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A.1 - Initial Study and Notice of Preparation 
 



 
NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

FOR 
THE BEAUMONT AVENUE RECHARGE FACILITY AND PIPELINE PROJECT 

IN THE CITY OF BEAUMONT AND THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA 
 
Date: November 13, 2012 
 
To: Office of Planning and Research, Responsible and Trustee Agencies, Other Public Agencies 

and Other Interested Parties 
 
From: Jeff Davis, P.E., General Manager 
 
Subject: Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for the Beaumont Avenue Recharge 

Facility and Pipeline Project 
 
In compliance with Section 15082(a) of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, the 
San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency (SGPWA), as the Lead Agency, has prepared this Notice of Preparation 
(NOP) of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project generally described below.  We need to 
know the views of your agency as to the scope and content of the environmental information which is 
germane to your agency's statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed project.  Your agency 
will need to use the EIR prepared by our agency when considering your permit or other approvals for the 
project. 
 
The SGPWA will prepare a Project EIR in accordance with Section 15161 of the State CEQA Guidelines. 
 This NOP provides information describing the project and the potential environmental effects to enable 
the Office of Planning and Research and the Responsible and Trustee agencies to make a meaningful 
response to the SGPWA regarding the scope and content of the environmental issues that will be evaluated 
in the EIR.  The SGPWA is also inviting comments from the public regarding the scope and content of the 
environmental issues to be evaluated in the EIR.  
 
A complete project description, location, and probable environmental effects are contained in the attached 
Initial Study.  The Initial Study is also available for review at the following website. 
 

http://www.sgpwa.com/reports.asp 
 
Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your response must be sent at the earliest possible date, but 
not later than 30 days after receipt of this notice.  Please send your response to Jeff Davis at the address 
provided below.  Please provide the name of a contact person at your agency along with your response. 
 

Project Title:  Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility and Pipeline 
 
Project Description:  The project includes the construction and operation of a recharge facility, pipeline, 
and a service connection facility.  The recharge facility is proposed to be located on an approximately 44-
acre parcel and consists of a series of five tiered basins, separated by berms.  The perimeter of the recharge 
facility is proposed to include raised embankments.  The pipeline is proposed to extend from the recharge 
facility to the service connection facility.  The pipeline will be 24-inches in diameter and will extend north 
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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS 

afy acre-feet per year 
APN Assessor’s Parcel Number 
AQMP Air Quality Management Plan 
BMP best management practices 
BPD Beaumont Police Department 
BUSD Beaumont Unified School District 
Caltrans California Department of Transportation 
CEQA California Environmental Quality Act 
CMP Congestion Management Program 
CNEL Community Noise Equivalent Level 
CUPA Certified Unified Program Agency 
DTSC California Department of Toxic Substances Control 
EIR Environmental Impact Report 
EPA Environmental Protection Agency 
GIS Geographical Information Systems 
HCP Habitat Conservation Plan 
I Interstate 
IS Initial Study 
LOS level of service 
MCL maximum contaminant levels 
mg/l milligrams per liter 
MRO Mineral Resource Overlay 
MRZ Mineral Resource Zone 
MSDS Material Safety Data Sheet 
MSHCP Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan 
NO2 nitrous dioxide 
NOP Notice of Preparation 
NOX nitrous oxides 
OSHA United States Occupational Safety and Health Administration 
PM10 particulate matter, including dust, 10 micrometers or less in diameter 
PM2.5 particulate matter, including dust, 2.5 micrometers or less in diameter 
RAFSS Riversidean alluvial fan sage scrub 
RCFD Riverside County Fire Department 
RCRA Resource conservation and Recovery Act 
REC Recognized Environmental Concern 
RSS Riversidean sage scrub 
SCAQMD South Coast Air Quality Management District 



San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility and Pipeline 
Initial Study Acronyms and Abbreviations 
 

 
Michael Brandman Associates v 
H:\Client (PN-JN)\3178\31780004\IS\31780004 Beaumont IS 11-13-2012.doc 

SGPWA San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
SMGB State Mining and Geology Board 
SPA Specific Plan Area 
SR State Route 
SWP State Water Project 
TDS total dissolved solids 
USFWS United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
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SECTION 1: INTRODUCTION 

1.1 - Purpose 

This Initial Study (IS) was prepared for the San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency (SGPWA), and 
evaluates the potential environmental effects that could result from the construction and operation 
activities associated with the Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility (proposed project).  This IS has 
been prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA [Public 
Resources Code, Section 21000 et seq.]), the Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA published by 
the Resources Agency of the State of California (Title 14, Cal. Code Regs., 15000 et seq.), and the 
SGPWA Local CEQA Guidelines.  The purpose of this IS is to conduct a preliminary environmental 
review of the proposed project to focus the scope of environmental review and to determine the 
environmental issues that will and will not require further evaluation in the project-level 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR). 

The SGPWA has primary responsibility for approval or denial of the proposed project.  Accordingly, 
pursuant to Section 15367 of the CEQA Guidelines, the SGPWA is the lead agency in the preparation 
of a project-level EIR. 

This IS is organized into the following sections: 

• Section 1 - Introduction.  Describes the project location and its environmental setting, as well 
as provides a description of the proposed project.   

 

• Section 2 - Environmental Checklist.  Provides an environmental checklist that identifies the 
level of impact associated with each environmental issue. 

 

• Section 3 - Discussion of Environmental Evaluation.  Provides a narrative discussion of each 
environmental issue contained in the environmental checklist.   

 

• Section 4 - References.  Provides a list of references used in the preparation of this document.  
  

• Section 5 - List of Preparers.  Provides a list of preparers of this Initial Study. 
 

1.2 - History 

The San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency (SGPWA) was formed to import water from the State Water 
Project (SWP) into the San Gorgonio Pass area in 1961.  The SGPWA’s mission is to import and sell 
supplemental water to protect and enhance local water supplies for use by present and future water 
users within SGPWA’s service area.  This service area encompasses approximately 225 square miles 
and includes the Cities of Beaumont, Calimesa, Banning, as well as unincorporated areas of Riverside 
County, including Cherry Valley, Cabazon, Poppet Flat, and Banning Ranch.  
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The most heavily developed portion of the SGPWA’s service area is the Beaumont Basin.  This Basin 
is currently in an overdraft condition, which means that the amount of water withdrawn by pumping 
exceeds the amount of water that recharges the groundwater basin.  The estimated safe yield, which is 
the amount of groundwater that can be continuously withdrawn from the basin without adverse 
impact, is 6,100 acre-feet per year (afy).  The current cumulative overdraft of the Beaumont Basin is 
over 100,000 acre feet since development of the Basin began in the 1920s. 

In 2003, Phase I of the East Branch Extension was completed and brings SWP water into SGPWA’s 
service area; however, the capacity of Phase I allows approximately half of the SGPWA’s allotment 
per year.  After completion of Phase II of the East Branch Extension, the increased capacity would 
enable the SGPWA to obtain its full allotment of 17,300 afy of water from the SWP. 

In 2008, the SGPWA conducted a number of studies that identified potential recharge sites within the 
Beaumont Basin.  The purpose of a recharge site is to allow the SGPWA to recharge the groundwater 
basin with raw SWP water.  Initially, SGPWA reviewed the Brookside South Recharge Project that 
included a recharge facility within Noble Creek.  The SGPWA decided not to proceed with the 
Brookside South Recharge Project and is currently proposing the recharge facility southeast of Noble 
Creek. 

1.3 - Project Location 

The proposed project is located in both the City of Beaumont and an unincorporated portion of 
Riverside County in the Cherry Valley area (Exhibit 1).  The project site encompasses a recharge 
basin facility at the southwest corner of Beaumont Avenue and Brookside Avenue, a pipeline that 
extends north from the recharge basin along Beaumont Avenue to Orchard Street and then west along 
Orchard Street to approximately Mountain View Channel, and a service connection facility located 
south of Orchard Street and immediately west and adjacent to the Mountain View Channel (Exhibit 
2).  Additionally, there is potential for depositing soil from excavation activities associated with the 
proposed project to two locations: one is an offsite triangular parcel located south of Brookside 
Avenue, north of Noble Creek, and east of the Mountain View Channel; the second is the service 
connection site.   

The recharge basin site encompasses approximately 44 acres within the City of Beaumont and is 
located directly west of Beaumont Avenue, south of Brookside Avenue, east of Noble Creek, and 
north of the Mountain View Middle School (Exhibit 2).  The recharge basin site is owned by SGPWA 
(Assessor’s Parcel Number [APN]406-080-032) and is located at 33° 57′ 30.92” north latitude and 
116° 58′ 45.42” west longitude within Section 34, Township 2 South, Range 1 West of the Beaumont 
U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle (Exhibit 3). 
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The pipeline would be installed underground within the unincorporated Cherry Valley area of 
Riverside County and traverse in a north/south direction along Beaumont Avenue, in an east/west 
direction along Orchard Street, and connecting to the service connection site.  The pipeline would be 
located in Sections 27, 28, 34, Township 2 South, Range 1 West of the Beaumont USGS 7.5-minute 
topographic quadrangle (Exhibit 3). 

The service connection site encompasses approximately 3.5 acres within the unincorporated Cherry 
Valley area of Riverside County and is located south of Orchard Street and west of the Mountain 
View Channel (see Exhibit 2 and Exhibit 3).  The service connection site is owned by SGPWA (APN 
405-060-013) and is located at 33° 58′ 32.59” north latitude and 116° 58′ 53.06” west longitude 
within Section 28, Township 2 South, Range 1 West of the Beaumont USGS 7.5 minute topographic 
quadrangle (Exhibit 3).  The service connection facility is planned to occur in the northeast portion of 
the site. 

The approximately 3.4-acre offsite triangular parcel that could potentially be used for a staging area 
and/or for depositing soil is located south of Brookside Avenue, north of Noble Creek, and east of the 
Mountain View Channel.  This offsite parcel is also owned by SGPWA (APN 404-010-012) and is 
located at 33°57'39.27" north latitude and 116°58'49.28" west longitude within Section 34, Township 
2 South, Range 1 West of the Beaumont USGS 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle (Exhibit 3) 

1.4 - Project Description 

The proposed project includes the construction and operation of a recharge facility, pipeline, and a 
service connection facility. 

The recharge facility is located on an approximately 44-acre site and is proposed to include a series of 
five tiered basins.  The floor of the basin in the northeast portion of the facility is proposed to be 
approximately 40 to 45 feet higher in elevation than the floor of the basin in the southwest portion of 
the facility.  The basins will be separated by berms.  In addition, the perimeter of the recharge facility 
will include raised embankments so that the depth below existing ground surface can be minimized.   
Access roads will be located along the perimeter of the facility, as well as between each of the five 
basins. 

The proposed pipeline will extend from the recharge facility to the service connection facility.  The 
pipeline is proposed to be 24-inches in diameter and will extend north from the recharge facility along 
Beaumont Avenue for approximately 5,600 linear feet and west along Orchard Street for 
approximately 1,400 feet.  The pipeline is planned to be located on the west side of the Beaumont 
Avenue centerline and the south side of the Orchard Street centerline.  Pipeline construction will 
include trenching for the majority of the pipeline, with jacking and boring occurring at the Noble 
Creek crossing along Beaumont Avenue and the Mountain View Channel crossing along Orchard 
Street. 
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The service connection facility is proposed to divert raw, imported SWP water flows from the 
existing 36-inch East Branch Extension/Noble Creek pipeline located at the intersection of Orchard 
Street and Mountain View Avenue.  A pipe outlet, not to exceed 24-inch diameter, will be extended 
from the service connection to the proposed 24-inch pipeline along Orchard Street. 

Construction of the proposed facilities is anticipated to occur in 2013 and 2014.  During the 
construction phase of the proposed project, construction equipment, vehicles, and materials could be 
stored at up to four staging areas: the recharge facility site, within the Beaumont Avenue and Orchard 
Street rights-of-way adjacent to the portion of the pipeline undergoing installation, the service 
connection site, and/or the offsite triangular parcel located south of Brookside Avenue, north of 
Noble Creek, and east of the Mountain View Channel.  Grading and excavation activities associated 
with the recharge facility site and service connection site would not require the export of soil.  
Excavation activities associated with construction of the pipeline would result in the export of soils.  
This export of soils is expected to be deposited at up to three locations: the recharge facility site, the 
service connection site, and/or the offsite triangular parcel located south of Brookside Avenue, north 
of Noble Creek, and east of the Mountain View Channel. 

There will be periodic maintenance of the proposed recharge facility.  The proposed recharge facility 
plans to operate four of the five basins at any given time so that maintenance activities could occur at 
the basin that is not in operation. 

1.5 - Intended Uses of this Document 

This IS document has been prepared to determine the appropriate scope and level of detail required in 
completing the environmental analysis for the proposed project.  This document will also serve as a 
basis for soliciting comments and input from members of the public and public agencies regarding the 
proposed project, following the distribution of the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the EIR.  The NOP 
will be circulated for a 30-day period, during which comments regarding the issues to be addressed in 
the EIR are invited to be sent to: 

Jeff Davis, P.E., General Manager 
San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
1210 Beaumont Avenue 
Beaumont, CA 92223 
jdavis@sgpwa.com 

 

1.6 - Environmental Setting 

The project area is generally located in an area of land use transition.  The area includes current and 
planned residential land uses, commercial uses, schools, and roads. 
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The recharge site has relatively flat terrain and is currently vacant with native and non-native plant 
species.  The site is located within the approved Noble Creek Vista Specific Plan and is designated 
for single-family residential use.  To the south of the recharge site is Mountain View Middle School; 
to the east is Beaumont Sports Park; to the southeast are residential uses; to the north is Noble Creek, 
Brookside Avenue, and Beaumont High School; and to the east is vacant with native and non-native 
plant species. 

The pipeline is located adjacent to residential, commercial, and school uses, as well as vacant land.  
Both Beaumont Avenue and Orchard Street are located on relatively flat terrain.  The pipeline is 
proposed to extend under the Mountain View Channel and Noble Creek. 

The service connection site has relatively flat terrain and contains undeveloped land dominated by 
ruderal non-native vegetation.  To the south of the site are residential uses; to the east is the Mountain 
View Channel, a concrete-lined channel enclosed by chain-linked fencing, as well as a residence and 
undeveloped land; to the north is a residence; and to the south are residential parcels.  The service 
connection site is located adjacent to a concrete-lined section of Mountain View Channel to the east. 

The thickness of the groundwater basin in the project area is estimated to be about 1,300 feet, 
according to USGS gravity survey data, and the current depth to water is approximately 360 feet.  The 
nearest well, which is continually monitored, is Well 2S/1W-33LI located west of the South Noble 
Creek Channel approximately 0.6 mile south of Brookside Avenue.  Although there are no production 
wells in the immediate proximity, groundwater extractions in the vicinity of the recharge site are 
some of the highest in the Beaumont Storage Unit, with several thousand acre-feet per year (afy) 
being pumped within a one-mile radius.  Groundwater quality is very good, with total dissolved solids 
(TDS) ranging from about 250-300 milligrams per liter (mg/l) and nitrates at about 8 mg/l (as N). 
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SECTION 2: ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 

Environmental Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

1. Aesthetics 
Would the project: 

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

2. Agriculture and Forestry Resources 
In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead 
agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) 
prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on 
agriculture and farmland.  In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, 
are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California 
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the 
Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon 
measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. 
Would the project: 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), 
as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland 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 12220(g)), timberland 
(as defined by Public Resources Code section 
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland 
Production (as defined by Government Code 
section 51104(g))? 

    

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of 
forest land to non-forest use? 
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Environmental Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

    

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

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

    

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

    

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

    

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations? 

    

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a 
substantial number of people?  

    

4. 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? 
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Environmental Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

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 policies or ordinances 
protecting biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

    

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

    

5. 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 §15064.5? 

    

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

    

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

    

6. Geology and Soils 
Would the project: 

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

    

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

    

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?     
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Environmental Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

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? 

    

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

    

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

    

7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
Would the project: 

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

    

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

    

8. 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 
release of hazardous materials into the 
environment? 

    

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

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

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? 

    

9. 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? 
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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 100-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 100-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?     

10. 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? 

    

11. Mineral Resources 
Would the project: 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known 
mineral resource that would be of value to the 
region and the residents of the state? 
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b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site 
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan 
or other land use plan? 

    

12. Noise 
Would the project result in: 

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

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 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? 

    

13. Population and Housing 
Would the project: 

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

    

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

    

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, 
necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? 
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14. Public Services 
Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or 
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services: 

a) Fire protection?     

b) Police protection?     

c) Schools?     

d) Parks?     

e) Other public facilities?     

15. Recreation 

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

    

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

    

16. Transportation / Traffic 
Would the 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 
safety risks? 
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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 safety of such facilities? 

    

17. Utilities and Service Systems 
Would the project: 

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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18. Mandatory Findings of Significance 

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

    

b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable?  (“Cumulatively considerable” 
means that the incremental effects of a project 
are considerable when viewed in connection 
with the effects of past projects, the effects of 
other current projects, and the effects of 
probable future projects)? 

    

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

    

 

Environmental Factors Potentially Affected 

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

 Aesthetics Agriculture and Forestry 
Resources 

Air Quality 

 Biological Resources Cultural Resources Geology / Soils 

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions Hazards / Hazardous Materials Hydrology / Water Quality 

 Land Use / Planning Mineral Resources Noise 

 Population / Housing Public Services Recreation 

 Transportation / Traffic Utilities / Services Systems Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 
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SECTION 3: DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION 

1. Aesthetics 

Would the project: 

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

Less Than Significant Impact.  Since the proposed project is located within the City of Beaumont 
and the County of Riverside, the policy documents for both agencies were reviewed. 

The City of Beaumont General Plan does not identify specific scenic vistas in the project area.  The 
General Plan Draft EIR, however, describes general areas in the City that contain aesthetic value, 
including ridgelines, rural and undeveloped areas, the “Badlands” area, and the deodar cedar trees 
(Cedrus deodara) that line both sides of Beaumont Avenue from Cherry Valley Boulevard south to 
Oak Valley Parkway.  The recharge facility is proposed in an area that is increasing undergoing 
development and includes the Mountain View Middle School to the south, the Beaumont Sports Park 
and residential uses to the east, and Beaumont High School to the north.  West of the recharge site is 
undeveloped and has been planned for residential uses.  The construction of the recharge facility 
would include raised embankments that would be less than 8 feet higher in elevation than Beaumont 
Avenue.  Because of limited heights of the embankments, the proposed recharge facility would not 
impede views of the deodar cedar trees that line Beaumont Avenue or substantially affect views of 
undeveloped areas. 

The County of Riverside’s Pass Area Plan identifies the San Bernardino and San Jacinto Mountains 
as scenic resources in the project area.  The nearest of these scenic resources to the project site is the 
San Bernardino National Forest, which is located approximately 2.0 miles northeast of the site.  
Based on proximity, the proposed project would not interfere with views of or from the San 
Bernardino and San Jacinto Mountains. 

The pipeline that extends along Beaumont Avenue and Orchard Street would be located within 
residential and commercial areas.  Since the pipeline would be located below ground surface, the 
pipeline would not affect scenic vistas of the San Bernardino and San Jacinto Mountains. 

The service connection facility, which would be located south of Orchard Street and west of the 
Mountain View Channel, would include an approximately 10-foot by 12-foot structure in the 
northeast portion of the facility site.  Based on the height and size of this improvement, visual line-of-
sight from adjacent areas would not be impaired as a result of the structure.  The construction of this 
structure and the underground pipeline to the connection facility would result in less than significant 
impacts to the scenic vistas of the San Bernardino and San Jacinto Mountains. 
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b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic building within a state scenic highway?   

No Impact.  The project site would not be located within the viewshed of an Officially Designated 
State Scenic Highway.  The nearest such highway to the project site is State Route (SR) 243, from 
SR-74 to the City of Banning.  The closest portion of this highway segment occurs approximately 
5.75 miles southeast of the project site.  Likewise, Interstate (I) 10 throughout the greater Beaumont 
area is listed as an Eligible State Scenic Highway.  This highway segment is located roughly 1.5 mile 
southwest of the project site.  Views of the project site from these portions of the SR-243 and I-10 
would be interrupted by natural variation in topography and elements of the built environment, and as 
such, no direct visual line-of-sight would occur between either of these highway segments and the 
project site.  Thus, based on this lack of direct visual line-of-sight, the proposed facilities occur 
outside of viewsheds for either of these highway segments.  Therefore, no impacts associated with 
State Scenic Highways would occur. 

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

Less Than Significant Impact. 

Short-Term Construction Impacts 
During the construction phase of the proposed project, construction equipment, vehicles, and 
materials could be stored at one of four staging areas: the recharge facility site, within the Beaumont 
Avenue and Orchard Street right-of-way adjacent to the portion of the pipeline undergoing 
installation, the service connection site, and/or the offsite triangular parcel located south of Brookside 
Avenue, north of Noble Creek, and east of the Mountain View Channel.  Although storage of this 
equipment, vehicles, and materials could potentially affect the viewshed of the surrounding land uses, 
the storage would occur temporarily and cease upon the completion of the construction phase.  In 
addition, the surrounding project area could be characterized as an area currently undergoing steady 
change over the past decade, with several completed residential, commercial, institutional, and 
municipal projects having occurred in the project vicinity.  There are additional areas within the 
project area that are vacant and have been planned for future development.  The future conversion of 
these vacant lands would continue to provide views of construction equipment and activities.  As 
such, the presence of construction equipment, vehicles, and materials is and would continue to be a 
relatively familiar occurrence in the project area, and thus, the presence of these elements associated 
with project construction activities and the use of staging areas for the project would not substantially 
alter the existing character or quality of the site or surrounding area.  Therefore, short-term impacts 
associated with the existing visual character and quality of the site and its surroundings would be less 
than significant. 
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Long-Term Project Impacts 
Construction of the recharge facility would include raised embankments that would be less than 8 feet 
higher in elevation than Beaumont Avenue.  Long-term views of the raised embankments would not 
substantially alter the visual character or quality of the project vicinity.  The residential uses that are 
located along Beaumont Avenue north and south of Cougar Way have block walls ranging from four 
to six feet in height and have residential facades ranging 15 to 20 feet in height.  Due to the presence 
of the existing block walls and building facades, the addition of the proposed embankments along 
Beaumont Avenue would contain heights that would not be visually adverse to the existing visual 
characteristics along Beaumont Avenue in the vicinity of the recharge basin facility site. 

The pipeline along Beaumont Avenue and Orchard Street would be located underground and would 
result in no impact to the long-term visual character or quality in the project vicinity. 

The service connection facility would include a 10-foot by 12-foot structure in the northeast portion 
of the approximately 3.5-acre parcel.  This improvement would not substantially alter the visual 
character or quality of the project vicinity because the proposed structure would be smaller than the 
existing residential structures currently located along Orchard Street.  The service connection facility 
would not be obstrusive or be a prominent feature in the project area.  Therefore, the service 
connection facility would result in a less than significant effect on the existing visual character and 
quality of the project vicinity.  

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

Less Than Significant Impact. 

Light 
Limited nighttime lighting would be used at the recharge facility site and service connection site for 
safety and security purposes.  Although the specific type of lighting has yet to be determined and 
would be included in final development drawings, lighting fixtures would use low watt light bulbs 
with hoods.  All lighting would be directed toward the ground and would be similar to the existing 
exterior residential and school nighttime lighting used in the project area.  Because the lighting at the 
proposed project would be limited and used only for safety and security purposes, less than 
significant light impacts in the area would occur.   

Glare 
The proposed project would not include any improvements with vertical reflective surfaces that could 
potentially create glare that would affect surrounding land uses.  Although the water contained within 
the basins could produce glare, the water level within the basins would be lower than the proposed 
berms, and ground locations in the vicinity of the basin facility would not have potential to be 
affected by glare.  Therefore, impacts associated with glare would be less than significant. 



 San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
 Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility and Pipeline 
Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Initial Study 
 

 
28 Michael Brandman Associates 
 H:\Client (PN-JN)\3178\31780004\IS\31780004 Beaumont IS 11-13-2012.doc 

2. Agriculture and Forestry Resources 

Would the project: 

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

Less Than Significant Impact.  Currently, neither the recharge facility site, pipeline alignment, 
service connection facility site, nor the offsite triangular parcel have farming or agricultural 
operations.  Historically, the recharge facility site was used for cattle and sheep grazing prior to 1938, 
although more than 74 years have passed since grazing or any other agricultural activity have 
occurred on the this site.  The service connection site was previously used for farming.  According to 
the Riverside County Important Farmland 2010 Map published by the California Department of 
Conservation: Division of Land Resource Protection, the recharge facility site, the service connection 
facility site, and the offsite triangular parcel are identified as Farmland of Local Importance.  
However, these areas are not designated as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of 
Statewide Importance (Farmland).  The nearest such lands to the project facilities are a Unique 
Farmland parcel located south of Cherry Valley Road, west of Union Street, north of Jody Lane, and 
east of Hannon Road (located approximately one mile northwest of the project facilities); and a 
Unique Farmland property occurring south of East 12th Street, west of Pennsylvania Avenue, north of 
East 11th Street, and east of Michigan Avenue (located roughly 1.25 miles southeast of the project 
facilities).  Neither of these parcels, nor any other Farmland property, would be converted to non-
agricultural use upon development and operation of the proposed project. 

Additionally, according to the Riverside County Important Farmland 2010 Map, 229,877 acres of 
Farmland of Local Importance is currently located in Riverside County.  The approximately 50.9 
acres of Farmland of Local Importance that constitute the recharge facility site, the service connection 
facility site, and the offsite triangular parcel compromise roughly 0.02 percent of the County’s total 
Farmland of Local Importance.  As such, the loss of Farmland of Local Importance as a result of the 
proposed project would represent a nominal amount of the total amount of Farmland of Local 
Importance found in the County.  Therefore, impacts associated with the conversion of Farmland 
would be less than significant. 

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

No Impact. 

Zoning for Agricultural Use 
According to the City of Beaumont and the County of Riverside Zoning Maps, neither the project site 
nor any adjacent land uses are zoned for agricultural use.  According to Table 17.03-3, Permitted 
Land Uses for Base Zone Districts, agricultural uses are generally only permissible in Rural 
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Residential zones.  The nearest such zone to the project site is an area located south of the I-10 
freeway, approximately 2.4 miles south of the proposed recharge facility site.  Based on the distance, 
the proposed project would not conflict with this existing zoning.   

Additionally, as discussed in Impact Question 3.10.b), in accordance with Sections 53091(d) and 
53091(e) of the California Government Code, the proposed recharge facility, pipeline, and service 
connection facility are exempt from the provisions of the City of Beaumont and County of 
Riverside’s Land Use Plan and Zoning Ordinance.  As such, the proposed facilities would not conflict 
with applicable land use or zoning of the City of Beaumont or the County of Riverside, including 
existing agricultural use.  Therefore, no impacts associated with agricultural zoning would occur. 

Williamson Act Contract 
Per the Riverside County Williamson Act Lands 2007 Map published by the California Department 
of Conservation: Division of Land Resource Protection, the project site is not located on or adjacent 
to lands under Williamson Act contract.  The nearest such lands are located south of Cherry Valley 
Boulevard, west of Nancy Avenue, north of Brookside Avenue, and east of Union Street (located 
approximately 0.6 mile northwest of the offsite triangular parcel).  Therefore, the proposed project 
would not conflict with these lands under Williamson Act contract and no impacts associated with 
Williamson Act contract would occur. 

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

No Impact.  According to the City of Beaumont and County of Riverside Zoning Maps, neither the 
sites of the project facilities nor any adjacent land uses are zoned for forestland, timberland, or 
timberland-zoned Timberland Production.  The nearest forested lands to the project facilities are the 
San Bernardino National Forest, whose boundary is located approximately 2.0 miles northeast of the 
site.  Based on the distance, the proposed project would not conflict with these forested lands.  
Therefore, no impacts associated with forestland, timberland, or Timberland Production zoning would 
occur. 

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 

No Impact.  As discussed in Impact Question 3.2.c), neither the sites of the proposed facilities nor 
any adjacent land uses are zoned for forestland, timberland, or timberland-zoned Timberland 
Production.  In addition, the boundary of nearest forest lands to the project facilities are 
approximately 2.0 miles northeast of the proposed project.  Based on the distance, the proposed 
project would not affect forested lands in the project area.  Therefore, no impacts associated with the 
loss or conversion of forestland would occur. 
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e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, 
could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest 
land to non-forest use? 

No Impact.  As discussed in Impact Questions 3.2.a), the proposed project would result in the 
conversion of the 50.9 acres of Farmland of Local Importance that constitute the recharge facility site, 
service connection facility site, and the offsite triangular parcel.  This acreage compromises a nominal 
percentage (approximately 0.02 percent) of the County’s total Farmland of Local Importance.  The 
sites of the proposed facilities are located within an increasingly developed area, partially surrounded 
by roadways, schools, and current and planned residential land uses.  While Unique Farmland 
property is located in the general project area, no existing Farmland is located adjacent to the project 
site.  Additionally, the proposed project would not introduce any use or activity that could be deemed 
incompatible with agricultural production, and as such, the project would not constitute an 
incompatible use or result in conversion of land use. 

Moreover, as discussed in Impact Questions 3.2.c) and 3.2.d), based on the distance between the 
project site and the nearest forestland, implementation of the proposed project would not effect 
forestland or result in the conversion of such lands.  Therefore, no impacts associated with conversion 
of existing Farmland or forestland would occur. 

3. Air Quality 

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or air 
pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.  

Would the project: 

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

Potentially Significant Impact.  According to the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD), for a project to be consistent with the 2007 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP), that 
project must not result in an increase in either the frequency or severity of existing air quality 
violations or cause or contribute to new violations, or delay timely attainment of air quality standards 
or the interim emission reductions outlined in the AQMP.  If a project’s emissions exceed the 
SCAQMD regional thresholds for nitrous oxides (NOX), volatile organic compounds (VOC), 
particulate matter (PM10 or PM2.5), it follows that those emissions could cumulatively contribute to an 
exceedance of a pollutant for which the South Coast Air Basin is in nonattainment (ozone, NO2, 
PM10, PM2.5). 

The construction phase of the proposed project would include the operation of construction 
equipment and vehicles on the project site, as well as increase the quantity of construction traffic 
offsite, both of which could potentially produce emissions that would exceed air quality thresholds 
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established by SCAQMD.  The exceedance of air quality thresholds would conflict with SCAQMD’s 
AQMP.  Therefore, short-term impacts associated with conflicting with the SCAQMD’s 2007 AQMP 
would be potentially significant.  As a result, an air quality assessment will be prepared to analyze 
emissions associated with the proposed project, and the resulting analysis will be incorporated into 
the EIR. 

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

Potentially Significant Impact.  The project site is located within the South Coast Air Basin, which 
is managed by SCAQMD.  According to SCAQMD’s 2007 AQMP, the Basin is currently designated 
nonattainment for ozone, NO2, PM10, and PM2.5.  The construction phase of the proposed project 
would include the operation of construction equipment and vehicles on the project site, as well as 
increase the quantity of construction traffic offsite, both of which could potentially produce emissions 
that would exceed air quality thresholds established by SCAQMD.  Therefore, short-term impacts 
associated with violation of air quality standards would be potentially significant. 

Upon construction completion for the proposed project, the use of construction equipment and 
vehicles on the project site, as well as the increase of construction traffic offsite, would cease.  The 
operational phase of the proposed project would produce nominal increases in vehicle trips, primarily 
associated with routine maintenance activities.  These vehicle trips are not anticipated to generate a 
substantial quantity of emissions.  However, operation of the proposed project would likely require 
the use of equipment that could potentially produce emissions.  Therefore, long-term impacts 
associated with violation of air quality standards would be potentially significant as well.  As such, an 
air quality assessment will be prepared to analyze emissions associated with the proposed project and 
the resulting analysis will be incorporated into the EIR. 

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

Potentially Significant Impact.  As previously addressed, the construction phase of the proposed 
project would include the operation of construction equipment and vehicles on the project site, as well 
as increase the quantity of construction traffic offsite.  These circumstances could potentially produce 
emissions that could result in a cumulatively considerably net increase of criteria pollutants for which 
the South Coast Air Basin is designated nonattainment, including ozone, NO2, PM10, and PM2.5.  
Additionally, operation of the proposed project would likely require the use of equipment that could 
potentially produce emissions that could result in similar cumulatively considerable effects.  
Therefore, impacts associated with criteria pollutants for which the Basin is designated nonattainment 
could potentially be deemed cumulatively considerable.  As a result, an air quality assessment will be 



 San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
 Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility and Pipeline 
Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Initial Study 
 

 
32 Michael Brandman Associates 
 H:\Client (PN-JN)\3178\31780004\IS\31780004 Beaumont IS 11-13-2012.doc 

prepared to analyze the proposed project’s cumulative contribution to a net increase of criteria 
pollutants in the Basin and the resulting analysis will be incorporated into the EIR. 

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  Sensitive land use in the project area include the schools located 
north, south, and west of the project site, and the recreational and residential uses located east of the 
site.  Both the construction and operation phases of the proposed project could potentially produce 
emissions that would expose these land uses to substantial pollutant concentrations.  Therefore, 
impacts associated with exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial pollution concentrations would 
be potentially significant.  As such, an air quality assessment will be prepared to analyze the effect of 
the proposed project’s emissions on nearby sensitive receptors and the resulting analysis will be 
incorporated into the EIR. 

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?  

Potentially Significant Impact.  Typically, sources of objectionable odors include agricultural 
operations (e.g., dairies, feedlots, etc.), landfills, wastewater treatment plants, refineries, and other 
types of industrial land uses.  The proposed project does not include any of these uses.  Any odors, 
including those from the operation of construction equipment and vehicles during the construction 
phase of the proposed project, would be controlled in accordance with SCAQMD Rule 402 (Nuisance 
Emissions).  However, diesel exhaust and VOCs would be emitted during construction of the 
proposed project, and although they would rapidly disperse, these emissions could potentially be 
objectionable to some.  Therefore, impacts associated with creation of objectionable odors would be 
potentially significant.  As a result, an air quality assessment will be prepared to analyze 
objectionable odors associated with the proposed project and the resulting analysis will be 
incorporated into the EIR. 

4. 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? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  In its existing condition, the recharge facility site, service 
connection site, and offsite triangular parcel consist of undeveloped land that could potentially 
provide habitat for candidate, sensitive, or special status species.  Development of the proposed 
project would have the potential to affect any species occurring at these sites.  The pipeline is planned 
to be installed under the pavement portions of Beaumont Avenue and Orchard Street, and under the 
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Mountain View Channel and Noble Creek.  An assessment will be prepared to analyze the proposed 
project’s effect on candidate, sensitive, or special status species at these two sites and potential 
impacts on the deodar cedar trees that line both sides of Beaumont Avenue.  The resulting analysis 
will be incorporated into the EIR. 

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? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The recharge facility site, service connection site, and offsite 
triangular parcel currently consist of undeveloped land that has been previously disturbed by rough 
grading or similar activities.  The plant communities presently found at these sites primarily consists 
of non-native grassland, Riversidean sage scrub (RSS), Riversidean alluvial fan sage scrub (RAFSS), 
and unvegetated riverine wash.  Riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community is not known to 
occur at the sites.  A biological assessment will be prepared to determine the presence, or lack there 
of, of sensitive communities at the two sites and the resulting analysis will be incorporated into the 
EIR. 

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? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  According to United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), 
wetlands are lands transitional between terrestrial and aquatic systems where the water table is at or 
near the surface or the land is covered by shallow water.  For purposes of this classification, wetlands 
must have one or more of the following three attributes: (1) at least periodically, the land supports 
hydrophytes, (2) the substrate is predominantly undrained hydric soil, and (3) the substrate is non-soil 
and is saturated with water or covered by shallow water at some time during the growing season of 
each year.  The recharge facility site, pipeline, service connection site, and offsite triangular parcel are 
not known to include one or more of the aforementioned attributes.  Therefore, the implementation of 
the proposed project would result in less than significant impacts to federally protected wetlands.  To 
substantiate that the proposed recharge facility is proposed to be located outside of an area defined as 
wetlands, the biological assessment will address this issue, and the resulting analysis will be 
incorporated into the EIR. 

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? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The recharge facility site, service connection site, and offsite 
triangular parcel presently consist of undeveloped open space that could potentially be used as either 
a wildlife corridor or nursery site.  In addition, the deodar cedar trees that line Beaumont Avenue will 



 San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
 Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility and Pipeline 
Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Initial Study 
 

 
34 Michael Brandman Associates 
 H:\Client (PN-JN)\3178\31780004\IS\31780004 Beaumont IS 11-13-2012.doc 

be reviewed to determine if these trees could be used as wildlife nursery sites.  As a result, a 
biological assessment will be prepared to determine the project site’s suitability as a wildlife corridor 
or nursery site and the resulting analysis will be incorporated into the EIR. 

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

No Impact.  Beaumont Avenue, from Cherry Valley Boulevard south to Oak Valley Parkway, is 
currently lined with mature street trees, consisting of deodar cedar.  The portion of the deodar cedar 
trees located south of Brookside Avenue is within the City of Beaumont.  Both Chapter 12.12 and 
12.20 of the Beaumont Municipal Code contain specific provisions regarding tree preservation, 
maintenance, removal, and relocation.  The portion of the deodar cedar trees located north of 
Brookside Avenue are within the County of Riverside jurisdiction.  The Open Space Element of the 
County of Riverside General Plan includes Policy OS 9.3, which establishes the County’s intention to 
“maintain and conserve superior examples of native trees, natural vegetation, [and] stands of 
established trees.” 

As discussed in Impact 3.10.b), in accordance with Sections 53091(d) and 53091(e) of the California 
Government Code, the proposed recharge facility, pipeline, and service connection facility are exempt 
from the provisions of the City of Beaumont and County of Riverside’s Land Use Plan and Zoning 
Ordinance, including the Noble Creek Vistas Specific Plan.  

The Noble Creek Vistas Specific Plan, which encompasses the recharge facility site, contains various 
provisions either directly or indirectly related to the protection of these deodar cedar trees, including 
setback and buffer requirements for areas south of Beaumont Avenue.  Although SGWPA is not 
bound by the provisions in the Specific Plan per Sections 53091(d) and 53091(e) of the California 
Government Code, the following design features that are included in the Specific Plan would be 
incorporated as part of the proposed project. 

• A 40-foot landscape buffer from the western edge of the Beaumont Avenue right-of-way into 
the proposed recharge facility site. 

 

• A 25-foot permeable surface around each deodar cedar tree (except where the distance between 
tree and road is less than 25 feet to the street). 

 
Although not bound to the aforementioned tree preservation provisions per Sections 53091(d) and 
53091(e) of the California Government Code, the proposed project includes the placement of the 
pipeline towards the centerline of the Beaumont Avenue right-of-way to reduce potential effects of 
pipeline construction on the deodar cedar trees.  The implementation of the above design features 
would further minimize potential impacts to the deodar cedar trees along Beaumont Avenue.  Because 
the SGPWA is not bound by the tree preservation provisions in the City’s Municipal Code and the 
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County’s General Plan, the proposed project would result in no impacts to the City’s tree preservation 
provisions or the County’s tree preservation policy.  This impact will not be analyzed in the EIR 
unless new information identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the 
scoping process. 

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? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat 
Conservation Plan (MSHCP) is a comprehensive, multi-jurisdictional Habitat Conservation Plan 
(HCP) focusing on conservation of species and their associated habitats in western Riverside County.  
The MSHCP Plan Area encompasses approximately 1.26 million acres (1,966 square miles), 
including the City of Beaumont.  Since the proposed project could potentially impact sensitive species 
and/or habitat occurring on or adjacent to the sites of the proposed facilities, the project could 
potentially conflict with the provisions of the MSHCP.  As such, a biological assessment will be 
prepared to determine the proposed project’s consistency with the MSHCP and the resulting analysis 
will be incorporated into the EIR. 

5. Cultural Resources 

Would the project: 

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

Potentially Significant Impact.  It is currently unknown whether any historical resources occur on or 
adjacent to the sites of the proposed facilities.  Grading, excavation, and other similar ground-
disturbing activities that would occur on the sites as part of construction of the proposed project could 
potentially unearth and affect buried historical resources.  As a result, an assessment of cultural 
resources will be prepared to determine the potential for buried historical resources on or adjacent to 
the sites and the resulting analysis will be incorporated into the EIR. 

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

Potentially Significant Impact.  It is presently unknown whether any archaeological sites or 
resources occur on or adjacent to the sites of the proposed facilities.  Grading, excavation, and other 
similar ground-disturbing activities that would occur on the sites as part of construction of the 
proposed project could potentially unearth and affect buried archaeological resources.  As such, an 
assessment of cultural resources will be prepared to determine the potential for buried archaeological 
resources on or adjacent to the sites and the resulting analysis will be incorporated into the EIR. 
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c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  It is presently unknown whether any paleontological sites or 
resources occur on or adjacent to the sites of the proposed facilities.  Grading, excavation, and other 
similar ground-disturbing activities that would occur on the sites as part of construction of the 
proposed project could potentially unearth and affect buried paleontological resources.  As a result, an 
assessment of cultural resources will be prepared to determine the potential for buried paleontological 
resources on or adjacent to the sites and the resulting analysis will be incorporated into the EIR. 

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

Potentially Significant Impact.  It is presently unknown whether any burial sites, formal cemeteries, 
or human remains occur on or adjacent to the sites of the proposed facilities.  Grading, excavation, 
and other similar ground-disturbing activities that would occur on the sites as part of construction of 
the proposed project could potentially unearth and affect buried human remains.  As such, an 
assessment of cultural resources will be prepared to determine the potential for buried human remains 
on or adjacent to the sites and the resulting analysis will be incorporated into the EIR. 

6. Geology and Soils 

Would the project: 

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

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

Potentially Significant Impact.  According to the Riverside County Geographical Information 
Systems (GIS) database, fault zones are located immediately west of the recharge facility site, along 
Beaumont Avenue north of Vineland Street, along Orchard Street west of Beaumont Avenue, and 
within the northeastern portion of the service connection site.  Potential earthquake fault effects will 
be discussed within the EIR. 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  According to the Riverside County GIS database, fault zones are 
located within and in close proximity of the sites of the proposed facilities.  The effects of potential 
strong seismic ground shaking will be discussed within the EIR. 
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iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  According to the Riverside County GIS database, the site has a low 
potential for liquefaction and is susceptible to subsidence.  The low potential for liquefaction is due to 
low groundwater levels.  However, with low groundwater levels, there is a potential for subsidence.  
The effects of seismic-related ground failure will be discussed in the EIR. 

iv) Landslides? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Construction of the recharge facility would include engineered 
earthen slopes; however, these slopes would be engineered to prevent instability and are not expected 
to result in landslides.  The pipeline, service connection site, and offsite triangular parcel are 
relatively flat, and these project components would not alter the existing, relatively flat topography.  
Therefore, no landslide impacts are expected with the implementation of the proposed facilities.  This 
impact will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially 
significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 

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

Less Than Significant Impact.  The sites of the proposed facilities would not result in substantial 
soil erosion or loss of topsoil.  The recharge facility would alter the existing, relatively flat 
topography and create five basins that have earthen slopes between the basins, as well as around the 
perimeter of the entire recharge facility.  The earthen slopes would be engineered to minimize the loss 
of soil during storm events.  There may be storm events that require a portion of the basin water to be 
directed through use of piping to an existing storm drain so that the basins do not overflow.  The 
existing storm drain is located immediately southwest of the proposed recharge basin.  The potential 
amount of directed water during storm events is estimated to be less than the amount of stormwater 
that is currently directed to the existing storm drain during storm events. 

The pipeline would be located underground and will not result in the loss of topsoil. 

The service connection site is relatively flat and would include above and below ground facilities.  
The placement of these facilities would not result in substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil. 

The offsite triangular parcel would be potentially used for a staging area and/or for depositing soils.  
Should this parcel be used for soil disposal, soils deposits would be distributed throughout the site so 
that existing topography would not be substantially altered.  By maintaining the existing topography, 
drainage characteristics would remain similar to the existing conditions, and as such, substantial soil 
erosion or loss of topsoil would not occur.  

This impact will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially 
significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 
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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? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  As discussed in Impact Question 3.6.a.iii), the sites for the proposed 
facilities are located in areas susceptible to subsidence.  As a result, this issue will be further 
discussed in the EIR. 

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

No Impact.  At this time, it is unknown if the sites of the proposed facilities have expansive soils.  
Due to the nature of the proposed project (i.e., construction of a recharge facility, pipeline, and 
service connection facility), the presence of expansive soil would not result in substantial risks to life 
or property.  Furthermore, as the detailed design is prepared for the proposed facilities, the soil 
characteristics would be taken into account.  Therefore, the proposed facilities would not have a 
potential to create a substantial risk to life or property.  This impact will not be analyzed in the EIR 
unless new information identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the 
scoping process. 

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? 

No Impact.  The project does not include/require any wastewater disposal system.  Therefore, no 
impacts would occur.  This impact will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying 
it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 

7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Would the project: 

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

Potentially Significant Impact.  The SCAQMD is currently in the process of preparing 
recommended significance thresholds for greenhouse gases for local lead agency consideration.  
Although the SCAQMD Board has not approved the thresholds as of the date of the NOP, the current 
draft thresholds (“SCAQMD Draft Local Agency Threshold”), which consist of a tiered approach, 
would be used to determine whether the proposed project would generate greenhouse gas emissions 
that could potentially have a substantial effect on the environment.  Therefore, an evaluation of 
potential greenhouse gas impacts associated with the proposed facilities will be addressed in the EIR. 
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b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency adopted for the 
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The use of construction equipment and vehicles on and off the 
project site during the construction phase of the proposed project, as well as use of equipment such as 
pumps during the operational phase, could potentially generate greenhouse gas emissions.  The 
production of these emissions are unknown and could potentially conflict with the applicable 
greenhouse gas provisions established by the SCAQMD or any other agency with applicable plans, 
policies, and regulations governing greenhouse gas emissions, including provisions set forth by the 
California Air Resource Board (CARB) Scoping Plan.  Therefore, impacts associated with applicable 
plans, policies, and regulations governing greenhouse gas emissions will be discussed in the EIR. 

8. 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? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  A limited quantity of hazardous or potentially hazardous materials 
would be transported, used, and disposed of during both construction and operation of the proposed 
project. 

Short-Term Construction Impacts 

During the construction phase of the proposed project, hazardous or potentially hazardous materials 
would be routinely handled, transported, used, and disposed of during construction activities at the 
sites of the proposed facilities.  These hazardous materials would include gasoline, diesel fuel, 
lubricants, and other petroleum-based products used to operate and maintain construction equipment 
and vehicles.   

The handling, transporting, use, and disposal of hazardous materials would be a temporary activity 
and coincide with short-term construction activities on the sites of the proposed facilities.  Any 
handling of hazardous materials would be limited in both quantity and concentrations.  Hazardous 
materials associated with operation and maintenance of construction equipment and vehicles could be 
stored on the project site, but only the amounts needed are expected to be stored onsite; excessive 
amounts are not expected to be stored onsite.  Removal and disposal of hazardous materials from the 
project site would be conducted by a permitted and licensed service provider.  Any handling, 
transporting, use, or disposal would comply with applicable federal, State, and local agencies and 
regulations, including the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the Resource Conservation 
and Recovery Act (RCRA), the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), and the Riverside 
County Department of Environmental Health (the Certified Unified Program Agency [CUPA] for 
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Riverside County).  Therefore, impacts associated with hazardous materials during project 
construction would be less than significant. 

Long-Term Project Impacts 

During the operation phase of the proposed project, hazardous or potentially hazardous materials may 
be handled, transported, used, and disposed of during operation of the proposed facilities.  Because 
of the nature of the proposed project, these materials would vary, but could generally be limited to 
fertilizers, herbicides, pesticides, and similar materials at the recharge facility site and the service 
connection site.  These types of wastes are common and pose a low risk to people and the 
environment.  Therefore, impacts associated with hazardous materials during project operation would 
be less than significant. 

This impact will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially 
significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 

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

Potentially Significant Impact.  As discussed in Impact Question 3.8.a), any handling, transporting, 
use, or disposal activities associated with hazardous or potentially hazardous materials would comply 
with all applicable federal, State, and local agencies and regulations.  Both short-term construction 
and long-term operation of the proposed project would adhere to the policies and programs set forth 
by agencies such as the U.S. EPA, the Riverside County Department of Environmental Health, and 
the City of Beaumont.  Adherence with the policies and programs of these agencies would ensure that 
any interaction with hazardous materials would occur in the safest possible manner, reducing the 
opportunity for the accidental release of hazardous materials into the environment. 

Any handling of hazardous materials would be limited in both quantity and concentrations.  
Hazardous materials could be stored onsite, with only the amounts needed stored onsite; excessive 
amounts would not be stored onsite.  As mandated by the U.S. Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration (OSHA), all hazardous materials stored on the project site would be accompanied by a 
Material Safety Data Sheet (MSDS), which, in the case of accidental release, would inform onsite 
personnel as to the necessary remediation procedures. 

However, it is currently unknown whether the alignment of the pipeline component would traverse a 
hazardous materials site(s) (see Impact Question 3.8.d)).  Grading, excavation, and other similar 
construction activities associated with proposed project could potentially disturb a contaminated or 
otherwise hazardous materials site, potentially creating a hazard to the public and the environment.  
Therefore, impacts associated with the accidental release of hazardous materials would be potentially 
significant.  As a result, a record search would be conducted to determine the presence of any 
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hazardous materials sites on and adjacent to the project site and the resulting analysis will be 
incorporated into the EIR. 

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

Potentially Significant Impact.  As discussed in Impact Question 3.8.b), it is currently unknown 
whether the alignment of the pipeline component would traverse a hazardous materials site(s).  
Grading, excavation, or other similar construction activities associated with the proposed project 
could potentially disturb a contaminated or otherwise hazardous materials site, creating a hazard to 
the public, the environment, and adjacent schools.  Three schools are located within 0.25 mile of the 
project site: Mountain View Middle School, which is located directly south of the recharge facility 
site; Beaumont High School, which occurs just north of the recharge facility site on the northern side 
of Brookside Avenue; and Cherry Valley Brethren Preschool, which occurs directly adjacent to the 
pipeline at the southwest corner of the Beaumont Avenue-Vineland Street intersection.  Therefore, 
impacts associated with the emitting or handling of hazardous materials within 0.25 mile of a school 
could be potentially significant.  As such, a record search would be conducted to determine the 
presence of any hazardous materials sites on and adjacent to the project site and the resulting analysis 
will be incorporated into the EIR. 

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? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) 
created the EnviroStor database to provide public access to detailed information on hazardous waste 
permitted facilities, corrective action facilities, and existing site cleanup information.  EnviroStor 
allows users to search for information on investigation, cleanup, permitting, and/or corrective actions 
that are currently planned, presently ongoing, or have been completed under DTSC’s oversight.  A 
search of EnviroStor determined that the project site in not located on a hazardous materials site.  The 
database search indicates that four “School Investigation” sites occur within 0.5-mile radius of the 
project site: 

• Athletic Facilities; Beaumont Avenue at Brookside Avenue 
• Noble Creek Elementary School No. 1; Brookside Avenue at Palm Avenue 
• Tahiti Elementary School; Cougar Land at Mountain View Avenue 
• Oak Valley Elementary School; San Timoteo Canyon Road 

 
During these previous investigations, no potential contaminants of concern were identified as 
occurring on any of these sites.  EnvirorStor currently lists each of the four sites as “No Action 
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Required.”  As such, none of these sites represent a recognized environmental concern (REC) to the 
proposed project or the surrounding public and environment.   

However, a record search of all applicable regulatory databases would be necessary to determine 
whether the project site is located on or adjacent to a hazardous materials site.  Therefore, impacts 
associated with hazardous materials sites are unknown and could be potentially significant.  As a 
result, a record search would be conducted and the resulting analysis will be incorporated into the 
EIR. 

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? 

No Impact.  The nearest public airport to the project site is Banning Municipal Airport, which is 
located approximately seven miles southeast of the site in the City of Banning.  According to the 
Compatibility Map contained in the Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission’s Riverside 
County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, the project site occurs outside of any designated 
Compatibility Contour.  The proposed project would not include any improvements that would occur 
at a height that could potentially interfere with air traffic patterns.  The tallest improvements 
introduced to the project area as part of the proposed project would be the service connection facility, 
which would be less than 10 feet in height, and the recharge facility, which would include raised 
embankments that will extend approximately 8 feet high above the existing surrounding grade.  Both 
improvements would occur at a height that would be below any flight path.  Any overhead air traffic 
would be coincidental and would likely occur at an elevation that would not pose a safety hazard for 
people on or adjacent to the project site.  Therefore, no impacts associated with safety hazards from 
public airports would occur.  This issue will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information 
identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 

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? 

No Impact.  There are no private airstrips located within a 20-mile radius of the project site.  
Therefore, no impacts associated with safety hazards from private airstrips would occur.  This issue 
will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially significant 
impact is presented during the scoping process. 

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

Less Than Significant Impact.  Construction activities associated with the proposed recharge 
facility and the service connection facility will be located off of the public street system and would 
not interfere with emergency response or an emergency evacuation plan. 
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Construction of the pipeline will result in the temporary closure of a lane along the existing two-lane 
Beaumont Avenue and two-lane Orchard Street in the area of construction.  The lane closure would 
occur as excavation, placement, and backfilling activities occur.  In areas where jack and bore 
activities are proposed, such as at the Mountain View Channel and Noble Creek, a lane will also be 
closed.  Since Beaumont Avenue and Orchard Street have dirt shoulders, there is a possibility for 
emergency vehicles to pass in the area of the lane closure.  The construction activities associated with 
the pipeline would result in less than significant impacts to emergency response or an emergency 
evacuation plan. 

This impact will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially 
significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 

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? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The project site is located within an increasingly developed area 
outside of a wildland urban interface.  According to Fire Hazard Severity Zones Maps published by 
the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, the project site is not located within an 
area deemed highly susceptibility to wildland fire.  Therefore, impacts associated with wildland fires 
would be less than significant.  This impact will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information 
identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 

9. Hydrology and Water Quality 

Would the project: 

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

Less Than Significant Impact. 

Short-Term Construction Stormwater Quality Impacts 

During the construction of the project, earthmoving activities on the project site would have the 
potential to contribute runoff that may contain sediment.  The project could disturb more than one 
acre of area (i.e., at the recharge facility site) and would be required to obtain coverage under the 
General Construction Permit for discharges of stormwater associated with construction activity.  
Additionally, the project would be required to prepare and implement a SWPPP.  The SWPPP would 
include erosion control and sediment control best management practices (BMPs), as well as other 
BMPs to maintain water quality during construction.  These requirements would ensure that the 
project would not result in significant impacts to water quality or waste discharge requirements 
during construction.  This impact will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying 
it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 
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Long-Term Project Stormwater Quality Impacts 

The proposed project would not increase the existing amount of stormwater runoff occurring on the 
project site.  The recharge facility has been designed to retain stormwater onsite.  The perimeter of the 
basins would consist of dirt slopes, which would reduce the amount of runoff generated from the 
recharge facility site.  Additionally, a maintenance road that would be along the perimeter of the dirt 
slopes would have a slight grade that would allow any runoff to drain into the basin.  Stormwater is 
anticipated to also flow from the top of the dirt slopes toward the property lines similar to the existing 
conditions.  The anticipated flow is expected to be less than current conditions. 

The basins would require periodic maintenance by heavy-construction equipment.  To reduce the 
potential for construction equipment to transfer sediment from the site to local City streets, steel grate 
would be provided at the entrance of the basin and BMPs would be implemented in accordance with 
the County of Riverside/City of Beaumont waste discharge requirements for stormwater.  Therefore, 
impacts associated with long-term stormwater quality would be less than significant.  This impact will 
not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially significant impact is 
presented during the scoping process.  

Long-Term Project Groundwater Quality Impacts  

The recharge facility would receive water from the SWP at the service connection facility.  The SWP 
water would be used to recharge the groundwater basin.  Turbidity can impact recharge projects, since 
sediment loads can reduce recharge rates.  However, the turbidity of the SWP water in the EBX, 
which is downstream of Lake Silverwood, is much less than on the SWP Aqueduct, and is not 
expected to cause clogging problems.  In addition, recharge projects have the potential to pollute 
groundwater basins, if the imported water is high in TDS, nitrates, or other pollutants.  However, the 
introduction of imported SWP water into the groundwater basin should not pose a water quality 
problem, as the SWP water is low in TDS and other constituents of concern.  The average TDS of 
water measured at Devil Canyon Afterbay near San Bernardino is about 250 mg/l over a 14-year 
period from 1990 to 2003, ranging from about 175 to 380 mg/l.  This average is lower than that of the 
extracted groundwater in the project vicinity.  Other constituents, such as nitrates, are well within 
Basin Plan objectives and drinking water maximum contaminant levels (MCL) standards. 

Since the SWP water is higher in quality than the existing groundwater, the proposed project would 
not result in the long-term impact on groundwater quality.  This issue will not be analyzed in the EIR 
unless new information identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the 
scoping process.  

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

No Impact.  The purpose of the project is to facilitate groundwater recharge.  The project would have 
a beneficial impact on groundwater supplies; therefore, no adverse impact would occur.  This issue 
will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially significant 
impact is presented during the scoping process.   

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? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed recharge facility will alter the existing, relatively flat 
topography and create five basins that have earthen slopes between the basins as well as around the 
perimeter of the entire recharge facility.  The majority of the current storm flow from the site is 
conveyed to the southwest.  Some stormwater will flow from the northeastern portion of the site into 
Noble Creek.  With the development of the five basins, much of the recharge facility site would 
contain the storm flows within the five basins.  The majority of the stormwater that flows from the 
perimeter of the earthen slopes to the project boundary would be conveyed to an existing storm drain 
located southwest of the site.  The amount of storm flow that would be directed to the existing storm 
drain would be less than under the existing conditions.  The amount of stormwater anticipated to flow 
from the perimeter of the northernmost basin that are adjacent to Noble Creek is not expected to be 
greater than the amount of existing stormwater that is conveyed to Noble Creek.  With a decrease in 
stormwater flows from the project site, there would be a decrease in potential erosion or 
sedimentation from the site.  The proposed alteration of the existing drainage pattern would not result 
in substantial erosion or sedimentation, and therefore, this impact would be less than significant. 

The pipeline alignment will include an underground pipeline and will not result in substantial erosion 
or sedimentation, and therefore, this impact would be less than significant. 

The service connection site is relatively flat and will include above and below ground facilities.  The 
placement of the proposed facilities will not result in substantial erosion or sedimentation, and 
therefore, this impact would be less than significant. 

The offsite triangular parcel will be potentially used for a staging area and/or for depositing soils.  
Should this parcel be used for soil disposal, soils deposits would be distributed throughout the site so 
that existing topography will not be substantially altered.  By maintaining the existing topography, 
drainage characteristics would remain similar to the existing conditions. 

This impact will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially 
significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 
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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? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As discussed in Impact Question 3.9.c), implementation of the 
proposed project will not increase flows off of the project site compared to existing conditions.  The 
purpose of the proposed recharge facility is to accept raw SWP water to recharge the groundwater 
basin, and therefore, there will be times that the proposed basins will be filled with the impaired 
water. 

Flooding is the covering of land that is not normally covered with water.  The aforementioned filling 
of the basins would not be considered flooding because, under normal circumstances, the basins 
would periodically be covered with water.  Additionally, flooding is not anticipated to occur due to 
the designed ability of the recharge facility to direct water to specific basins that have capacity to 
receive water.  As a result, the recharge facility’s site design, which would alter the existing drainage 
pattern, will not result in flooding on or off the recharge facility site. 

The pipeline alignment will include an underground pipeline and will not result in an alteration of the 
existing drainage pattern, and therefore, this impact would be less than significant. 

The service connection site is relatively flat and will include above and below ground facilities.  The 
placement of the proposed facilities will not result in an alteration of the existing drainage pattern, 
and therefore, this impact would be less than significant. 

The offsite triangular parcel will be potentially used for a staging area and/or for depositing soils.  
Should this parcel be used for soil disposal, soils deposits would be distributed throughout the site so 
that existing topography will not be substantially altered.  By maintaining the existing topography, 
drainage characteristics would remain similar to the existing conditions. 

This impact will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially 
significant impact is presented during the scoping process.  

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? 

No Impact.  As discussed in Impact Question 3.9.a) and 3.9.c), stormwater from a portion of the 
proposed basins as well as stormwater conveyed from along the outside perimeter of the basins is 
anticipated to be conveyed to an existing 36-inch storm drain line located southwest of the site.  
During storm events, there may be times that a portion of the water in the southwesternmost basin 
may need to be drained so that stormwater entering the basins will not cause an overflow condition.  
The amount of stormwater and basin water anticipated to be conveyed to the existing storm drain line 
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southwest of the site will be less than the amount of stormwater that is currently conveyed from the 
recharge facility site to the existing storm drain line.  The design capacity of this 36-inch storm drain 
is approximately 57.6 cubic feet per second (cfs).  Generally, a pervious parcel such as the recharge 
facility site will yield approximately one cfs per acre for a 100-year storm event.  Thus, under the 
worst case scenario, the 44-acre recharge facility site would currently yield a flow of roughly 44 cfs, 
which could be accommodated by the existing storm drain line.  Since the proposed recharge facility 
will reduce the amount of land that could contribute runoff from the site due to the proposed basins 
retaining stormwater that falls on the majority of the site, Stormwater runoff from the site would less 
than under existing conditions.  Therefore, the design of the proposed recharge facility would not 
result in an exceedance of the existing storm drain line.  Furthermore, the proposed design would not 
increase the potential for additional pollutants to runoff the site. 

The pipeline alignment will include an underground pipeline and will not result in an alteration of the 
existing drainage pattern or affect existing drainage facilities.  Therefore, this impact would be less 
than significant. 

The service connection site is relatively flat and will include above and below ground facilities.  The 
placement of the proposed facilities will not result in an alteration of the existing drainage pattern or 
affect existing drainage facilities.  Therefore, this impact would be less than significant. 

This issue will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially 
significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As discussed in Impact Question 3.8.a), the project would not 
substantially degrade water quality, and less than significant impacts would occur.  This issue will not 
be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially significant impact is 
presented during the scoping process. 

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

No Impact.  Since the proposed project does not include housing, the project would result in no 
impacts related to the placement of proposed housing within a 100-year flood hazard area.  This issue 
will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially significant 
impact is presented during the scoping process. 
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h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect 
flood flows? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  Based on a review of the County of Riverside GIS Database, a 
portion of the pipeline alignment, the entirety of the offsite triangular parcel, and potentially a small 
area in the northwestern portion of the recharge facility site may be located within a 100-year flood 
hazard area.  Since the pipeline will be located below ground, no long-term flood hazard impacts 
would occur.  Depending on the specific location of the proposed recharge facility improvements and 
current location of the 100-year flood zone, there may be potential significant impacts.  These impacts 
will be further discussed in the EIR. 

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? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  As discussed in Impact Question 3.9.h), a small portion of the 
proposed recharge facility could be located within a 100-year flood hazard area and could result in 
potential significant impacts.  These impacts will be discussed further in the EIR. 

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 

No Impact.  The location of the proposed recharge facilities is on relatively flat terrain, substantially 
inland from the ocean and not located in proximity of a large water body.  Therefore, there would be 
no impact due to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow.  These issues will not be analyzed in the 
EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the 
scoping process. 

10. Land Use and Planning 

Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established community? 

No Impact.  Following the construction phase of the proposed project, the pipeline would be located 
underground and would not include any aboveground improvements that could potentially divide any 
surrounding established community.  Additionally, the proposed recharge facility and service 
connection site would be constructed upon an undeveloped parcel that is not currently being used to 
connect an existing community.  Therefore, no impacts associated with division of an established 
community would occur. 
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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?   

No Impact.  The recharge facility site and offsite triangular parcel are located within the jurisdiction 
of the City of Beaumont.  The recharge facility site is zoned by the City as Specific Plan Area (SPA) 
and falls within the boundary of the Noble Creek Vistas Specific Plan.  This portion of the project site 
is designated by the City’s General Plan Land Use Map as Single-Family Residential. 

The pipeline project site occurs within the jurisdiction of the County of Riverside.  The pipeline 
project site traverses areas zoned by the County as General Commercial (C-1/C-P), Residential 
Agricultural (R-A), One Family Dwellings (R-1), Multiple-Family Dwellings (R-2), General 
Residential (R-3), and Light Agriculture (A-1).  The areas surrounding this portion of the project site 
is designated by the County’s General Plan Land Use Map as Commercial Retail, Medium Density 
Residential, and Rural Community - Very Low Density Residential.  The pipeline project site is also 
located within the County’s General Plan’s Pass Area Plan.  In addition, the City of Beaumont has 
designated Beaumont Avenue south of Brookside Avenue as a divided collector.  The County of 
Riverside has designated Beaumont Avenue south of Cherry Valley Road as a major collector and 
north of Cherry Valley Road as a secondary roadway.  Orchard Street is also designated as a 
secondary roadway. 

The service connection site is also located within the jurisdiction of the County of Riverside.  The 
service connection site is zoned by the County as Residential Agriculture, One-family Dwelling (R-
A-1).  This site is also designated as Rural Residential on the County’s General Plan Land Use Map. 

Per California Government Code Section 53091(d): 

Building ordinances of a county or city shall not apply to the location or construction of 
facilities for the production, generation, storage, treatment, or transmission of water, 
wastewater, or electrical energy by a local agency. 

Additionally, California Government Code Section 53091(e) establishes that: 

Zoning ordinances of a county or city shall not apply to the location or construction of 
facilities for the production, generation, storage, treatment, or transmission of water, or for 
the production or generation of electrical energy, facilities that are subject to Section 12808.5 
of the Public Utilities Code, or electrical substations in an electrical transmission system that 
receives electricity at less than 100,000 volts.  Zoning ordinances of a county or city shall 
apply to the location or construction of facilities for the storage or transmission of electrical 
energy by a local agency, if the zoning ordinances make provision for those facilities. 
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In accordance with Sections 53091(d) and 53091(e) of the California Government Code, the proposed 
recharge facility, pipeline, and service connection facility, and offsite triangular parcel are exempt 
from the provisions of the City of Beaumont and County of Riverside’s Land Use Plan and Zoning 
Ordinance.  

Although SGWPA is not bound by the provisions in the Specific Plan, the following design features 
that are included in the Specific Plan are proposed to be incorporated as part of the proposed project. 

• A 40-foot landscape buffer from the western edge of the Beaumont Avenue right-of-way into 
the proposed recharge facility site. 

 

• A 25-foot permeable surface around each deodar cedar tree (except where the distance between 
tree and road is less than 25 feet to the street). 

 
The proposed facilities would not conflict with applicable land use or zoning of the City of Beaumont 
or the County of Riverside. 

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural communities 
conservation plan? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  As described in Impact Section 3.4, Biological Resources, the 
Western Riverside County MSHCP is a comprehensive, multi-jurisdictional HCP focusing on 
conservation of species and their associated habitats in western Riverside County.  The MSHCP Plan 
Area includes the City of Beaumont.  Since the proposed project could potentially impact sensitive 
species and/or habitat occurring on or adjacent to the project site, the project could potentially conflict 
with the provisions of the MSHCP.  As a result, a biological assessment will be prepared to determine 
the proposed project’s consistency with the MSHCP, and the resulting analysis will be incorporated 
into the EIR. 

11. Mineral Resources 

Would the project: 

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

Less Than Significant Impact.  The project area is located within a Mineral Resource Zone (MRZ) 
3, as designated by the State Mining and Geology Board (SMGB).  The SMGB defines a MRZ-3 as 
an area where the available geologic information indicates that mineral deposits are likely to exist, 
although the significance of the deposit is undetermined.  According to the Resource Management 
Element of the City of Beaumont General Plan, although there are potential aggregate resources 
located adjacent to the drainage areas found in the western portion of the City of Beaumont, there are 
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currently no significant mineral extraction operations in the City.  The proposed recharge site is not 
located in an area of potential aggregate resources, and does not occur within the Mineral Resource 
Overlay (MRO) zone as identified on the City’s Zoning Map.  The pipeline includes a linear 
excavation that is located under roadways and would not impact known aggregate resources.  Finally, 
the proposed service connection site is not located on a site known to contain significant aggregate 
resources.  Therefore, less than significant impacts associated with the availability of a known 
mineral resource would occur. 

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

Less Than Significant Impact.  As discussed in Impact Question 3.11.a), the project site is located 
within a MRZ-3, as designated by the SMGB, and outside of the portion of the City of Beaumont 
identified as potentially containing aggregate or other resources.  The sites of the proposed facilities 
are not located in areas of known significant aggregate resources.  Therefore, less than significant 
impacts associated with the availability of a locally-important mineral resource would occur. 

12. Noise 

Would the project result in: 

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

Potentially Significant Impact.  The use of construction equipment and vehicles on and off the 
project site during the construction phase of the proposed project, as well as the use of equipment 
such as pumps during the operational phase, could potentially expose persons to and/or generate noise 
levels in excess of standards.  These standards are established by the Safety Element of the City of 
Beaumont General Plan; Chapter 9.02, Noise Control, of the City of Beaumont Municipal Code; the 
Noise Element of the County of Riverside General Plan; and Riverside County Ordinance No. 847, 
Regulating Noise in Riverside County.  Therefore, impacts associated with exposure of persons to or 
generation of noise levels in excess of established standards could be potentially significant.  As a 
result, a noise assessment will be prepared to analyze noise levels associated with the proposed 
project, and the resulting analysis will be incorporated into the EIR. 

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

Potentially Significant Impact.  During the construction phase of the proposed project, construction 
activities on the project site, as well as the transporting of materials and equipment along local roads 
via large vehicles, could potentially expose persons to and/or generate groundborne vibration and/or 
noise levels in excess of industry standards.  Therefore, impacts associated with exposure of persons 
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to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration and/or noise levels could be potentially 
significant.  As such, a noise assessment will be prepared to analyze groundborne vibration and noise 
levels associated with the proposed project, and the resulting analysis will be incorporated into the 
EIR. 

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

Potentially Significant Impact.  As discussed in Impact Question 3.12.a), the use of equipment such 
as pumps during the operational phase of the proposed project could potentially result in a substantial 
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity.  Therefore, long-term impacts 
associated with ambient noise levels could be potentially significant.  As a result, a noise assessment 
will be prepared to analyze ambient noise levels associated with the proposed project, and the 
resulting analysis will be incorporated into the EIR. 

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

Potentially Significant Impact.  As discussed in Impact Question 3.12.a), the use of construction 
equipment and vehicles on and off the project site during the construction phase of the proposed 
project could potentially result in a substantial temporary increase in ambient noise levels in the 
project vicinity.  Therefore, short-term impacts associated with ambient noise levels could be 
potentially significant.  As such, a noise assessment will be prepared to analyze ambient noise levels 
associated with the proposed project, and the resulting analysis will be incorporated into the EIR. 

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 
expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

No Impact.  The nearest public airport to the project site is Banning Municipal Airport, which is 
located approximately 7 miles southeast of the site in the City of Banning.  According to the Noise 
Contours Compatibility Map contained in the Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission’s 
Riverside County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, the project site occurs outside of any 
designated Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) Compatibility Contour.  Therefore, no 
impacts associated with public airport noise would occur.  This impact will not be analyzed in the 
EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the 
scoping process. 



San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency 
Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility and Pipeline 
Initial Study Discussion of Environmental Evaluation 
 

 
Michael Brandman Associates 53 
H:\Client (PN-JN)\3178\31780004\IS\31780004 Beaumont IS 11-13-2012.doc 

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? 

No Impact.  There are no private airstrips located within a 20-mile radius of the project site.  
Therefore, no impacts associated with private airstrip noise would occur.  This impact will not be 
analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially significant impact is 
presented during the scoping process. 

13. Population and Housing 

Would the project: 

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

Potentially Significant Impact.  The proposed project could potentially indirectly induce population 
growth in the SGPWA service area.  As a result, this potential impact will be addressed in the Growth 
Inducement section of the EIR. 

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

No Impact.  There are currently no existing housing units located on the recharge facility site, the 
service connection site, or the offsite triangular parcel.  Therefore, no impacts associated with the 
displacement of existing housing would occur.  This issue will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new 
information identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 

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

No Impact.  As discussed in Impact Question 3.13.b), the proposed recharge site, service connection 
site, and offsite triangular parcel do not contain any existing residences.  As such, no people are 
presently residing on the sites of the proposed facilities.  Thus, no people would be displaced as a 
result of the proposed project.  Therefore, no impacts associated with the displacement of people 
would occur.  This issue will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a 
potentially significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 

14. Public Services 

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new 
or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to 
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maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the 
public services: 

a) Fire protection? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Fire protection and emergency medical services in the City of 
Beaumont are provided by the Riverside County Fire Department (RCFD). 

The proposed project would not include improvements that would increase calls for service to the 
sites of the proposed facilities, or otherwise increase the need for increased RCFD facilities.  The 
proposed project does not involve the development of land uses that typically increase the need for 
fire protection and emergency medical services, including residential, commercial, or industrial uses.  
No persons would be residing or employed full-time on the sites of the proposed facilities, which 
would reduce the chance for increase RCFD services to the sites. 

Additionally, the proposed project would develop two currently undeveloped parcels, removing 
ruderal brush and scattered debris in the process, reducing the opportunity for wildland fire and the 
need for RCFD services to the sites.  Therefore, impacts associated with the construction of new, or 
the expansion of existing, RCFD facilities would be less than significant.  This impact will not be 
analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially significant impact is 
presented during the scoping process. 

b) Police protection? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Police protection services in the City of Beaumont are provided by 
the Beaumont Police Department (BPD).  According to the BPD, the City maintains a service ratio of 
two sworn officers per every 1,000 residents. 

The proposed project would not include improvements that would increase calls for service to the 
project site, or otherwise increase the need for increased BPD facilities.  The proposed project does 
not involve the development of land uses that typically increase the need for police protection service, 
including residential, commercial, or industrial uses.  No persons would be residing or employed full-
time on the sites of the proposed facilities, which would reduce the chance for increase BPD service 
to the sites. 

Additionally, in its existing condition, the sites presently consist of undeveloped parcels that are 
accessible to unauthorized users.  The proposed project would include construction of a fence/wall 
around the proposed facilities, which would limit access to the facilities while also reducing the calls 
for service regarding trespassing, loitering, vandalism, and similar offenses to the facilities.  
Therefore, impacts associated with the construction of new or the expansion of existing BPD facilities 
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would be less than significant.  This impact will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information 
identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 

c) Schools? 

No Impact.  Elementary, Intermediate, or High School educational services in the City of Beaumont 
are provided by the Beaumont Unified School District (BUSD). 

The proposed project does not involve the development of land uses such as residential uses that 
typically generate students, and thus the need for new or expanded school facilities.  Therefore, no 
impacts associated with the construction of new or the expansion of existing BUSD facilities would 
occur.  This issue will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a 
potentially significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 

d) Parks? 

No Impact.  The City of Beaumont’s Community Services Department operates and maintains 
thirteen public parks located throughout the City.  Current park facilities include various 
neighborhood, community, and sports parks.  According to the Noble Creek Vistas Specific Plan, the 
City maintains a standard of 5 acres of fully improved and usable park space for every 1,000 
residents. 

The County of Riverside operates and maintains 35 regional parks encompassing 22,317 acres.  The 
County’s service ratio goal is 3 acres of parkland per 1,000 population. 

The proposed project does not involve the development of land uses such as residential uses that 
typically increase park patronage, resulting in the need for new or expanded park facilities.  
Therefore, no impacts associated with the construction of new or the expansion of existing park 
facilities would occur.  This issue will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying 
it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the scoping process.  

e) Other public facilities? 

No Impact.  Various public facilities, including libraries, community centers, and hospitals are 
located throughout the project vicinity.   

The proposed project does not involve the development of land uses such as residential that typically 
increase the usage of these and other public facilities, resulting in the need for new or expanded 
public facilities.  Therefore, no impacts associated with the construction of new or the expansion of 
existing public facilities would occur.  This issue will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new 
information identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the scoping process.  
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15. Recreation 

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

No Impact.  As discussed in Impact Section 3.14, Public Services, the proposed project does not 
involve the development of land uses such as residential uses that typically increase patronage at park 
and recreational facilities.  Therefore, no impacts associated with the increased usage of existing 
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities would occur.  This issue will not be 
analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially significant impact is 
presented during the scoping process.  

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? 

No Impact.  The implementation of the proposed facilities would not include recreational facilities 
because the proposed water facilities do not create a demand for recreational facilities.  Therefore, no 
impacts associated with recreational facilities would occur.  This issue will not be analyzed in the EIR 
unless new information identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the 
scoping process.  

16. Transportation/Traffic 

Would the 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? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Circulation Elements of the City of Beaumont and County of 
Riverside General Plans establishes measures of effectiveness for the performance of the City’s 
circulation system through level of service (LOS) standards.  Both the construction and operational 
phases of the proposed project would generate traffic that could potentially conflict the LOS 
standards established by the Circulation Element.  Therefore, impacts associated with established 
measures of effectiveness for circulation system performance could be potentially significant.  As a 
result, a traffic assessment will be prepared to analyze the traffic impacts associated with the 
proposed project and the resulting analysis will be incorporated into the EIR. 
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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? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  According to the Riverside County Transportation Commission’s 
2011 Riverside County Congestion Management Program (CMP), the nearest CMP roadway is I-10.  
The majority of the construction and operational activities associated with the project will result in 
local traffic because the grading and excavation activities associated with the proposed recharge 
facility is expected to be balanced, and the grading and excavation activities associated with the 
pipeline and service connection site are anticipated to use either a site immediately north of Noble 
Creek, east of Mountainview Channel, and south of Brookside Avenue or the service connection site.  
Although the proposed project is anticipated to result in nominal trips onto I-10, the traffic assessment 
will provide a discussion of the potential affect of project traffic on the I-10.  A traffic assessment will 
be prepared to analyze the traffic impacts associated with the proposed project and the resulting 
analysis will be incorporated into the EIR. 

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 safety risks? 

No Impact.  The nearest public airport to the project site is Banning Municipal Airport, which is 
located approximately seven miles southeast of the site in the City of Banning.  Additionally, there 
are no private airstrips located within a 20-mile radius of the project site.  According to the 
Compatibility Map contained in the Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission’s Riverside 
County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, the project site occurs outside of any designated 
Compatibility Contour.  The proposed project would not include any improvement that would occur 
at a height that could potentially interfere with air traffic patterns.  Therefore, no impacts associated 
with air traffic patterns would occur.  This issue will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new 
information identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 

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

No Impact.  The proposed project does not include any roadway improvements that involve sharp 
curves or dangerous intersections, and would not introduce incompatible uses to the project area.  
Therefore, no impacts would occur.  This issue will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new 
information identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the scoping process.  

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project’s short-term construction and long-term 
operational phases would not interfere with the area emergency access.  Construction materials and 
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equipment associated with the recharge facility would be stored on the recharge facility site and/or the 
offsite triangular parcel located south of Brookside Avenue, north of Noble Creek, and east of the 
Mountain View Channel.  Construction materials and equipment associated with the pipeline would 
be stored within the portion of the roadway right-of-way that would be closed to vehicular traffic and 
would include barriers to separate construction activities from traffic.  The materials and equipment 
associated with the service connection site would be stored on the service connection site.  Since all 
construction materials and equipment associated with the proposed project would be physically 
separated from vehicular access, no impacts to emergency access would occur from the temporary 
storage of construction materials and equipment. 

As discussed in Impact Question 3.8.g), construction activities associated with the proposed recharge 
facility and the service connection facility will be located off of the public street system and would 
not interfere with emergency access. 

Construction of the pipeline will result in the temporary closure of the southbound lane along the 
existing two-lane Beaumont Avenue and potentially the eastbound lane along the two-lane Orchard 
Street in the area of construction.  These lane closures would occur as excavation, placement, and 
backfilling activities occur.  In areas where jack and bore activities are proposed such as at the 
Mountain View Channel and Noble Creek, a lane will also be closed.  Since Beaumont Avenue and 
Orchard Street have dirt shoulders, there is a possibility for emergency vehicles to pass in the area of 
the lane closure.  The construction activities associated with the pipeline would result in less than 
significant impacts to emergency access. 

This impact will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially 
significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 

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

Less Than Significant Impact.  The City of Beaumont Bike and Pedestrian Facilities Master Plan, 
the City’s Master Trails and Wildlife Corridor Plan, the Circulation Element of the County of 
Riverside General Plan, and the County’s Pass Area Plan establish the location of existing and 
planned pedestrian, bicycle, equestrian, and multipurpose trails throughout the project area.  An 
existing multipurpose trail is located along the western edge of Beaumont Avenue south of Cherry 
Valley Boulevard.  Additionally, both the Bike and Pedestrian Facilities Master Plan and the Noble 
Creek Vistas Specific Plan outline existing and proposed Class I and II bikeways located along 
Beaumont Avenue, Cougar Way, and both sides of Noble Creek, as well as a proposed multipurpose 
trail located between the proposed recharge facility site and the southern edge of Noble Creek.  
Moreover, the County’s General Plan and Pass Area Plan identify a regional trail that follows the 
alignment of Noble Creek. 
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Additionally, the City of Beaumont Transit System, along with the City of Banning Transit, operates 
the Pass Transit System, which provides service throughout the project area.  The City of Beaumont 
Transit system operates eight fixed routes and one commuter link to the City of Calimesa and the San 
Bernardino Metrolink station, as well as Dial-A-Ride and curb-to-curb services for the disabled and 
seniors. 

Short-Term Construction Impacts 

Construction of the pipeline would require temporary southbound lane closures of individual 
segments (e.g. Brookside Avenue to Cherry Valley Boulevard, Cheery Valley Boulevard to Vineland 
Street) of Beaumont Avenue for approximately one to two weeks at a time.  Closure of these 
segments would affect the existing Class II bike lane located along the southbound lane of Beaumont 
Avenue and the existing multipurpose trail located along the western edge of Beaumont Avenue.  
During these closures, signage would be used to inform bicyclists, pedestrians, and equestrians of the 
closure and of alternative routes.  For example, users needing to traverse Beaumont Avenue could be 
directed to Noble Street as an alternative route.  As the nearest north/south trending roadway to 
Beaumont Avenue, Noble Street would provide users a continuous connection between Brookside 
Avenue and Orchard Street, while not adding substantial commute time. 

Additionally, construction of the pipeline would occur during the summer months when Beaumont 
High School, Mountain View Middle School, and other nearby schools are closed for summer recess, 
which would reduce the number of bicyclists and pedestrians using the bike lane and multipurpose 
trail.  Therefore, short-term construction impacts associated with bicycle and pedestrian facilities 
would be less than significant. 

Moreover, while Pass Transit bus service along Beaumont Avenue could be affected by the temporary 
lane closures, bus service could still use Beaumont Avenue as a bus route.  The specific locations of 
certain Pass Transit bus stops are located along Cherry Valley Boulevard and Cougar Way in the 
immediate vicinity of Beaumont Avenue. These bus stops would not be directly affected by the 
proposed construction. Therefore, short-term construction impacts associated with public transit 
facilities would be less than significant. 

Long-Term Project Impacts 

Operation of the proposed project would not affect the existing portions of the aforementioned 
pedestrian, bicycle, equestrian, and multipurpose facilities because the recharge facility and service 
connection facility are proposed on lands that are not designated with transit, bicycle, or pedestrian 
uses.  The pipeline would be located below ground surface, and therefore, the project would not affect 
transit.  Impacts associated with the implementation of the proposed project would result in less than 
significant impacts associated with pedestrian, bicycle, equestrian, and multipurpose trails.  This 
impact will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially 
significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 
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17. Utilities and Service Systems 

Would the project: 

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

No Impact.  Implementation of the proposed project would not exceed wastewater treatment 
requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board.  The operation of the proposed 
project would not create a need for additional levels of wastewater service.  Therefore, the proposed 
project would not exceed wastewater treatment requirements.  This impact will not be analyzed in the 
EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the 
scoping process. 

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? 

No Impact.  The implementation of the proposed project includes water facilities.  The 
implementation of the proposed water facilities would not result in the need for the construction of 
additional water facilities or any wastewater treatment facilities.  Therefore the proposed project 
would result in no impact.  This issue will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information 
identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 

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? 

No Impact.  The proposed project includes the installation of storm drain facilities at the recharge 
facility site.  The storm drain facilities will be connected to the existing underground storm drain 
located southwest of the recharge site.  Flows from the proposed recharge facility are expected to be 
less than or equal to the amount of existing storm flow to the existing storm drain.  During storm 
events, there may be times that a portion of the water in the southwesternmost basin may need to be 
drained so that stormwater entering the basins will not cause an overflow condition.  The amount of 
stormwater and basin water anticipated to be conveyed to the existing storm drain line southwest of 
the site will be less than the amount of stormwater that is currently conveyed from the recharge 
facility site to the existing storm drain line.  The design capacity of this 36-inch storm drain is 
approximately 57.6 cubic feet per second (cfs).  Generally, a pervious parcel such as the recharge 
facility site will yield approximately one cfs per acre for a 100-year storm event.  Thus, under the 
worst case scenario, the 44-acre recharge facility site could yield a flow of roughly 44 cfs, which 
could be accommodated by the existing storm drain line.  Since the proposed recharge facility will 
reduce the amount of land that could contribute runoff from the site due to the proposed basins 
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retaining stormwater that falls on the majority of the site, Stormwater runoff from the site would less 
than under existing conditions. Therefore, the design of the proposed recharge facility would not 
result in an exceedance of the existing storm drain line and an expansion of this existing drainage 
facility would not be required.  This issue will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information 
identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the scoping process.  

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

No Impact.  In part, the proposed project would convey raw, imported water from the East Branch of 
the SWP to the SGPWA service area to facilitate groundwater recharge of the presently overdrawn 
groundwater table.  This groundwater would be available to regional water purveyors with the rights 
to withdraw water from the local groundwater supply.  In and of itself, however, the proposed project 
would not introduce new uses or activities that would create a demand for increased water supplies.  
Therefore, no impacts would occur.  This issue will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new 
information identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 

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? 

No Impact.  The proposed project would not include any improvements that generate wastewater or 
subsequently require wastewater treatment such as restroom or kitchen facilities.  None of the 
improvements constructed as part of the proposed project would require connection with the 
municipal sewer system.  Therefore, no impacts would occur.  This issue will not be analyzed in the 
EIR unless new information identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the 
scoping process.  

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

Less Than Significant Impact.  The solid waste collection in the project area is currently served by 
permitted landfills in the project region, including the Lambs Canyon Sanitary Landfill, which is 
located just outside of the City of Beaumont along SR-79.  The 353-acre Lambs Canyon Sanitary 
Landfill has a permitted disposal area of 144 acres, a permitted capacity of 3,000 tons per day, and a 
remaining permitted capacity of 18,955,000 cubic yards. 

Construction activities associated with the proposed facilities may generate solid waste that could be 
required to be deposited at a landfill.  However, the majority of the excavated soil associated with the 
project will either be deposited on the recharge facility site, the site located north of Noble Creek, east 
of the Mountain View Channel, and south of Brookside Avenue, or at the service connection site. 
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Operations of the proposed facilities are anticipated to create nominal amount of solid waste during 
maintenance of the facilities. 

Therefore, the implementation of the proposed project would result in a less than significant impact 
on existing landfill capacities.  This impact will not be analyzed in the EIR unless new information 
identifying it as a potentially significant impact is presented during the scoping process. 

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste? 

No Impact.  All collection, transportation, and disposal of any solid waste generated by the proposed 
project would comply with all applicable federal, state, and local statutes and regulations.  Prior to 
entering into a landfill facility, solid waste collection service providers would be required to comply 
with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste.  Therefore, the 
implementation of the proposed project would result in a less than significant impact of statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste. 

18. Mandatory Findings of Significance 

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

Potentially Significant Impact.  The proposed project could potentially have significant impacts on 
the environment, biological resources, and/or cultural resources.  As a result, the proposed project’s 
affect on the environment, biological resources, and cultural resources will be analyzed in the EIR. 

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable?  (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a 
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the 
effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects)? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The proposed project could potentially have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively considerable.  As such, potentially cumulative impacts will be 
addressed in the EIR. 
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c) Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial adverse 
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The proposed project could potentially have significant impacts on 
the environment that would substantial directly and/or indirectly adversely affect human beings.  As a 
result, the proposed project’s affect on the environment will be analyzed in the EIR. 
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A.2 - Comments on IS/NOP 
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