition, if a party initiates litigation, arbitration, or other 
binding dispute resolution process without initiating mediation, or before the mediation process has 
terminated, an opposing party may deem the mediation requirement to have been waived and may 
proceed with arbitration. 

Arbitration 

The arbitration will be conducted in accordance with the procedures in this document and the CPR 
Rules for Non-Administered Arbitration ("Rules") as in effect on the date of the Agreement, or such 
other rules and procedures as the parties may agree. In the event of a conflict, the provisions of this 
document will control. 

The arbitration will be conducted before a panel of three arbitrators, to be selected in accordance with 
the screened selection process provided in the Rules. Any issue concerning the extent to which any 
dispute is subject to arbitration, or concerning the applicability, interpretation, or enforceability of any 
of these procedures, shall be governed by the Federal Arbitration Act and resolved by the arbitrators. 
No potential arbitrator may be appointed unless he or she has agreed in writing to these procedures 
and has confirmed in writing that he or she is not, and will not become during the term of the 
arbitration, an employee, partner, executive officer, director, or substantial equity owner of any EY 
audit client. 
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The arbitrati9n panel shall have no power to award non-monetary or equitable relief of any sort or to 
make an award or impose a remedy that (i) is inconsistent with the agreement to which these 
procedures are attached or any other agreement relevant to the dispute, or (ii) could not be made or 
imposed by a court deciding the matter in the same jurisdiction. In deciding the dispute, the 
arbitration panel shall apply the limitations period that would be applied by a court deciding the 
matter in the same jurisdiction, and shall have no power to decide the dispute in any manner not 
consistent with such limitations period. 

Discovery shall be permitted in connection with the arbitration only to the extent, if any, expressly 
authorized by the arbitration panel upon a showing of substantial need by the party seeking discovery. 

All aspects of the arbitration shall be treated as confidential. The parties and the arbitration panel may 
disclose the existence, content or results of the arbitration only in accordance with the Rules or 
applicable professional standards. Before making any such disclosure, a party shall give written 
notice to all other parties and shall afford them a reasonable opportunity to protect their interests, 
except to the extent such disclosure is necessary to comply with applicable law, regulatory 
requirements or professional standards. 

The result of the arbitration_ shall be binding on the parties, and judgment on the arbitration award 
may be entered in any court having jurisdiction. 
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Ernst & Young LLP Tel: +1 916 21B 1900 
Sacramento Office Fax: +1 916 218 1999 
Suite 300 ey.corn 
2901 DouglilS Boulevard 
r�os.ivi l le, CA 9!3661 

Statement of Work 

This Statement of Work with the attached Exhibits, dated May 3 1 ,  2017 (this SOW) is made by 
Ernst & Young LLP ("we" or "EY") and San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency on behalf of itself ("you" or 
"Client"), pursuant to the Master Services Agreement, dated May 3 1 , 20 1 7  (MSA), between EY and San 
Gorgonio Pass Water Agency (the Agency). 

The additional terms and conditions of this SOW shall apply only to the Services covered by this SOW and 
not to Services covered by any other SOW pursuant to the MSA. Capitalized terms used, but not otherwise 
defined, in this SOW shall have the meanings defined in the MSA, including references in the Agreement to 
"you" or "Client" shall be deemed references to you. 

Scope of services 

Except as otherwise set forth in this SOW, this SOW incorporates by reference, and is deemed to be a part of, 
the MSA. This SOW sets forth the terms and conditions on which EY will perform certain professional 
services as described in Exhibit A (the Services) for Agency, a member of the State Water Contractors 
Independent Audit Association (IAA), for the twelve months ending June 30, 201 8. 

Any changes to the above scope of work will be agreed upon in writing and signed by both parties and will 
amend this original SOW. 

The Services are advisory in nature and will not constitute an audit performed in accordance with Generally 
Accepted Accounting Principles. EY will perform the Services in accordance with the Statement of Standards 
for Consulting Services (CS 100) of the American Institute for Certified Public Accountants (AICPA). As part 
of your review of the terms of this Agreement, please refer to the enclosed letter from Ms. Tamara Baptista of 
the IAA Audit Contract Negotiating Committee dated May 1 0, 20 1 7. 

Your specific obligations 

You will not, and you will not permit others to, quote or refer to the Reports, any portion, summary or 
abstract thereof, or to EY or any other EY Firm, in any document filed or distributed in connection with (i) a 
purchase or sale of securities to which the United States or state securities laws (Securities Laws) are 
applicable, or (ii)' periodic reporting obligations under Securities Laws. You will not contend that any 
provisions of Securities Laws could invalidate any provision of this agreement. 

We also draw your attention to the reservations set out in paragraph 5 of the General Terms and Conditions of 
the MSA, as well as your management responsibilities under paragraph 6, your obligations under 
paragraphs 1 1  and 12, and your representation, as of the date hereof, under paragraph 26 thereof. 
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Specific additional terms and conditions 

The Services are advisory in nature. EY will not render an assurance report or opinion under the Agreement, 
nor will the Services constitute an audit, review, examination, or other form of attestation as those terms are 
defined by the American Institute of Certified Public Accountants. None of the Services or any Reports will 
constitute any legal opinion or advice. We will not conduct a review to detect fraud or illegal acts. 

Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in the Agreement or this SOW, we do not assume any responsibility 
for any third-party products, programs or services, their performance or compliance with your specifications 
or otherwise. 

We will base any comments or recommendations as to the functional or technical capabilities of any products 
in use or being considered by you solely on information provided by your vendors, directly or through you. 
We are not responsible for the completeness or accuracy of any such information or for confirming any of it. 

Where our written consent under the MSA is required for you to disclose to a third party any of our Reports 
( other than Tax Advice), we will also require that third party to execute a letter substantially in the form of 
Exhibit D to this SOW. To the extent the Agency is permitted to disclose any written Report as set forth 
herein, it shall disclose such Report only in the original, complete and unaltered form provided by EY, with 
all restrictive legends and other agreements intact. 

Unless prohibited by applicable law, we may provide Client Information to other EY firms, EY Persons and 
external third parties, who may collect, use, transfer, store or otherwise process such information in various 
jurisdictions in which they operate in order to provide support services to any EY Firm and/or assist in the 
performance of the Services. 

After the Services under this SOW have been completed, we may disclose or present to prospective clients, 
or otherwise in our marketing materials, that we have performed the Services for you, and we may use your 
name solely for that purpose, in accordance with applicable professional obligations. In addition, we may use 
your name, trademark, service mark and logo as reasonably necessary to perform the Services and in 
correspondence, including proposals, from us to you. 

You shall not, while we are performing the Services hereunder and for a period of 12 months after they are 
completed, solicit for employment, or hire, any BY personnel involved in the performance of the Services, 
provided, that you may generally advertise available positions and hire EY personnel who either respond to 
such advertisements or who come to you on their own initiative without direct or indirect encouragement 
from you. 

The Agency shall, among other responsibilities with respect to tl;ie Services, (i) make all management 
decisions and perform all management functions, including applying independent business judgment to EY 
work products, making implementation decisions and determining further courses of action in connection 
with any Services; (ii) assign a competent employee within senior management to make all management 
decisions with respect to the Services, oversee the Services and evaluate their adequacy and results; and 
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(iii) accept responsibility for the implementation of the results or recommendations contained in the Reports 
or otherwise in connection with the Services. The Agency hereby confirms that management of the Agency 
accepts responsibility for the sufficiency of the Services. In performing the Services neither EY nor EY's 
partners or employees will act as an employee of the Agency. 

The Agency represents and warrants to EY that the Agency's execution and delivery of this Agreement has 
been authorized by all requisite corporate or other applicable entity action and the person signing this 
Agreement is expressly authorized to execute it on behalf of, and to bind, the Agency. 

The performance of the Services and the parties ' obligations in connection therewith are subject to the 
additional terms and conditions set forth in the MSA. 

It is understood that the Agency is not bound by our findings in any controversy or disagreement between the 
Agency and the Department of Water Resources should the Agency disagree with our findings. 

We would also request that, if any IAA member discovers discrepancies in billings or other financial 
statements relative to their State Water Project costs, in addition to your working with the Department to 
correct the error, please notify EY for potential future inclusion as part of their procedures related to all IAA 
members. 

Fees and billing 

The General Terms and Conditions of the Agreement address our fees and expenses generally. 

The total fees for these Services to be rendered to the Agency, as well as an allocation of the total fees for 
each member agency of the IAA, appear in Exhibits A and B attached (no procedures or fees have been 
allocated to Exhibit B in this contract). Our total fees pursuant to Exhibit A to be charged to all members of 
the IAA entering into agreements with us shall not exceed $494,000 for the twelve months ending June 30, 
201 8 .  This agreement will not be effective unless, in addition to the Agency, a sufficient number of other IAA 
agencies enter into agreements with us for such Services whose combined allocated fee would represent not 
less than 80% of $494,000 based on the 100% participation fee allocation (see column 2 at A-4). If all 
agencies who are presently participating in the Services rendered by our firm enter into agreements with us 
for this twelve-month period, the maximum fees for our Services to your Agency will not exceed $5, 1 58 for 
Exhibit A. However, if not all of the participating agencies enter into agreements with us for services during 
the twelve-month period ending June 30, 201 8, the maximum fees to your Agency will vary between the 
above-mentioned amount and $6,448, which represents the maximum fees should sufficient agencies enter 
into agreements with us with a combined allocated fee of not less than 80%, as stated above. 

In addition to the maximum fees under Exhibit A, maximum fees under Exhibit B shall not exceed a total of 
$50,000 or $522 for the Agency unless agreed to by the IAA. As noted above, no procedures have been 
allocated to Exhibit B .  Prior to any expenditures under Exhibit B, said work must be specifically requested in 
writing in advance of any work being performed. Areas of potential focus for Exhibit B projects could 
include procedures agreed to by EY and the IAA in advance related to one or more of the items identified in 
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Exhibit A. In prior years Exhibit B special projects have included projects such as assessing implementation 
and billing issues relating to the new SAP-based Cost Allocation and Repayment Analysis System (CARA), 
and studies to evaluate a pay-as-you-go system for funding conservation related operating costs incurred by 
the Department. 

We have also included Exhibit C as part of this contract, which provides the opportunity for individual 
Contractors to enter into separate agreements for additional services with EY. There are currently no fees 
related to Exhibit C included herein. 

The results of our procedures will include a presentation of our findings, observations and recommendations 
to be held in Sacramento, California for any interested Contractors. Any presentations requested at individual 
Contractor locations will be negotiated with the individual Contractor under Exhibit C and will be paid for by 
that Contractor. 

Invoices for time and expenses will be billed monthly and are due upon receipt. 
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In witness whereof, the parties have executed this SOW as of the date set forth above. 

San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 

Representative 

Signature 

Printed Name 

Title 

Address 

Date 
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Ernst & Young, LLP 

Representative 

Signature 

Joe Pirnik 
Printed Name 

Executive Director 
Title 

Ernst & Young LLP 
Suite 300 
290 1 Douglas Boulevard 
Roseville, CA 95661 
Address 

May 3 1 ,  20 17  
Date 
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EXHIBIT A 

I. SCOPE OF ENGAGEMENT 

EXHIBIT A 
Page 1 of 1 1  

A-1 EY will work with the IAA, the State Water Contractors (SWC) Audit/Finance Committee, and any 
subcommittees thereof, and the Department of Water Resources (the Department) during the twelve 
months ending June 30, 20 1 8  relating to matters currently being discussed between the SWC and the 
Department. 

EY's Services to be rendered as described in this Exhibit shall be determined by the IAA at its 
discretion. These Services shall include: 

1 .  Completion of the 20 17/201 8  procedures as outlined further below 

2. Participation in all meetings of the SWC Audit/Finance Committee, which is a basic forum 
for communications between the State Water Project Contractors and the Department's staff 
on financial and accounting matters. 

3-. Cooperation with any subcommittees of the IAA assigned to study and resolve specific 
problem areas, such as the dispute resolution work group. 

4. Review ofreports and other documents prepared by the Department and disseminated at these 
meetings. 

5 .  Provide an annual report setting forth the findings, comments, and recommendations related 
to our Services. 

Report definitions 

The assessment ofrisk of future occurrence, included in the findings summary tables in the report, 
provides the IAA with a meaningful measurement of the likelihood of similar findings in subsequent 
years if this issue is not addressed by the appropriate parties. This assessment of risk of future 
occurrence is based on knowledge obtained during discussions with Department of Water Resources 
personnel and performance of procedures under this Exhibit A. Below are the definitions used in the 
report of findings and recommendations for the twelve months ending June 30, 20 1 8  and we concur 
with these definitions. 

Risk of Future Occurrence: 

A. High - it is highly likely (or probable) that the error or process failure will be repeated 
B .  Medium - it is more likely than not that the error or process failure will be repeated 
C. Low - it is possible that the error or process failure will be repeated 

During the twelve months ending June 30, 201 8, the Services will include the following procedures. 
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The procedures for the fiscal year ended June 30, 20 18  were designed using estimated budgeted 
hours of3 ,000. We will perform all procedures included in items 1 -6 below. We will perform the 
procedures in items 7-8 if time permits. As a part of these procedures, we will regularly meet with 
the IAA to discuss the progress under this engagement. We will also submit the Report to each 
agency setting forth the findings, observations, and recommendations related to our Services. 

The following items represent the risks, risk factors, and procedures requested and determined by 
the Independent Audit Association (IAA) for the State Water Contractors (the Contractors) to be 
performed for the 2018  Statement of Charges (SOC) engagement: 

Primary Procedures (Items 1-6) 

1.  Statement of Charges Testing 

Risk: 
• Incorrect amounts billed to Contractors for each component by the 

Department. 

Risk Factors: 
• Manual adjustments made to SAP data to arrive at amounts billed. Manual 

processes create opportunities for errors. 
• High importance of accurate Contractor bills. 
• Actual costs reported in the bills can be misstated. 

Areas of Focus: 
• Determine that all SOC amounts are internally consistent and agree to the 

Bulletin 1 32-17  for five Contractors selected for testing (to be provided by 
the IAA). 

• Agree the debt service amounts in the SOC Attachments to the appropriate 
debt service schedule. 

• Comparison of the current year SOC Attachments to the prior year SOC 
Attachments. 

• Reasonableness of manual adjustments. 
• Assess the appropriateness of actual costs charged to various areas of the 

project. 
• Assess the factors for distributing reach capital and minimum costs among 

the Contractors. 
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2. Debt Service Procedures 

Risk: 
• Incorrect bond debt service charged to the Contractors. 

Risk Factors: 
• WSRB Surcharge calculation is a manual process. Manual processes create 

opportunities for errors. 
• Judgment and estimation in the debt reconciliation project. 
• WSRB Surcharge currently does not reflect the results of the debt 

reconciliation project. 

Areas of Focus: 
• Debt Reconciliation Procedures : 

o Test Pre-SAP, first wave of SAP, and next wave of SAP cost data 
included in the capital raw data file by agreeing to source data 
included in the SAP system. 

o Test the reconciliation between the capital raw data file to the 
Bulletin 132 Table B-10, Capital Costs of Each Aqueduct Reach to 
be Reimbursed through Capital Cost Component of Transportation 
Charge and Table B-13 and Capital and Operating Costs of Project 
Conservation Facilities to be Reimbursed through Delta Water 
Charge. 

o Test the mapping of the capital raw data file to the cost column 
included in the debt reconciliation. 

o Test the mapping of the Water System Revenue Bonds schedule to 
the debt column included in the debt reconciliation. 

o Test the reconciling items identified comparing the cost column to 
the debt column in the debt reconciliation. Gain an understanding of 
the reconciling items and "judgment calls" from Matthew Carleson 
and Pedro Villalobos. 

o Test the debt reconciliation results between the projects included in 
the analysis (Coastal Branch Extension, South Bay Enlargement and 
Improvement, Tehachapi East Afterbay, East Branch Extension, East 
Branch Enlargement, and Water System Revenue Bonds) . 
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3. System Power Costs - Variable Transportation 

Risk: 

EXHIBIT A 
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• Incorrect Contractor charged and/or incorrect allocation of costs between 
Contractors. 

Risk Factors: 
• Calculation of the allocation factors is a manual process. Manual processes 

create opportunities for errors . 
• Potential for high dollar impact ($ 1 64M net system power costs in 20 1 5). 
• Estimated Table 2 projected costs (invoicing rate) may not reflect actual 

costs incurred. 
Areas of Focus: 

• Vouch power costs and power revenues from SAP greater than $SOOK and 
test the appropriate classification of costs. 

• Reconcile the 20 16  Preliminary Allocation of Power Costs (PALPOC) to· 
UCABS (SAP). Recalculate appropriate inputs to the 20 1 6  PALPOC (e.g., 
Value of Recovery Generation credits, direct-to-plant transmission, etc.). 

• Recalculate the 20 1 6  calendar year power allocation factors used in 
UCABS (SAP) to allocate net power costs. 

• Recalculate the billed amounts for the transportation variable cost 
components for 20 1 6  for the five Contractors selected (to be provided by 
the IAA). 
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4. Rate Management Calculation Including Revenue and Cost Data 

Risk: 

EXHIBIT A 
Page 5 of 1 1  

• Rate Management Credits are improperly allocated among the Contractors. 
• Rate Management Credits are improperly calculated based on the revenue 

and expenditure data in the funds available for rate management credits 
statement prepared by the Department. 

Risk Factors: 
• Calculation of Rate Management Credits is a manual process. 
• Lack of review and approval process for the Rate Management Credit 

calculation. 
• Outdated information used to calculate credits due to the Contractors. 

Areas of Focus: 
• Obtain the rate management allocation schedule used for the SOC Rebill 

and review the allocation methodology for sample selected. 
• Obtain the most recent funds available data schedule for the rate 

management credits and perform detailed testing of a sample of the largest 
amounts. 

• Compare the figures selected for testing to the future forecasts, and 
investigate any significant differences. 

• Perform testing ofrevenues including systems revenue and 5 l e  (amount in 
excess of Rate Management Credits). 

• Perform testing of revenues and related cash funds. 
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5. Delta Water Charge 

Risk: 
• Incorrect amounts charged to Contractors for conservation based on actual 

and estimated costs. 

Risk Factors: 
• Calculation of Delta Water Charge is a manual process. 
• New rate reduction measures create opportunities for errors. 
• Potential for high dollar impact ($250M in Delta Water Charges in 2015). 

Areas of Focus: 
• Recalculate the Delta Water Charge used in the SOC. 
• For prior year actual costs included in the calculation, compare costs in 

SAP to the Department's calculation and investigate variances over $ 100K. 
• Obtain an understanding of future estimates included in the calculation and 

perform appropriate procedures to test the reasonableness of such 
estimates. 

• Test the Hyatt-Thermalito credit to the Delta Water Charge. 

6. Alpha Allocation Cycles 

Risk: 
• Incorrect Contractor charged and/or incorrect allocation of costs between 

Contractors. 

Risk Factors: 
• Department is in the process of standardizing and reallocating costs for 

phases 2 and 3 .  The revised estimated completion date is sometime after 
the new contract extension is signed (expected within the next five years) . 

• New alpha allocation cycles are created each year. 
• Potential for high dollar impact ($250M allocated by alpha allocation 

cycles in 20 15) .  

Areas of Focus: 
• Examine all cost centers from SAP to determine which cost centers 

represent alpha cost centers. 
• Select alpha cost centers with the largest total annual costs for testing. 
• Review costs being posted to selected alpha cost centers for reasonableness 

based on activities charged to the alpha cost center through examination of 
invoices posted and discussions with the project managers, as necessary. 

• Review the current year alpha standardization activity performed by the 
Department. 

• Review the current year alpha update performed by the Department. 
• Test the F-series and S-series updates performed by the Department. 
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Other Procedures (Items 7-8) 

These procedures will only be performed as time permits after completion of items 1 -6 above and 
consideration of the estimated 3,000 hour time budget. 

7. Conservation and Transportation Future Estimates 

Risk: 
• Incorrect amounts charged to Contractors for c.onservation and 

transportation costs based on estimates. 

Risk Factors: 
• . Budgeted amounts reflected in the future estimates may differ materially 

from actual charges. 
• Calculation is a manual process. Manual processes create opportunities for 

errors. 
• Questionable budgeting process. 

Areas of Focus: 
• Gain an understanding from the Department of the process for calculating 

the future estimates. 
• Obtain support for the future estimates and reconcile support to the SOC. 
• Recalculate the component using the future estimates tested. 
• Test the future estimates by agreeing the estimates to supporting schedules, 

budgets, etc. 
• Obtain support for any extraordinary projects included in the future 

estimates and assess their appropriateness. 
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8. New and Changed Master Data 

Risk: 
• Incorrect allocation of costs (based on functional area selected). 
• Incorrect recovery of costs (recovery determines SOC component). 
• Incorrect funding source is used (capital fund versus operating funds). 

Risk Factors: 
• Historical lack of review and communication between Project Manager and 

State Water Project Analysis Office. 
• Potential impact (initial setup of master data determines posting of costs in 

future periods). 
• Project Managers' possible lack of understanding of allocation cycle when 

allocating costs. 

Areas of Focus: 
• Use SAP to determine functional areas created and changed in the current 

year. 
• Determine how costs are being allocated among and recovered from 

Contractors. 
• Based on activities being performed and the analysis of costs posted to 

Internal Orders or Work Breakdown Structures, determine if functional 
area, recovery, and funding are appropriate. 
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II. FEES FOR EY SERVICES 

EXHIBIT A 
Page 9 of 1 1  

A-2. Total fees for Exhibit A services performed by EY will not exceed $494,000, including reasonable 
and necessary out-of-pocket expenses, which represent an estimated 3,000 hours to be incurred. 

III. ALLOCATION OF FEES 

A-3 . The maximum aggregate fee set forth in paragraph A-2 shall be apportioned among the agencies named in 
paragraph A-4 based on a basis consistent with prior years. 
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A-4. 

EXHIBIT A 
Page 1 0  of l 1 

IV. MAXIMUM AGGREGATE FEE FOR EACH AGENCY 

The portion of the maximum aggregate fee set forth in paragraph A-2 applicable to each agency in 
conformity with the methodology set forth in paragraph A-3 is shown below: 

Agency 
Alameda County Flood Control and 

Water Conservation District, Zone No. 7 

Alameda County Water District 

Antelope Valley-East Kem Water Agency 

Casitas Municipal Water District 

Castaic Lake Water Agency 

Central Coast Water Authority 

City of Yuba City 

Coachella Valley Water District 

County ofKings 

Crestline-Lake Arrowhead Water Agency 

Desert Water Agency 

Dudley Ridge Water District 

Empire West Side Irrigation District 

Kern County Water Agency 

Littlerock Creek Irrigation District 

Mojave Water Agency 

Napa County Flood Control and 
Water Conservation District 

Palmdale Water District 

San Bernardino Valley Municipal 
Water District 

San Gabriel Valley Municipal 
Water District 

San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 

San Luis Obispo County Flood Control 
and Water Conservation District 

Santa Clara Valley Water District 

Solano County Water Agency 

Tulare Lake Basin Water Storage District 

Total 

San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
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Maximum fee for Maximum fee for 
each agency, each agency, 

provided all agencies provided 80% of 
listed below enter agencies listed below 

into agreements with enter into 
EY agreements with EY 

$ 24,038 $ 30,047 

12,522 15,652 

43, 1 85  53,980 

5,963 7,453 

28,384 35,479 

13,562 16,952 

2,862 3,578 

4 1 ,249 51 ,561 

2,774 3,468 

1 ,729 2, 161  

16,622 20,778 

13,521 16,901 

894 1 , 1 1 8  

123,500 154,375 

686 858 

25,58 1  3 1 ,976 

8,654 1 0,8 18  

6,35 1  7,939 

30,590 38,238 

8,587 10,734 

5 , 158  6,448 

7,454 9,3 18  

29,8 15  37,269 

14,239 17,799 

26,080 32,600 

$ 424,000 

156 /196 

Percent of 
total 

4.9% 

2.5 

8 .7 

1 .2 

5 .7 

2 .7 

0 .6 

8 .4 

0 .6 

0.4 

3 .4 

2.7 

0.2 

25.0 

0 . 1  

5 .2 

1 .8 

1 .3 

6 .2 

1 .7 

1 .0 

1 .5 

6 .0 

2.9 

___jJ_ 
100 .0% 



V. PAYMENT SCHEDULE 

This is the payment schedule for the Agency. 

July 1 0, 
2017  

Billing 

$ 1,547 

Augu�t 10, 
20 17 

Billing 

$1 ,032 

San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
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September 10, 
2017 

Billing 

$1 ,032 

October 1 0, 
2017 

Billing 

$1 ,032 

15 7 /196 

November 10, 
2017 

Billing 

$515 

EXHIBIT A 

Page 1 1  of 1 1  

Total 
Billing 

$5,158 



EXHIBIT B 

I. OTHER CONSULTING SERVICES 

EXHIBIT B 
Page 1 of 1 

EY shall, during the twelve months ending June 30, 20 1 8, perform other services if requested by the IAA. 
No such work shall be performed unless specifically authorized by the IAA in writing. Areas of potential 
focus for Exhibit B projects could include in depth procedures agreed to by EY and the IAA in advance 
related to one or more of the iteins identified in Exhibit A. 

Total fees for such other consulting services shall 1 )  be agreed to prior to commencement of work, 2) be 
allocated among the agencies based on the same procedures included in the Exhibit A allocation, and 3) 
shall not exceed $50,000, which represents an estimated 305 hours to be incurred, unless agreed to by the 
IAA, for the year ended June 30, 201 8 .  Any part of the $50,000 which is unused shall not be billed. 

Agency 
Alameda County Flood Control and 

Water Conservation District, Zone No.7 

Alameda County Water District 

Antelope Valley-East Kern Water Agency 

Casitas Municipal Water District 

Castaic Lake Water Agency 

Central Coast Water Authority 

City of Yuba City 
Coachella Valley Water District 

County of Kings 

Crestline-Lake Arrowhead Water Agency 

Desert Water Agency 

Dudley Ridge Water District 

Empire West Side Irrigation District 

Kern County Water Agency 

Littlerock Creek Irrigation District 

Mojave Water Agency 

Napa County Flood Control and 
Water Conservation District 

Palmdale Water District 

San Bernardino Valley Municipal 
Water District 

San Gabriel Valley Municipal 
Water District 

San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 

San Luis Obispo County Flood Control 
and Water Conservation District 

Santa Clara Valley Water District 

Solano County Water Agency 

Tulare Lake Basin Water Storage District 

Total 

San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
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· Maximum fee for each agency, 
provided all agencies listed 

below enter into agreements with Percent of 
EY total 

$ 2,433 4.9% 

1 ,267 2.5 

4,371 8 .7 

604 1 .2 

2,873 5 .7 

1 ,373 2.7 

290 0 .6 

4, 175 8.4 

281 0 .6 

175 0 .4 

1,681 3 .4 

1 ,369 2.7 

91 0 .2 

12,500 25.0 

69 0.1 

2,589 5.2 

876 1 .8 

643 1 .3 

3,096 6 .2 

869 1 .7 

522 1 .0 

754 1 .5 

3 ,0 1 8  6.0 

1 ,441 2.9 

2,640 j_J. 
$ 50.000 100% 
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EXHIBIT C 

I. INDIVIDUAL CONTRACTOR AGREEMENTS 

EXHIBIT C 
Page 1 of 1 

EY may, during the twelve months ending June 30, 20 1 8, perform other consulting services as 
requested by individual Contractors. These services will be performed and billed separately from the 
services outlined in Exhibits A and B .  

The terms and conditions of any procedures performed under Exhibit C ,  including payment terms, 
will be outlined in a separate Statement of Work (SOW). These services, which will be agreed to by 
EY and the requesting Contractor in advance, will be documented in the example SOW attached to 
herein as Exhibit C- 1 .  An Exhibit C-1 statement of work will be made available to any Contractor 
upon request. All other provisions of the Contractor's signed contract with EY for the twelve months 
ending June 30, 20 1 8  will continue to be in effect. 

Total fees for such other consulting services shall be agreed to with the individual Contractor prior to 
commencement of work. The fees for services provided under Exhibit C will be outside of those 
referenced in Exhibits A and B, and will be paid for directly by the requesting Contractor. 
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EXHIBIT C-1 

Statement of Work 

EXHIBIT C-1 
Page 1 of 5 

This Statement of Work with the attached Exhibit, dated May 3 1 ,  20 1 7  (this SOW) is made by 
Ernst & Young LLP ("we" or "EY") and San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency on behalf of itself ("you" or 
"Client"), pursuant to the Agreement, dated May 3 1 ,  20 17 (the Agreement), between EY and San 
Gorgonio Pass Water Agency (the Agency). 

Except as otherwise set forth in this SOW, this SOW incorporates by reference, and is deemed to be a part 
of, the Agreement. The additional terms and conditions of this SOW shall apply only to the Services 
covered by this SOW and not to Services covered by any other Statement of Work pursuant to the Master 
Services Agreement (MSA) by and between EY and the Agency dated May 31 ,  20 17 .  Capitalized terms 
used, but not otherwise defined, in this SOW shall have the meanings defined in the MSA, including 
references in the Agreement to "you" or "Client" shall be deemed references to you. 

Scope of services 

Except as otherwise set forth in this SOW, this SOW incorporates by reference, and is deemed to be a part 
of, the Agreement. This SOW sets forth the terms and conditions on which EY will perform certain 
professional services as described [INSERT DEFINITION OF SERVICES] (the Services) for Agency, a 
member of the State Water Contractors Independent Audit Association (IAA), for the twelve months 
ending June 30, 20 18 .  

Any changes to the above scope of work will be agreed upon in writing and signed by both parties and 
will amend this original· SOW. 

The Services are advisory in nature and will not constitute an audit performed in accordance with 
Generally Accepted Accounting Principles. EY will perform the Services in accordance with the -
Statement of Standards for Consulting Services (CS 100) of the American Institute for Certified Public 
Accountants (AICPA). 
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Your specific obligations 

EXHIBIT C- 1 
Page 2 of 5 

You will not, and you will not permit others to, quote or refer to the Reports, any portion, summary or 
abstract thereof, or to EY or any other EY Firm, in any document filed or distributed in connection with 
(i) a purchase or sale of securities to which the United States or state securities laws (Securities Laws) are 
applicable, or (ii) periodic reporting obligations under Securities Laws. You will not contend that any 
provisions of Securities Laws could invalidate any provision of this agreement. 

We also draw your attention to the reservations set out in paragraph 5 of the General Terms and 
Conditions of the MSA, as well as your management responsibilities under paragraph 6, your obligations 
under paragraphs 1 1  and 12, and your representation, as of the date hereof, under paragraph 26 thereof. 

Specific additional terms and conditions 

The Services are advisory in nature. EY will not render an assurance report or opinion under the 
Agreement, nor will the Services constitute an audit, review, examination, or other form of attestation as 
those terms are defined by the American Institute of Certified Public Accountants . None of the Services or 
any Reports will constitute any legal opinion or advice. We will not conduct a review to detect fraud or 
illegal acts. 

Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in the Agreement or this SOW, we do not assume any 
responsibility for any third-party products, programs or services, their performance or compliance with 
your specifications or otherwise. 

We will base any comments or recommendations as to the functional or technical capabilities of any 
products in use or being considered by you solely on information provided by your vendors, directly or 
through you. We are not responsible for the completeness or accuracy of any such information or for 
confirming any of it. 

Where our written consent under the MSA is required for you to disclose to a third party any of our 
Reports ( other than Tax Advice), we will also require that third party to execute a letter substantially in 
the form of Exhibit D to the Agreement. To the extent the Agency is permitted to disclose any written 
Report as set forth herein, it shall disclose such Report only in the original, complete and unaltered form 
provided by EY, with all restrictive legends and other agreements intact. 

Unless prohibited by applicable law, we may provide Client Information to other BY firms, BY Persons 
and external third parties, who may collect, use, transfer, store or otherwise process such-information in 
various jurisdictions in which they operate in order to provide support services to any EY Firm and/or 
assist in the performance of the Services. 
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EXHIBIT C- 1 
Page 3 of 5 

After the Services under this SOW have been completed, we may disclose or present to prospective 
clients, or otherwise in our marketing materials, that we have performed the Services for you, and we may 
use your name solely for that purpose, in accordance with applicable professional obligations. In addition, 
we may use your name, trademark, service mark and logo as reasonably necessary to perform the Services 
and in correspondence, including proposals, from us to you. 

You shall not, while we are performing the Services hereunder and for a period of 12  months after they 
are completed, solicit for employment, or hire, any EY personnel involved in the performance of the 
Services, provided, that you may generally advertise available positions and hire EY personnel who either 
respond to such advertisements or who come to you on their own initiative without direct or indirect 
encouragement from you. 

The Agency shall, among other responsibilities with respect to the Services, (i) make all management 
decisions and perform all management functions, including applying independent business judgment to 
EY work products, making implementation decisions and determining further courses of action in 
connection with any Services; (ii) assign a competent employee within senior management to make all 
managemenf decisions with respect to the Services, oversee the Services and evaluate their adequacy and 
results; and (iii) accept responsibility for the implementation of the results or recommendations contained 
in the Reports or otherwise in connection with the Services. The Agency hereby confirms that 
management of the Agency accepts responsibility for the sufficiency of the Services. In performing the 
Services neither BY nor EY's partners or employees will act as an employee of the Agency. 

The Agency represents and warrants to EY that the Agency's execution and delivery of this Agreement 
has been authorized by all requisite corporate or other applicable entity action and the person signing this 
Agreement is expressly authorized to execute it on behalf of, and to bind, the Agency. 

The performance of the Services and the parties' obligations in connection therewith are subject to the 
additional terms and conditions set forth in the MSA. 

It is understood that the Agency is not bound by our findings in any controversy or disagreement between 
the Agency and the Department of Water Resources should the Agency disagree with our findings. 

We would also request that, if any IAA member discovers discrepancies in billings or other financial 
statements relative to their State Water Project costs, in addition to your working with the Department to 
correct the error, please notify EY for potential future inclusion as part of their procedures related to all 
IAA members. 
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Project deliverables 

EXHIBIT C-1 
Page 4 of 5 

The matrix below lists the specific deliverables and related timelines that EY will provide to (insert 
Contractor). 

Del iverable , ' Timeline ' Comments 

Additional responsibilities 

EY will provide (insert Contractor) with a timeline/schedule related to all project deliverables prior to 
the start of work on the project. 

EY will notify (insert Contractor) in writing of any incremental changes to the original project estimate. 

Production of all elements described in the "Project deliverables" section of this SOW is to be included in 
the cost breakdown under the "Pricing and payment terms" section below, agreed upon by (insert 
Contractor) and EY for this project. 

Fees and billing 

Below is a summary of the current cost estimates for this SOW. Due to the complexities and variable 
nature of this project, actual costs could vary from these estimates. In the event costs are expected to 
exceed the estimate, EY will contact (insert Contractor) before performing any additional work. 

Out-of-pocket expenses incurred during this contract are not included in the above SOW estimated cost. 
Expenses include such items as travel, meals, accommodations, and other administrative expenses based 
on actual amounts incurred. 

Invoices for time and expenses will be billed monthly and are due upon receipt. 
San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
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EXHIBIT C- 1 

Page 5 of 5 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this SOW as of the day and year written 
below. 

San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 

Representative 

Signature 

Printed Name 

Title 

Address 

Date 
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Ernst & Young, LLP 

Representative 

Signature 

Printed Name 

Title 

Address 

Date 
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EXHIBIT D 

FORM OF ACCESS LETTER 

[Letterhead of EY] 

[Addressee (e.g., third party seeking access to EY Report)] 
[Street Address] 
[City, State Zip] 

Dear �[ --�] 

EXHIBIT ]) 
Page 1 of 2 

[Month XX, 20XX] 

[Client] (the "Client") has informed Ernst & Young LLP ("EY") that it wishes to disclose to 
[party seeking access] (the "Recipient") EY's[describe report(s)] , dated [ ] , relating to 
[describe subject] (the "Report(s)"). EY has not placed any limitations on the Client's ability to disclose 
any contents of the Report relating to the tax aspects or structure of any transaction proposed by the 
Client. · 

EY performed Setvices only for the Client. EY did not undertake the Services on behalf of, or to serve the 
needs of, the Recipient or any other third party. As part of such services, EY did not audit the Client's 
financial statements, subsequent to the date(s) of the Report(s). 

EY prepared the Report(s) solely for the Client. The Report(s) address [  es] only the issues identified by 
the Client, and [ is/are] based solely on information obtained by EY using the procedures specified by the 
Client or otherwise provided by or on behalf of the Client. The Report(s) [ is/are] subject to many 
limitations and [ do/does] not provide any form of assurance with respect to any of the information 
referred to therein. The Recipient understands and accepts the scope and limitations of the Report(s). 

Except ( 1 )  where compelled by legal process ( of which the Recipient will immediately notify EY and 
tender to EY, if it so elects, the defense thereof), (2) with respect to any contents of the Report relating to 
the tax treatment and tax structure of the proposed transaction (including any facts that may be relevant to 
understanding the proposed tax treatment of the proposed transaction), or (3) with EY's prior written 
consent, the Recipient will not, circulate, quote, disclose or distribute any of the Report(s) or any 
information contained therein, or any summary or abstract thereof, or make any reference thereto or to 
EY, to anyone other than the Recipient's directors, officers or employees or legal advisors who, in each 
case, need to know its contents in order to _____ , and who have agreed to be bound by the terms 
and conditions of this agreement to the same extent as the Recipient. 
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EXHIBIT D 
Page 2 of2 

The Recipient further agrees that it will not, and will not permit others to, quote or refer to the Report, any 
portion, summary or abstract thereof, or to EY, in any document filed or distributed in connection with (a) 
a purchase or sale of securities to which the United States or state securities laws ("Securities Laws") are 
applicable or (b) periodic reporting obligations under Securities Laws. The Recipient will not contend that 
any provisions of Securities Laws could invalidate any provision of this agreement. 

In further consideration ofEY allowing the Recipient access to the Report(s) and the information 
contained therein, the Recipient agrees that: 

1 .  It does not acquire any rights against-BY, and EY does not assume any duties or obligations to the 
Recipient or otherwise, as a result of such access. 

2 .  It  will not rely on the Report(s) or any portion thereof and will make no claim that it has done so. 

3 .  It will make no claim against EY, its partners, employees or affiliates, or other members of the global 
Ernst & Young network (collectively, the_"EY Parties" that relates in any way to the Report(s), any 
information contained therein, or the Recipient's access to the Report(s). 

4 .  To the fullest extent permitted by applicable law, it will indemnify, defend and hold harmless the EY 
Parties from and against any claim or expense, including reasonable attorneys '  fees, suffered or 
incurred by any EY Party relating to any breach by the Recipient of any of its representations or 
agreements contained herein or the use or disclosure of the Report(s) or any portion thereof by 
anyone who received it directly or indirectly from or at the request of the Recipient. 

Very truly yours, 

Ernst & Young LLP 

Accepted by: 

[Addressee] 

By: 
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A MESSAGE FROM THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS AND 

GENERAL MANAGER 

The San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency (Agency) is one of 29 State Water Project 
(SWP) contractors, and was established by the State Legislature in 1961 .  Our 
primary mission is to import supplemental water and to protect and enhance local 
water supplies for use by present and future water users. We sell imported water to 
local water agencies within the SGPWA service area that extends from Calimesa to 
Cabazon and includes the Beaumont-Cherry Valley Water District, the City of 
Banning and the Yucaipa Valley Water District as its current retail service providers. 

Since its inception the Agency has worked diligently to provide the regional 
leadership necessary to meet the water supply needs of a growing region. By 
undertaking this strategic planning process we are looking to the future and how 
the Agency prepares itself to meet the challenges of today as well as through the 
next decade. The water supply situation throughout the entire State is less than 
clear for the foreseeable future and a key goal of the Strategic Planning process is to 
prepare ourselves and take advantage of opportunities when they present 
themselves to enhance the long-term water supply for our region. 

The Board of Directors and General Manager developed this Strategic Plan with the 
goal in mind of developing a planning tool to guide future decisions from both a 
water supply and a financial perspective to meet the needs of our customers. 

The Strategic Planning process was designed with input from our customers as well 
as key stakeholders. We recognize that working together towards common 
objectives will allow us to have the greatest impact on the entire region. 

The Board of Directors 

John Jeter, President 
Bil l  Dickson, Vice President 
Mary Ann Melleby, Treasurer 
Ron Duncan, Director 
Ted Haring, Director 
W. Ray Morris, Director 
Barbara Voigt, Director 

General Manager 

Jeff Davis, P.E. 
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Executive Summary 

The San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency (Agency) is one of 29 State Water Contractors 
in the State and was established in 1961. The Agency has an annual entitlement of 
17,300 acre-feet of water from the State Water Project which is used to supplement 
local demands including eliminating groundwater overdraft. Increased demand for 
new water supplies resulting from development in the region will exert pressure on 
the Agency to provide additional supplemental water supplies. 

The Strategic Planning process is designed to identify and develop a programmatic 
set of goals and objectives allowing the Agency to make capital and financial 
decisions based on an overall strategy. In 2006, the Agency prepared a Strategic 
Plan that identified five priority issues: (1) Additional Water Supply, (2) Additional 
Regional Facilities, (3) Water Management, ( 4) Regional Planning, and (5) Financial 
Issues. Each of these issues was considered as a part of the new and updated 
strategic planning process. The 2012 Strategic Planning process took into account 
various existing studies and reports that were developed to assist the Agency with 
specific issues related to financial management, water supply development or 
infrastructure needs. Additional consideration was given to the input provided by a 
number of key stakeholders within the region. 

The 2012  Strategic Plan identifies five goals with accompanying objectives as a part 
of an overall implementation strategy. The five goals are as follows : 

1. Regional Leadership Role 
2 .  Regional Water Supply Plan 
3 .  Regional Capital Facilities Plan 
4. Regional Financial Plan 
5. Communication Plan 

Goal #1:  Regional Leadership Role 

The Agency is responsible for managing a critical water resource with statewide 
implications within and beyond the Agency's service area. The Agency has the 
responsibility and obligation to manage the present and future water supply needs 
for all users within its jurisdiction. The Agency's Board of Directors has the primary 
responsibility of ensuring that its legislatively mandated responsibilities are carried 
out to the maximum benefit of the entire region. The role of Regional Leadership as 
a goal within the Strategic Plan is recommended due to the definition of its role 
within the enabling legislation and the complexity of the water issues confronting 
the region. A series of recommended objectives was developed to support this goal 
as follows: 
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A Develop collaborative relationships with the various entities and 
stakeholders in the Agency service area including agencies outside their 
immediate service area that may have authority or jurisdiction over lands 
and waters within the region. 

B. Conduct formal monthly "Manager's Meetings" that have as their focus the 
purpose of providing routine updates on various regional project proposals 
and project status reports. 

C. Provide for routine updates of progress on regional projects at meetings of 
the Agency's Board of Directors and disseminate to key stakeholders. 

D. As a part of an overall communication strategy, the goals of the Strategic Plan 
should become the basis for all Agency actions and decisions. 

Goal #2: Regional Water Supply Plan 

A Regional Water Plan prepared by the Agency is important in that it will have 
impact beyond its immediate service area boundaries. Within the next decade the 
region will be facing a water supply deficit that must be met with a mixture of new 
supply sources. Current groundwater production within the Beaumont Basin will be 
curtailed by the end of 2013 placing additional stress on existing local supplies. The 
Agency's Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) indicates current and future 
water demands on the Agency will be met through a combination of existing State 
Water Project deliveries, local groundwater production, recycled water production 
arid demand-side measures through about the year 2025 .  The Agency will need to 
meet its existing supply deficit by securing new permanent water supplies through 
2035  as reflected in Table 5 -2 of the UWMP as follows: 

Planning Year 
2025  
2030  
2035  

Supply Deficit 
5,049 acre-feet 

12,023 acre-feet 
16,476 acre-feet 

The Agency has prepared a series of reports and studies that will assist the Agency 
in identifying potential new sources of water supply and transfer opportunities. The 
Strategic Plan makes the following recommendations for developing a Regional 
Water Supply Plan: 

1. Conduct a review and develop an update of the 2007 report on Evaluation of 
Water Transfer Opportunities, by July 2013 ,  

2 .  Conduct an analysis of the specific actions identified in the 2009 
Supplemental Water Planning Study, and develop a revised set of actions by 
July 2013, and 
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3. Identify and evaluate any new water transfer or purchase opportunities by 
July 20 13 .  The evaluation should consider the financial terms, cost 
effectiveness and ease of administration and transferability of each potential 
opportunity. 

An important element of developing a Regional Water Supply Plan is to anticipate 
and take delivery of new water supplies prior to the actual need existing. The 
process of identifying and securing entitlement to a water supply often does not 
directly correlate to the actual timing of the need for delivery of the water. The 
Strategic Plan recommends that the Agency develop a Pre-Purchase Strategy that 
will allow the Agency to take advantage of water supply opportunities and 
potentially lock in favorable long-term pricing as they are developed. 

Part of any strategy to purchase water is determining the most cost effective 
method to either store the water for future use or allow for directly utilizing existing 
infrastructure. Storage opportunities presently exist in the region and may prove to 
be the most cost effective, although should delivery of the new water supply source 
be an issue, the Agency should look to off-site storage opportunities as a temporary 
measure. 

It is recommended that the Agency do the following: 

1. Identify and rank potential water transfer opportunities by cost 
effectiveness, ease of administration and the means by which the water can 
be stored or transferred by December 2013, and 

2 .  Utilize existing financial resources or develop a new financial mechanism to 
acquire the new supply source and accommodate storage costs. 

Goal #3: Regional Capital Facilities Plan 

Execution of this goal will require conducting an inventory of existing facilities that 
may become "regional facilities" as well as developing a multi-year plan to construct 
new infrastructure. Coordination between developing regional facilities and 
developing a regional water supply plan will be critical. Due to the unpredictable 
nature of acquiring new water rights the Agency may elect to construct certain key 
facilities in advance of actual delivery of the new water supply source to take 
advantage of opportunities as they develop. 

Implementation of the goal will be accomplished through the following objectives: 

1 .  Develop a plan or matrix of needed facilities to manage the increased water 
demands through 2035, and 
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Goal #3 Objectives Continued: 

2 . Conduct an inventory of existing facilities that may be used for regional 
benefit. 

Development of new facilities should accommodate new water supply to offset the 
impending supply deficit as shown in Table 5-2 of the UWMP through 2035 .  It is 
recommended that the Agency identify the infrastructure needs to accommodate 
the supply deficit for the following three planning horizons: 

Planning Year 
2025 
2030 
2035 

Supply Deficit 
5,049 acre-feet 

12,02 3  acre-feet 
16,476 acre-feet 

Utilization of existing facilities has the added benefit of reducing future capital costs 
and having facilities in place to take advantage of new supply opportunities that 
may become available in the short-term. Additionally, a number of projects have 
been considered in  the past which should be reviewed to determine if they remain 
viable in the long-term. In order to take advantage of the opportunity to utilize 
existing facilities it is recommended that the Agency do the following: 

1. From each retail agency in the Agency's service area, compile a list of 
facilities that may be available for use as a regional facility and what 
capacities, l imitations or restrictions on use currently exist or may exist in 
the future by July 2013 ,  

2 .  Review existing proposed projects to determine if they remain viable for 
potential water transfer and storage - Banning Pipeline Upsizing, Cabazon 
Pipeline Extension, Beaumont Basin Recharge Facility and the Cabazon Basin 
Recharge Facility. This review should be completed by July 2013, 

3 .  Develop budget estimates for repairs and needed upgrades to potential joint
use facilities by October 2013, 

4. Where existing facilities owned and operated by retail agencies will be used 
for regional benefit, a "Facility Use Agreement" for shared services should be 
developed. 

Goal #4: Regional Financial Plan 

In 20 10, the Agency authorized the preparation of a Capacity Fee Study as a means 
of developing a revenue stream to offset future infrastructure and water acquisition 
costs with fees placed on new development. Existing revenue sources such as the 
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Agency's Commodity Rate will continue to be  used to fund existing development 
impacts on water demand. 

Future capital costs within the Agency's service may exceed $72 million with water 
acquisition costs potentially exceeding $90 million at the end of the planning period 
of 2035 .  Utilization of a Capacity Fee type mechanism assures users of the water 
delivery system that the cost will be apportioned based on development and water 
demand ·activity. Prior to considering implementation of any new Capacity Fee, the 
Agency will need to look to existing revenues or reserve funds to fund the 
acquisition of available new water supplies due to the nature of identifying, 
acquiring and transporting new water supplies into the region. 

Implementation of this goal wil l  be accomplished through the following objectives: 

1 .  Consideration of a Capital Capacity Fee designed to offset the cost of 
developing new infrastructure and new water rights resulting from growth 
in demand, 

2. Develop a long-range financial plan that correlates to the need for new 
infrastructure as identified in the Regional Capital Facilities Plan, and 

3 .  Review the current commodity rate to insure that revenues are adequate to 
fully fund the purchase of new water for existing development. 

It is recommended that the Agency do the following: 

1 .  By December 2012, the Agency should confirm and update if necessary the 
monetary values assigned to the facility capacity fee and water capacity fee 
within the 2011  Capacity Fee Study, and 

2. By March of 20 13, the Agency should retain the services of a financial 
consultant to develop a financial model that would review and make 
recommendations for modification, if any, to the existing commodity charge 
and timing of new revenue needs through the 2035 planning period. 

Goal #5: Communication Plan 

Communication is a critical element for future success. Strengthening 
communications between the Agency and its retail agencies, both at the political 
level and administrative level, will be important as the Agency begins to implement 
many of its new initiatives. Developing a clear and concise message that is used to 
increase awareness cif the Agency's mission will increase public understanding and 
support. In addition to utilizing web-based communication tools, the Agency will 
need to take a more pro-active role in direct personal communication and look to a 
set of carefully crafted messaging tools to increase awareness of its role within the 
region. 
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Implementation of the goal will be accomplished through the following objectives: 

1. Identify communication opportunities to leverage, promote and amplify the 
Agency's brand, image and impact within the region, 

2. Engage a broad spectrum of Agency stakeholders through an integrated and 
strategic communications process, 

3 .  Gain external support for the Agency's mission and leadership through 
thoughtful outreach and positioning techniques, and 

4. Align all communication efforts with the overarching goal of the strategic 
planning process. 

It is recommended that the Agency retain the services of a qualified communications 
consultant to develop a strategic communications plan once the Strategic Plan is 
adopted. 
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Introduction to the Strategic Planning Process 

Strategic Planning is comprised of two essential elements. A strategy to implement 
a plan. Most organizations recognize the importance of having a well-defined and 
cohesive strategy, or a set of action steps to move the organization forward. During 
the course of developing a strategic plan, an organization reviews how it allocates 
resources, makes financial decisions and determines the best course of action for 
the future of the organization and its constituents. 

At the conclusion of the process the organization will have reviewed and defined its 
purpose and scope, reviewed its capital planning and financial activities, examined 
the allocation of staffing and support services, and developed a plan to align the 
decision-making process with available resources. 

The Agency initiated the Strategic Planning process with an initial workshop with 
the Board of Directors and the General Manager. The workshop identified the need 
to review the Agency's mission and vision statements, conducted 'influence 
modeling' or interviews with key stakeholders, reviewed the State Water Contractor 
legislative mandate and discussed possible future changes to its existing role and 
purpose. The Boar.ct of Directors also created an Ad Hoc Strategic Planning 
Committee (Committee) to review and provide input on key elements of the process 
as it progressed towards completion. The Committee provided valuable guidance 
throughout the process including identifying a list of stakeholders to interview in 
developing the framework for the plan. 

The Strategic Planning process for the SGPWA included the following elements : 

I. State of the Organization 
• Identify the immediate issues facing the organization. 
• Review the current mission and vision statements. 

II. Planning Period 
• Five years 

III. Vision of the Future 
• What is the desired "future state" of the organization or what will 

the organization look like at the end of the planning period? 
• What are the key issues facing the organization? 
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The Strategic Planning Process Continued: 

IV. Organizational Assessment 
• Review progress as compared against previous planning efforts. 
• What are the external forces that may limit or impede progress or 

success? 
• Gather input from key stakeholders. 
• Create a baseline or "current state" of the organization which will 

be  used as a measure for future progress. 

V. Action Plan 
• Development of measurable objectives and time frame. 
• Assignment of responsibility for success. 
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Overview of the San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 

The San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency is one of the 29  State Water Contractors in the 
State and was established by the State Legislature in 1961. Under Chapter 101 of the 
SGPWA Law, the Agency has broad-ranging powers and duties such as the 
annexation of territory and the establishment of water rates. The language within 
the enabling act noted that in the allocation of water from the State Water Project, 
the highest priority should be  given to eliminating groundwater overdraft, which is 
found in Section 15 .5 of the Law entitled "Allocation of water from State Water 
Project". The Agency has an annual entitlement of Table "A" water supply of 17,300 
acre-feet. As a State Water Contractor it is responsible for paying its share of the 
overall debt of the State Water Project. While most of the major construction on the 
State Water Project occurred over 30  years ago, ongoing operation and maintenance 
and capital work continues. The primary source of local water supply to the 
Agency's service area at the present time is natural runoff and groundwater basins. 

"The mission of the San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency is to import supplemental water 
and to protect and enhance local water supplies for use by present and future water 
users and to sell imported wat�r to local water agencies within the San Gorgonio Pass 
Water Agency service area." The Agency is able to import supplemental water from 
sources that provide  the highest quality and the most cost effective price, including 
the State Water Project and other potential sources. The Agency also works with 
local retail agencies to manage local and regional water resources in a sustainable 
manner designed to manage overdraft within the Agency's service area. Increased 
demand from new growth and decreasing reliability will continue to exert pressure 
on the ability of the Agency to deliver wholesale water on a reliable basis. The 
Agency's boundaries extend through the cities of Calimesa, Beaumont and Banning 
and Riverside County areas from Cherry Valley to Cabazon. 

The Agency utilizes a Board - a General Manager form of governance with seven 
board members. Five members of the Board are elected to represent specific 
divisions within the Agency's service area with two members elected at large. 
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SGPWA 2006 Strategic Plan 

The Agency completed its last Strategic Plan in 2006. This planning effort has been 
used in conjunction with other supporting studies and documentation to guide the 
planning process of staff and the Board. The 2006 Plan identified four Critical 
Factors for Success. 

1. Define 
o Define our role as a public agency in the region and educate the public 

regarding that role. 

2. Plan 
o Develop plans to identify and procure additional supplemental water 

for the region. 
o Develop plans in concert with other local water agencies for a storage 

and distribution system to meet the needs of the region. 
o Develop a plan to finance current and future facil ities. 

3. Partner 
o Create formal and informal partnerships with local water agencies, 

cities, state agencies, and other stakeholders to find solutions for local 
and regional water problems. 

4. Manage 
o Work to manage regional water resources for their best use while 

preserving local groundwater basins. 
o Manage water resource data to enable us to make the best possible 

decisions regarding those resources. 

The 2006 Strategic Plan also identified five priorities with a set of accompanying 
objectives with time frames for implementation. 

Priority One: Additional Water 

Objective 1 :  
Identify by January 2007, additional supplemental water available for the 
Agency, including State Project Water and other alternatives. 

Objective 2 :  
Take steps to  secure additional rights as needed and complete negotiations 
to acquire additional rights as available by' June 2008. 
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Priority Two: Additional Facilities 

Objective 1 :  
Work with the San Bernardino Valley Municipal Water District and the 
Department of Water Resources (DWR) to complete the EIR and design for 
the East Branch Extension 2 project (EBX 2)  and advertise for pipeline 
construction bids by December 2007. 

Obj ective 2 :  
Construct o r  work with others to construct additional permanent recharge 
facilities in local groundwater basins to· augment the Little San Gorgonio 
Creek facility by 2 007. 

Objective 3 :  
Extend East Branch Extension (EBX) o f  the State Water Project to the 
Cabazon area within ten years. 

Objective 4: 
Work with local water retailers on an ongoing basis to ensure that any new 
facilities we construct will work with their facilities to provide the best 
management of available resources. 

Priority Three: Water Management 

Objective 1 :  
Work with B anning Heights Mutual Water Company and the City of  Banning 
to plan, finance, and construct Whitewater Flume repairs and upgrades and 
maintain operation of the flume. Plan with timelines to be completed by 
December 2 006. 

Objective 2 :  
Sign a contract with Yucaipa Valley Water District to ensure a long-term 
supply of SWP for its pending filtration plant by 2006. 

Objective 3 :  
Complete steps to utilize the Cabazon Basin as a storage reservoir by 
December 200i Have a program in place to establish storage contracts with 
other agencies for this basin by December 2008 .  

Objective 4 :  
Continue to work with the Beaumont Basin Watermaster to provide the best 
possible management of the Beaumont Basin. 
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Priority Three Continued: 

Objective 5 :  
Have a program in place by June 2007, to search and identify other water 
storage opportunities. 

Priority Four: Regional Planning 

Objective 1 :  
Work with other agencies outside our region to  develop plans by late 2008 
for additional facilities to bring water to and distribute within the Pass area. 

Obj ective 2 :  
Complete an  integrated regional water management plan by  2007, with the 
Agency as the defined region, in concert with other stakeholders, and use it 
to apply for Prop 50  implementation funds. 

Priority Five: Financial Issues 

Develop a comprehensive financial plan by June 2007, to provide funding for 
needed new water and infrastructure. Take steps to implement the plan as 
needed to fund projects. Update plan annually. 
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2012 Strategic Plan 

The Strategic Planning process outlined in the Scope of Work is designed to guide 
the planning and implementation of Plan action items necessary to meet the 
SGPWA's long-term mission. The major strategic planning components outlined in 
the Scope of Work include the following: 1 .  Review of 2006 Strategic Plan; 2 . 
Review existing Mission and Vision Statements; 3 .  Examine present and future role 
using the "Influence Model" tool; 4. Conduct future visioning exercise; 5. Conduct 
analysis of the current reality and role of the Agency; 6. Conduct "Gap Analysis" - a 
comparative analysis  of the desired future role and the present role of the Agency; 
and 7. Develop the strategic planning document. 

To guide the process, the Board President, with the approval of the Board of 
Directors, established the Strategic Planning Ad Hoc Committee. The Committee 
provided valuable insight and direction on key steps in developing the 2102 
Strategic Plan. 

A review of the 2006 Strategic Plan identified five key priorities with accompanying 
objectives for implementation. Each of the priorities identified continue to be 
critical areas for future planning purposes and will be discussed in greater detail in 
developing the 2012  Planning goals and objectives. Further review of the objectives 
listed for each of the five priorities in the 2006 Plan indicates that some progress 
has been made towards completion of the objectives. A number of the 2006 Plan 
objectives will be updated and included in the current planning effort. 

The Agency's Mission Statement describes the overall purpose and scope of the 
Agency which has not changed and remains relevant for the immediate future. The 
Mission Statement should be reviewed and, if acceptable, shortened to specific 
language depicting the core purpose and role. The Agency does not have a specific 
Vision Statement; however, the 2006 Plan does include a section entitled "Critical 
Factors for Success". The factors as outlined in this section are noteworthy and will 
be incorporated into the overall goals and objectives of the new plan. 

Whereas the Mission Statement for the Agency speaks to the intended purpose and 
function of the Agency, the actual application of its role within the region as a State 
Water Contractor will need to be strengthened. The SGPWA is the primary source 
for supplemental water supply affecting a region covering approximately 225  
square miles within Riverside County. As  a wholesale water agency it i s  responsible 
for selling water to local retail agencies where it is used for treatment and 
distribution to consumers, replenishment of existing groundwater basins and for 
"banking" water for future needs within the region. Inherent in this role is the 
important relationship with and the link to the local retail agencies as well as the 
municipal agencies with land-use planning authority. To gain an understanding of 
the working relationship between the Agency and its constituent retail agencies an 
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"Influence Model" was utilized to solicit input on a variety of pre-determined factors 
as to the existing and envisioned working relationship with the Agency. After 
consultation with several key stakeholders within the region the exercise provided 
valuable input in five key areas as follows : 

1. Communication - Improved levels of communication by and between the 
Agency and others will lead to greater levels of collaboration, trust and the 
ability of the Agency to promote and advance its goals and objectives. 

2 .  Role - The role of the Agency is demonstrated by how well it performs its 
mission within the region, with specific reference to defining what the 
desired or intended mission of the Agency should be. The Agency's role as 
the provider of supplemental water was affirmed as well as that of a 
facilitator and leader of regional infrastructure projects. 

3 .  Financing - The Agency has rate setting authority to recover costs as  passed 
through to the Agency for the purchase of water and as required to fund the 
operational costs and capital improvements within its service area to carry 
out its mission. A long-term perspective on financial planning and 
communication is important to the Agency's overall success. 

4. Groundwater Management - Inherent in its role as a State Water 
Contractor is the function the Agency plays with respect to importation of 
water to meet current and future demands. Identification and acquisition of 
supplemental supplies above and beyond its Table A allotment from the 
Department of Water Resources requires close coordination with the various 
retail agencies and the Beaumont Basin Watermaster for purposes of storage 
and management. 

5 .  Allocation of Existing Supply - Allocation of the Agency's existing supply of  
Table A supplies is seen as  an important function in order to  ascertain 
certainty by some retail agencies. Existing water supply planning laws, 
including the Urban Water Management Planning Act, provides for 
continuous and coordinated planning between the Agency and its retail 
customers. Allocation of the Agency's Table A supplies may have unintended 
future consequences. A potential program to acquire and finance additional 
future water supplies by the Agency will "allocate" water based on individual 
agencies participation in the program. 

The Influence Model exercise provided valuable insight into the existing and desired 
role of the Agency as described by the survey participants. While this role may vary 
to some degree from how the Agency views its role in carrying out its mission, 
several key elements between the different perspectives are useful in developing or 
supporting new goals and objectives for the 2012 Strategic Plan. 
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In addition to the feedback obtained through the Influence Modeling exercise other 
reports and documents were reviewed as well to provide a basis for evaluation and 
determining new goals and objectives . The following reports were included in this 
review: 

2006 San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency Strategic Plan 
2010 Urban Water Management Plan for the San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
(Camp Dresser McKee) 
2007 Evaluation of Potential Water Transfer Opportunities (Kennedy Jenks 
Consultants) 
2009 Supplemental Water Planning Study (Albert A. Webb Associates) 
2011  Capacity Fee Study for San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency (David Taussig & 
Associates, Inc.) 
2011/20 12 Regional Allocation Agreement for Water Imported by San Gorgonio 
Pass Water Agency 
2010 Report of Water Conditions 
2010 Report on Sustainabil ity of the Beaumont Basin 
1961. Chapter 101 San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency Law 

The following retail agency documents were also reviewed: 

Yucaipa Valley Water District 
2008 Strategic Plan for a Sustainable Future 
2010 Urban Water Management Plan 

City of Banning 
2010 Urban Water Management Plan 
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Strategic Planning Goals & Implementation Strategy 

Five goals have been identified for the 2012 Strategic Plan. Each Goal has 
accompanying obj ectives that will be used as a part of an overall implementation 
strategy. It is recommended that the Board of Directors and General Manager 
review the progress of implementation annually. An annual review and update of 
the Strategic Plan i s  recommended due to the critical nature of a number of the 
implementation objectives. The five Strategic Plan Goals are as follows : 

1 .  Regional Leadership Role 
2 .  Regional Water Supply Plan 
3 .  Regional Capital Facilities Plan 
4. Regional Financial Plan 
5. Communication Plan 

Goal #1 - Regional Leadership Role 

As a State Water Contractor the San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency role and mission 
extends beyond its own service area. The Agency is responsible for managing a 
critical water resource with statewide implications within the region. Additionally, 
the Agency has the obligation and responsibility to represent the water supply 
needs for all users present and future within its jurisdiction. Based on the situation 
and needs within the region this role is both political and tactical in nature. 

The Agency's enabling legislation defines its role and responsibilities which allows 
for maximum effectiveness in the application of its authority in carrying out its 
obligations under the Law. The Agency's Board of Directors has the primary 
responsibility to ensure that its legislatively mandated responsibilities are carried 
out to the maximum benefit of the region. It should be noted that while the scope of 
authority vested in the Agency as defined by the law is broad in nature to provide 
maximum flexibility in managing waters within its jurisdiction, the actual 
application of individual sections of the Law is subject to the determination of the 
Agency's Board of Directors in furtherance of its mission. 

The role of Regional Leadership as a goal within the Strategic Plan is recommended 
due to the nature and complexities of the various water supply and management 
issues confronting the Agency and region within the next decade. The need to 
develop additional water supplies will require the Agency, as a State Water 
Contractor, to assume a more substantive leadership role. While the Agency is 
currently performing its mandated role within its service area, strengthening its 
role and the relationships with its various retail agencies and stakeholders will be 
critical to the overall success of the entire region. To better support its role within 
the region a number of recommendations have been developed. 
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A. Develop collaborative relationships with the various entities and 
stakeholders within its service area as well as those agencies and individuals 
that may have authority or j urisdiction over lands and waters within the 
region, i .e .  State of California Department of Water Resources, the County of 
Riverside, Riverside County LAFCO, and others. 

B. Conduct formal monthly "Manager's Meetings" that have as their focus the 
purpose of providing routine updates on various regional project proposals 
and project status reports. 

C. Provide for routine updates of progress on regional projects at meetings of 
the Agency's Board of Directors and disseminated to key stakeholders. 

D. As a part of an overall communication strategy the goals of the Strategic Plan 
should become the basis for all Agency actions and decisions. It is 
recommended that staff reports to the Board of Directors include a section 
that describes how the proposed action item under consideration by the 
Board furthers the objectives of the Strategic Plan. 

Goal #2 - Regional Water Supply Plan 

The second Strategic Plan Goal of developing a Regional Water Supply Plan is 
significant in that it has impacts beyond the immediate service area boundaries of 
the Agency. This will be particularly true when combined with the third strategic 
planning goal of  developing a Regional Capital Facilities Plan. Future economic 
development of much of the area within the Agency service area will be dependent 
on execution of these strategies. 

In the immediate future the region will be facing an available water supply deficit 
that must be met with a mixture of new supply sources. Current groundwater 
production will be severely reduced by the end of 2013 when operations within the 
Beaumont Basin will be required to change to reflect the individual agency safe
yield l imitations within the Beaumont Basin Adjudication. A temporary surplus 
within the Beaumont Basin was declared which allowed pumpers to produce 
beyond their individual share of the operating safe-yield. Production within the 
Beaumont Basin has been intentionally increased as a part of a basin-wide 
reoperation plan that temporarily inflated individual groundwater production rates. 
The increased production is a positive indicator of how the Beaumont Basin 
operates under increased pumping rates and may lead to developing increased 
groundwater recharge opportunities to increase production corresponding with 
increased recharge. However, the temporary surplus will be exhausted at the end of 
2013  placing additional pressure on the Agency for shifting demands to imported 
supplies from the State Water Project or other alternative supply sources. This also 
has the effect of reducing the amount of the Agency's Table A water that may be 
available in any given year for long-term banking. The retail agencies have 
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anticipated this change in reoperation of the basin and are in various stages of 
development of different projects or demand-side alternatives to supplement 
current and future water demands. Development of recycled water projects, 
increasing storm water capture for reuse and promoting conservation are examples 
of the projects and programs currently underway. 

Success in  accomplishing the goal of developing a Regional Water Supply Plan will 
be  achieved through three objectives :  

1 .  Develop a Time and Demand Matrix for future water supply. 
2 .  Identify additional source of supply to meet future demands. 
3. Develop a water pre-purchase strategy for available water supply sources. 

For purposes of developing the Strategic Plan, a planning horizon of 2035 was used 
and corresponds to the planning horizon used in the 2010 Urban Water 
M anagement Plan, (UWMP). Table 2-3 of the UWMP indicates that current and 
future water demands on the Agency service area are as follows: 

Time and Demand Matrix 

Year 
2015 
2020 
2025 
2030 
2035 

Demand on SGPWA 
6,970 AFY (Acre-Feet per Year) 
7,760 AFY 

15,015 AFY 
22,468 AFY 
26,920 AFY 

Based on the Agency's SWP Table A, annual entitlement of 17,300 acre-feet, the 
demand for imported water exceeds their available supply prior to 2025. 

In order to meet the increased demands as projected the Agency must secure 
additional water supplies or, through a combined approach of acquiring additional 
new water supplies and coordinating with the local retail agencies, shift some 
production and demand to future years where possible. It is recommended that this 
Time and Demand Matrix be updated periodically based on increased development 
and demand activity. The Time and Demand Matrix was developed on five-year 
intervals and it is recommended that the Matrix be updated one year prior to each 
planning period (year four of each five-year interval) . 

Although the Agency has an annual entitlement of 17.3 thousand acre-feet per year, 
the current reliability from the SWP is approximately 60% according to the 2011 
DWR reliability report of the total allocation. As reliability on the SWP improves or 
diminishes further, the Agency will need to recalibrate its regional water supply 
planning scenarios. 
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Section 5 -2  of the UWMP provides the methodology for developing. a water supply 
plan for the San Gorgonio Pass planning area under an average hydrologic condition 
as follows: 

Total Local Potable Supply ( +) Total Local Non-Potable ( +) Conservation ( +) 
Table A Supply (-) Total Demand (=) Total Supply Surplus/Deficit 

Applying this methodology the Agency will need to secure new permanent 
supplemental supplies prior to 2025 through 2035 as reflected in Table 5-2 .  

Planning Year 
2025  
203 0 
203 5 

Supply Deficit 
5,049 acre-feet 

12,023 acre-feet 
16,476 acre-feet 

Identify Additional Sources of Water Supply 

In 2007 and 2009 the Agency authorized the preparation of two reports entitled, 
Evaluation of Potential Water Transfer Opportunities and Supplemental Water 
Planning Study, respectively. These reports evaluate potential reliability supplies 
and dry-year supplies and recommend certain actions to be undertaken as follows: 

2007 Report - Evaluation of Potential Water Transfer Opportunities 

Potential Long-term (permanent) Water Supplies 

• Permanent Transfer of SWP Table A Amount 
• Long-term Purchase Agreement for San Bernardino Valley Municipal Water 

D istrict Table A Amount 
• Nickel Family Farms LLC Water 
• Buena Vista Water Storage District, Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water Storage 

District Water Banking and Recovery Program 
• Various central and northern California water rights holders 

Potential Reliabil ity Supplies 

• Semitropic Water Storage District 

Potential Reliability Supplies Continued: 
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• Semitropic Water Storage District Stored Water Recovery Unit 
• Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water Storage District 
• Other Potential Kern County Supplies 
• Potential Programs south of the Tehachapi Mountains 
• Castaic Lake Water Agency 
• SGPWA Local Groundwater Basin Banking Program 
• Article 21  Water 

Potential Dry-year Water Supplies 

• Western Canal Water District 
• State Water Project Contractors Authority Dry-year Water Purchase Program 
• SWP Turnback Pools 
• Various Central and Northern California Water Rights Holders 

2009 Report - Supplemental Water Planning Study 

1. Continue working with Coachella Valley Water District and Desert Water 
Agency on the planning of the proposed State Water Project Aqueduct 
Extension Project, 

2 .  Initiate a financial plan to continue to determine SGPWNs means and 
methods of financial participation in the Aqueduct Extension Project and the 
acquisition of additional water rights, 

3 .  Initiate action to acquire water rights to meet SGPWA ultimate water 
demand, 

4. Determine if the Morongo Band of Mission Indians intends to participate in 
the State Water Project Extension Project, 

5 .  Evaluate the reliability of the local water supply within SGPWNs service 
area, 

6. Initiate actions to acquire 16 cfs capacity in the East Branch Extension from 
SBVMWD, and 

7. Develop a conjunctive use plan to store and recover State Water Project 
water in the Beaumont, Cabazon, and other groundwater basins within 
SGPWA's service area. 

Many of the specific water supply opportunities identified in both the 2007 and 
2009 reports may continue to be viable alternatives in 2012 and possibly into the 
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future. However, the changing dynamic as it relates to the political and 
administrative process of transferring water regionally and throughout the State 
has altered the means and methods by which water transfers are enacted. Most 
certainly the financial implications of each have changed since 2007. In addition, 
potential new sources of supply have been developed within the last five years that 
will also need further examination. Some of these include new north-of-the-Delta 
transfers, additional San Joaquin Valley agricultural acquisition and transfer 
opportunities, expanded exchange opportunities with other SWP agencies and the 
availability of additional regional supplies. 

It is recommended that the Agency do the following: 

1. Conduct a review and develop an update of the 2007 Report, Evaluation of 
Water Transfer Opportunities. by July 2013, 

2 .  Conduct an analysis of the · specific actions identified in the 2009 
Supplemental Water Planning Study and develop a revised set of actions by 
July 2013, and 

3. Identify and evaluate any new water transfer or purchase opportunities by 
July 2013 .  The evaluation should consider the financial terms, cost 
effectiveness and ease of administration and transferability of each potential 
opportunity. 

Pre-Purchase Strategy 

The Time and Demand Matrix developed indicates that additional permanent 
supplemental supplies will be needed prior to 2025 .  (The UWMP indicates that 
under present planning conditions new permanent supplies will be needed by 
approximately 2023) .  The process of identifying and securing the necessary 
entitlements and transfer rights for additional water supplies may take several 
years to fully develop. Additionally, the financing mechanisms will need to be in 
place to affect the purchase once a new source of supply has been identified. A "pre
purchase" strategy will allow the Agency to take advantage of water supply 
opportunities and potentially lock in favorable long-term pricing as they are 
developed. 

Once the Agency has identified potential new permanent water supplies it should 
initiate the process to secure the source of supply while at the same time either 
develop or assist in the development of storage opportunities either in local basins, 
assuming the necessary infrastructure is in place, or in existing state-wide water 
storage projects until such time as needed. Implementing a Pre-Purchase Strategy as 
outlined may have the effect of placing the Agency in an advantageous position by 
developing long-term storage and recovery projects that would have the effect of 
reducing future costs for retail agencies within the region. 

It is recommended that the Agency do the following: 
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1. Identify and rank potential water transfer opportunities by cost 
effectiveness, ease of administration and the means by which the water can 
be stored for future use by December 2013 .  

2 .  Utilize existing financial resources or develop a new financial mechanism to 
acquire the new supply source and accommodate storage costs. 

Goal #3 - Regional Capital Facilities Plan 

The third goal of the Strategic Plan, Regional Capital Facilities Plan, directly 
corresponds to the need to make available and take delivery of supplemental water 
into the Agency's service area. Execution of this goal will require conducting an 
inventory of existing facilities that may become "regional ·facilities" for purposes of 
carrying out the obj ectives of this goal as well as developing a multi-year plan to 
construct new facilities. Implementation of this planning goal will require that it be 
accomplished in close coordination with Goal #2, so as to develop capital facilities in 
relation to the needed new demand within the Agency's service area. This will also 
have a direct bearing on the timing of Goal #4, the Regional Financial Plan. Based on 
the need to anticipate future new supplemental water supplies, the Agency may 
elect to construct facilities well in advance to take advantage of opportunities as 
they develop. 

Implementation of this goal will be accomplished through the following objectives: 

1 .  Develop a plan or matrix of needed facilities to manage the increased water 
demands through 2035,  and 

2. Conduct an inventory of existing facilities that may be used for regional 
benefit. 

Introduction of new water supplies by the Agency into the region will require 
multiple facilities of varying types and constructed in a carefully financed and 
coordinated manner. The projected water demands as identified in the Agency's 
UWMP and referenced in Goal #2 - Regional Water Supply Plan, can be used to 
predict when certain projects will be required; however, and as stated previously, 
the ability to develop and acquire new sources of water supply is a dynamic and 
somewhat unpredictable process which will require that the Agency consider 
developing facilities in anticipation of future delivery or expanding existing 
facilities. 
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Develop a Matrix of Needed Facilities 

Based on information contained within the Agency's UWMP, a predictive model or 
Time and Demand Matrix can be developed to anticipate facility needs over the 
planning period. The type of facility and . location of needed facilities will be 
determined in large part by the location of the supply source and the ease at which 
the source can be best utilized on a regional basis. The Agency will need to give 
careful consideration to multiple options that include developing new spreading and 
recharge facil ities, enlarging existing recharge facilities, direct injection facilities and 
direct delivery. In some instances existing facilities may be able  to accommodate all 
or part of the additional demand and should be given consideration due to their cost 
effectiveness versus constructing new facilities. The 2006 Strategic Plan identified 
several opportunities for new or expanded facilities that are incorporated herein. 

It is recommended that the Agency do the following: 

1. By December 2013, identify the infrastructure needs to accommodate the 
additional demands that correspond to Table 5-2 of the UWMP as follows: 

Planning Year 
2025  
2030  
2035  

Supply Deficit 
5,049 acre-feet 

12,023 acre-feet 
16,476 acre-feet 

Inventory of Existing Infrastructure and Facilities 

Utilization of existing facilities has the benefit of reducing future capital costs and 
having facilities in place to take advantage of new supply opportunities that may 
become available in the short-term. Careful consideration must be given to facilities 
that are currently owned and operated by other parties within the Agency's service 
area so as to not impede their current or future need of the facilities. In some 
instances these existing facilities may not be available on a permanent basis but 
made available for short durations of time to augment or supplement new facilities. 
Additionally, agreements for utilization of the joint-use or shared facilities will need 
to be developed. The Agency may find it necessary and prudent to make certain 
investments in existing infrastructure in order to upgrade the facilities to 
accommodate the additional future demands. 

It is recommended that the Agency do the following: 

1. From each retail agency in the Agency's service area, compile a list of 
facilities that may be available for use as a regional facility, and what 
capacities, limitations or restrictions on use currently exist or may exist in 
the future by July 2013, 
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2 .  Review existing proposed projects to determine if they remain viable for 
potential water transfer and storage - Banning Pipeline Upsizing, Cabazon 
Pipeline Extension, Beaumont Basin Recharge Facility and the Cabazon Basin 
Recharge Facility. This review should be completed by July 2013, 

3. Develop budget estimates for repairs and needed upgrades to potential joint
use facilities by October 2013, 

4. Where existing facilities owned and operated by retail agencies will be used 
for regional benefit, a "Facility Use Agreement" for shared services should be 
developed. 

Goal #4: Regional Financial Plan 

The 2006 Strategic Plan noted that a "comprehensive financial plan" be developed 
to fund the needed new infrastructure and that the plan be updated annually. In 
addition to developing a funding mechanism for the infrastructure needs through 
the planning period, funding for new sources of water to supplement the Agency's 
existing SWP entitlement and local supplies will be required. In 2010, the Agency 
authorized the preparation of a Capacity Fee Study. which if implemented would 
develop the nexus for any proposed new capacity fees that retail agencies or land
use planning agencies would collect from new development on behalf of the Agency. 
As noted in the Capacity Fee Study the additional revenue generated through the 
capacity fee would fund " (1) pipelines to provide additional water conveyance 
capacity, (2) purchase of capacity in existing pipeline systems owned by others, (3) 
additional basin recharge projects for storage in the Beaumont and Cabazon Basins, 
including land purchases associated with such basin facilities, and ( 4) purchase of 
new water and/or water rights to meet future demand." The Study also indicates 
that within the next twenty years the total cost of new facilities will exceed $72.0 
million. 

Developing a predictive plan or model for new revenue based solely on 
development activity is problematic in that it is largely driven by economic growth. 
Based on the timeframes developed in the Regional Capital Infrastructure Plan the 
Agency can develop a flexible timeline for when additional infrastructure resources 
are needed to meet the needs of new development. Development of new 
infrastructure is somewhat programmatic in that an agency can prepare a plan and 
program construction activity based on the need for new water supply and by doing 
so anticipate and program the necessary revenue needs on a year-to-year basis. 
Acquisition of new water supplies is less predictable. In the near term, the Agency 
will have adequate water supplies to meet demand; however, in the next 10-12 
years demand for water supplies outstrips existing availability. As a result the need 
for revenue dedicated solely to water purchases must be anticipated prior to 
development of new demand. Based on information contained in the Capacity Fee 
Study, the cost for acquisition of new water rights on an acre-foot basis is $5,500 per 
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acre-foot. Without accounting for inflation in future years, applying this figure to the 
anticipated demand for new water supplies through 2035, the Agency can forecast 
its future revenue needs as follows: 

Planning Year 
2025 
2030  
2035  

Supply Deficit 
5,094 AF 

12,023 AF 
16,476 AF 

Cost/AF 
j 

$5,500 
$5,500 
$5,500 

Total 
$28,017,000 
$66,126,500  
$90,618,000 

I t  should be noted that the monetary values referenced above reflect acquisition of a 
permanent water right. In today's water market many sources of supply are 
availabl e  on short or long-term lease or even on the spot market as one-time 
transfers in smaller increments such as 1,000-3,000 acre-feet. The most cost 
effective means of meeting the Agency's long-term needs will likely be through a 
combination of water rights acquisitions and assimilating smaller water transfers 
annually. The use of a professional agent specializing in California water marketing 
may prove advantageous in identifying and developing a sustainable future water 
supply. 

Although one of the components of the proposed Capital Capacity Fee placed on new 
development is to fund acquisition of new water rights, the Agency will likely have 
to pre-purchase water in anticipation of new development requiring close 
coordination with the various land use planning agencies. The Agency will need to 
develop new sources of funding or rely on existing sources including reserves to 
acquire the water in advance of actual receipt of funds resulting from payment of 
the Capital Capacity Fee by new development if adopted. The Regional Water Supply 
Plan outlines key timeframes when new water supplies will be needed. 

Implementation of this goal will be accomplished through the following objectives : 

1. Consideration of a Capital Capacity Fee designed to offset the cost of 
developing new infrastructure and new water rights resulting from growth 
in demand, 

2 .  D evelop a long-range financial plan that correlates to the need for new 
infrastructure as identified in the Regional Capital Facilities Plan, and 

3 .  Review the current water commodity rate to insure that revenues are 
adequate to fully fund the purchase of new water for existing development. 

The Agency has previously considered the utilization of the Capital Facilities Fee 
with many of its retail agencies. Used in conjunction with the potential of future fee 
development contained in a long-range financial plan, it then provides a 
complementary tool and model of when revenue is needed to offset the cost of new 
infrastructure and water rights. 
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It is recommended that the Agency do the following: 

1. By December of 2012, the Agency should confirm and update if necessary the 
monetary values assigned to the facility capacity fee and water capacity fee in 
the 2011 Capacity Fee Study, and 

2. By March of 2013, the Agency should retain the services of a financial 
consultant to develop a financial model that would include a review and 
make recommendation for modification, if any, to the existing commodity 
charge and timing of new revenue needs through the 2035  planning period. 

Goal #5: Communication Plan 

As the only agency responsible for wholesale water delivery into the San Gorgonio 
Pass region, communication with the various stakeholders is very important to the 
overall success of implementation of the Strategic Plan elements. Developing a clear 
and concise message will enable the Agency to expand awareness of its mission and 
effectiveness, thus increasing public support. Strengthening strategic alliances is 
enhanced through a continuous and integrated communication strategy. An 
essential element of a good communication strategy takes into consideration the 
multiple methods of reaching the intended audience that translates into an 
integrated process. 

Currently the Agency relies on its website as the major source of information about 
its programs and activities. There are numerous reports and studies that support 
and enhance current and future activities that have been made available in print 
form to a limited audience. Adoption of this Strategic Plan will set into motion 
several new initiatives, many of which will be critical for the future growth and 
sustainability of the entire region. The Agency's role in leading and orchestrating 
these new initiatives should be emphasized as a part of the communication strategy. 
A new communication strategy should take into account a larger target audience 
and include web-based arid written communication tools as well as public speaking 
opportunities to reinforce the Agency's goals and objectives, many of which are 
contained in the Strategic Plan. 

Implementation of the goal will be accomplished through the following objectives: 

1. Identify communication opportunities to leverage, promote and 
amplify the Agency's brand, image and impact within the region, 

2 .  Engage a broad spectrum of Agency stakeholders through an integrated 
and strategic communications process, 

3. Gain external support for the Agency, its mission and leadership 
through thoughtful outreach and positioning techniques, and 

4. Align all communication efforts in the context of the strategic planning 
process. 
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It is recommended that the Agency retain the services of a qualified communications 
consultant to develop a strategic communications plan once the Strategic Plan is 
adopted. 
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