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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Introduction

This document is the second Addendum to the Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) for the
Cadiz Valley Water Conservation, Recovery and Storage Project (Cadiz Project) as certified on July 31,
2012 (SCH No. 2011031002) pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Cadiz
Project, as described in the Final EIR, involves a long-term groundwater management program for the
closed groundwater basin underlying Cadiz Real Estate LLC (Cadiz Real Estate) property that would
allow for both the beneficial use of some of the groundwater (Phase 1) and storage of imported surface
water in the groundwater basin (Phase 2). The Cadiz Project, including Phase 1 and a programmatic
overview of Phase 2, was approved by the Santa Margarita Water District (SMWD) acting as lead agency
on July 31, 2012.

The first Addendum to the Final EIR (Addendum No. 1), adopted by Fenner Valley Water Authority
(FVWA) acting as lead agency in 2019, assessed the construction of a water treatment system on Cadiz
property and minor modifications to the Southern Pipeline route. FVWA—a joint powers authority (JPA)
comprised of San Bernardino County, the Fenner Gap Mutual Water Company (FGMWC), and SMWD
(managing member of FVWA)—has prepared this Addendum No. 2 to evaluate the construction of
facilities necessary to convert the Northern Pipeline, an existing underground natural gas pipeline, into a
water conveyance pipeline (Northern Pipeline Project, or NPP). The use of the existing Northern Pipeline
for water conveyance, between the Fenner Valley and the Antelope Valley in California, was previously
assessed in the Final EIR as a Project Facility Alternative. The existing 217-mile underground pipeline
traverses the Mojave Desert as shown in Figure 1 to Wheeler Ridge, California in western Kern County
crossing lands managed by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), other federal agencies, private
owners, as well as the state of California. The use of this Northern Pipeline would serve as an additional
component of the Cadiz Project as part of Phase 1. FVWA, FGMWC and Cadiz intend to enter into a
Memorandum of Understanding for Lease and Operation of Cadiz Northern Pipeline Water Delivery
Facilities in order to set forth the terms and conditions upon which Cadiz, FGMWC and FVWA will
cooperate in the development of the Northern Pipeline and necessary capital improvements.

The Cadiz Project has been proposed to actively manage the groundwater basin underlying a portion of
the Cadiz and Fenner Valleys located in the eastern Mojave Desert portion of San Bernardino County,
California, to conserve water that would otherwise evaporate from the Bristol and Cadiz Dry Lakes,
providing a new water source for participating entities. Cadiz Real Estate LLC, a wholly owned
subsidiary of Cadiz Inc., owns approximately 35,000 acres of mostly contiguous land in the Cadiz and
Fenner Valleys. The Cadiz Project would construct an array of groundwater extraction wells and pumps, a
wellfield manifold piping system, monitoring features, and other appurtenances on Cadiz property.
FGMWC would carry-out operation of the wellfield as well and manage the groundwater basin. FVWA
would carry out and supervise the Northern and Southern Pipeline facilities.
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Northern Pipeline

Figure 1
Fenner Valley Water Authority Project Pipeline Overview



Project Description

The Final EIR addressed the potentially significant adverse environmental impacts of implementing Phase
1, including constructing the Project facilities and operating the wellfield to deliver an average of 50,000
acre-feet per year (AFY) over 50 years to the Colorado River Aqueduct (CRA) via the Southern Pipeline.

The FVWA was the Lead Agency for Addendum No.1 and was identified as the Lead Agency for further
actions related to the implementation of the Project. The Final EIR evaluated use of the Northern Pipeline
to convey water as a Project Facility Alternative for Phase 1 called the “Existing Natural Gas Pipeline
Alternative Route” as excerpted below from page 7-14 of the 2012 Draft EIR.

Project Facilities Alternatives

2. Existing Natural Gas Pipeline Alternative Route. This alternative involves use of an existing,
unused natural gas pipeline that runs past the Cadiz Property to Barstow (and on to Wheeler
Ridge). This pipeline has capacity for approximately 30,000 AFY of water. The pipeline extends
approximately 100 miles between the Project site and Barstow. The pipeline would require
rehabilitation and upgrades including construction of up to 5 pump stations between the Cadiz
Property and Barstow, installation of air valves at approximately half mile intervals along the
pipeline route, and eventual pipeline lining.

Since the certification of the Final EIR, FVWA has continued to evaluate the potential to utilize the
Northern Pipeline as a means of conveying water in either direction between the Antelope Valley and the
Fenner Valley, including points in between such as the Barstow area. Use of the Northern Pipeline allows
water providers in the Barstow area and in the Antelope Valley to participate in the Cadiz Project and also
diversifies the potential of the Cadiz Project to deliver water supply to State Water Project recipient
communities throughout Southern California by exchange. This Addendum No. 2 provides a description
of the construction and operational requirements associated with use of the Northern Pipeline facility
(proposed project) to meet the objectives of the Cadiz Project, provides a detailed assessment of potential
environmental impacts associated with preparation and use of the Northern Pipeline to support the Cadiz
Project, and compares the analysis with the conclusions of the Final EIR as well as Addendum No. 1 to
determine the appropriate CEQA compliance documentation. The Northern Pipeline would provide an
additional route for water conveyance but not alter the total supply capacity of the Cadiz Project, which
would remain an average of 50,000 AFY over 50 years. FVWA would not construct the Northern and
Southern Pipeline simultaneously. Thus, the analysis in this Addendum is focused on the environmental
impacts associated with a separate construction period for the Northern Pipeline and potential joint
operation with the Southern Pipeline.

Cadiz Project Overview

Underlying the Cadiz and Fenner Valleys and the adjacent Bristol Valley is a vast groundwater basin that
holds an estimated 17 to 34 million acre-feet (MAF) of high groundwater. Within this closed basin
system, groundwater percolates and migrates downward from the higher elevations in the watersheds
surrounding the Project area and eventually flows to Bristol and Cadiz Dry Lakes. The surrounding
watersheds, Fenner, Orange Blossom Wash, Bristol, and Cadiz, span over 2,700 square miles. The Dry
Lakes represent the low point in the closed watershed basin, meaning that all surface and groundwater
within the watersheds eventually flows down gradient to these Dry Lake areas and not beyond. Once the
groundwater reaches the Dry Lake areas, it mixes with the highly saline groundwater zone under the lake
beds and is trapped in the salt sink, and thus becomes no longer suitable, or available to support municipal
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beneficial uses. A portion of this water evaporates through the dry lakebed and is lost from the
groundwater basin and is therefore also unable to support beneficial uses.

The Cadiz Project allows the development and export of an annual average of 50,000 AFY for 50 years
(2,500,000 AF cumulatively) of water from the groundwater aquifer in the Cadiz Valley area of the
Mojave Desert. The Final EIR provided that additional project participants may join the Project at any
time subject to the established Project capacity. In any given year, groundwater extractions could be as
much as 75,000 AF or as little as 25,000 AF, but extractions will never exceed an annual average of
50,000 AFY. The Final EIR addressed the impacts of constructing the Project facilities and operating the
planned groundwater pumping and supply delivery of an average of 50,000 AFY over 50 years, including
a single year maximum of 75,000 AF. The conveyance of water through the Northern Pipeline now
contemplated would not preclude the development of the 43-mile Southern Pipeline as well. However, the
total supply capacity of the Cadiz Project would remain the same, averaging 50,000 AFY total over a 50-
year period, with a maximum single-year delivery of 25,000 AFY through the Northern Pipeline and
25,000 AFY through the Southern Pipeline. To convey the full 50,000 AFY through the Southern
Pipeline while simultaneously pumping 25,000 AFY through the Northern Pipeline (matching the single
year maximum), a portion of the power demand would be supplied with cleaner energy technologies such
as linear generators or fuel cells sufficient to limit total project operational emissions below daily
significance thresholds established by the Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District (MDAQMD).

The Final EIR also evaluated a second phase of the Cadiz Project, the Imported Water Storage
Component, that would make available up to 1 MAF of groundwater storage space in the basin to be used
as part of a conjunctive use project, which is consistent with State policy favoring and supporting
conjunctive use projects (California Water Code § 79170 et. seq.). Under the Imported Water Storage
Component, water would be conveyed to recharge basins in the Fenner Valley to percolate into the
ground for storage and future withdrawal as a dry-year supply. The Imported Water Storage Component
was evaluated in the Final EIR at a programmatic level in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section
15168, because the potential quantity and schedule for spreading, storage, and extraction is still under
conceptual development, the participants have not yet been identified, and it would be implemented at a
later date. A similar project proposed by the Metropolitan called the “Cadiz Groundwater Storage and
Dry-Year Supply Program” was analyzed in detail in 2001, but is likewise not proposed or evaluated as
part of the NPP.

Purpose and Need

The use of the Northern Pipeline for the transport of water is needed to increase water conveyance and
storage infrastructure in this region and to enhance flexibility and resiliency of the water supply system in
California. Both the State Water Project and Colorado River have been subject to mandatory, emergency
conservation measures during severe and prolonged drought conditions and such conditions can limit
access to alternative, reliable water particularly in many rural, underserved and disadvantaged
communities.

The purpose of converting the use of the existing Northern Pipeline from oil to water conveyance is to
provide state and regional water agencies a mechanism to convey and store water more flexibly
throughout the region. The change of use would make alternative water supplies and storage available to
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communities across California, through direct deliveries for systems connected to the Northern Pipeline,
as well as through transfers and exchanges between other local agency conveyance facilities that are
connected. Increased flexibility through the conveyance of water in the Northern Pipeline offers state and
regional water agencies the opportunity to better meet regional water needs including the needs of low-
income disadvantaged communities.

The conveyance of water through the Northern Pipeline would contribute to increased resiliency of
California’s water system. California’s existing water conveyance system is vulnerable to a myriad of
risks, including those posed by earthquakes, flooding and climate change. To help mitigate these threats,
additional means of conveying water are needed. Changing the use of the Northern Pipeline to enable the
transfer of water would contribute to the further diversification of California’s water conveyance system
and thereby enhancing the State’s water conveyance resilience. Operation of the Northern Pipeline would
be year-round.

Objectives of the Cadiz Valley Water Conservation,
Recovery, and Storage Project

The California Constitution mandates maximizing the reasonable and beneficial use of water and the
avoidance of waste. The fundamental purpose of the Project is to save substantial quantities of
groundwater that are presently being wasted and lost to evaporation by natural processes. In the absence
of this Project, approximately 3 MAF of groundwater presently held in storage between the proposed
wellfield and the Dry Lakes will become saline and evaporate over the next 100 years. By strategically
managing groundwater levels, the Project would conserve up to 2 MAF of this water, retrieving it from
storage before it is lost to evaporation. The conservation opportunity is unique and garners special
emphasis. The proposed conservation is not dependent upon future rainfall, snowpack or the needs and
demands of others: the groundwater is already in storage. Moreover, the conservation and resulting water
supply augmentation can be achieved independently from the environmental and regulatory conditions
that generally constrain the importation of water to Southern California. The geographic isolation of the
groundwater makes it non-tributary to the Colorado River system, and therefore eligible for distinctive
treatment under federal regulations that may unlock additional complementary storage opportunities, both
within the Cadiz Groundwater Basin and in Lake Mead.

The Project makes available a reliable water supply for project participants, to supplement or replace
existing supplies and enhance dry-year supply reliability. This will also aid nonparticipating agencies by a
like amount by increasing the available supply and reducing the overall demand on the system. Both the
SWP and Colorado River water supplies are experiencing reductions from historic deliveries. As a result,
Southern California water providers are looking for affordable new supplies to replace or augment current
supplies and enhance dry-year supply reliability. The Project would optimize the reasonable and
beneficial use of water within the aquifer system in a sustainable fashion— conserving water that would
otherwise be wasted—to create a local water supply alternative for Southern California water providers.

The objectives for this Project are as follows:

e Maximize beneficial use of groundwater in the Bristol, Cadiz, and Fenner Valleys by conserving and
using water that would otherwise be lost to brine and evaporation;
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e Improve water supply reliability for Southern California water providers by developing a long-term
source of water that is not significantly affected by drought;

e Reduce dependence on imported water by utilizing a source of water that is not dependent upon
surface water resources from the Colorado River or the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta;

¢ Enhance dry-year water supply reliability within the service areas of SMWD and other project
participants;

e Enhance water supply opportunities and delivery flexibility for SMWD and other participating water
providers through the provision of carry-over storage and, for Phase II, imported water storage;

e Support operational water needs of the Arizona and California Railroad in the Project area;
e Create additional water storage capacity in Southern California to enhance water supply reliability;

e Locate, design, and operate the Project in a manner that minimizes significant environmental effects
and provides for long-term sustainable operations.

Northern Pipeline Background

The 217-mile Northern Pipeline is a 30” idle, steel underground pipeline that extends from Cadiz to
Wheeler Ridge, California. The Northern Pipeline was constructed by All American Pipeline Company in
1985 as part of an approximately 1,200mile crude oil pipeline extending from Texas to the California
Coast. In 2001, the entire pipeline was sold to El Paso Natural Gas for the purpose of converting the
pipeline from oil to natural gas conveyance and left idle. During the environmental review and permitting
process for the change of use from oil to natural gas, EPNG determined the 217-mile segment, the
Northern Pipeline, was unnecessary for its natural gas conversion project and the left the segment idle. In
2011, Cadiz through its subsidiary Cadiz Real Estate LLC entered into an Option Agreement to purchase
the Northern Pipeline from EPNG. In 2021, following the completion by EPNG of conditions precedent,
Cadiz completed the purchase of the Northern Pipeline from EPNG and assumed responsibility for the
internal and external integrity of the 217-mile pipeline, including maintenance of a nitrogen blanket and
cathodic protection to prevent corrosion.

The Northern Pipeline is the subject of a BLM right-of-way (ROW) granted under Section 28 of the
Mineral Leasing Act of 1920 (“MLA ROW Grant”). The Northern Pipeline is a steel pipeline, 30-inches
in diameter and is buried at an average depth of 5 to 6 feet. The pipeline traverses portions of the Mojave
Desert and Antelope Valley and is generally close to an active railroad easement and existing travel
routes, including ungraded native surface, dirt roads and paved highways. The Northern Pipeline would
provide conveyance capacity for up to 25,000 AFY of water.

Of the 217-mile Northern Pipeline, only the approximately 155 miles spanning from Cadiz, California to
Mojave, California would be converted to convey water in support of the Cadiz Project. These 155 miles
of pipeline span across BLM lands, other federal lands, state lands and private lands. The remaining 57
miles of the pipeline that continues to Wheeler Ridge, California are not part of the NPP.

Description of the Conversion and Use of Northern Pipeline

The NPP would proceed in the following phases:
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Initial Pipeline Inspection and Maintenance

The first phase of the NPP is to complete an updated inspection and repair or replace sections of the
pipeline as needed. The inspection process includes accessing the pipeline approximately every 3-5 miles
from the surface with an excavator. The inspectors will cut into the pipe and install cameras and other
inspection equipment inside the pipeline to assess the pipeline’s condition and integrity. If damage is
identified, rehabilitation may consist of lining the pipeline, repairing sections of the pipeline, or replacing
sections of the pipeline. Each temporary access point would include an area of disturbance approximately
6 feet by 15 feet along the pipeline alignment, within the existing easement.

It is anticipated that up to 16 miles of pipeline may require replacement within the existing alignment or
replacement parallel to the existing pipe. Any pipe that is replaced would either be removed from public
lands upon replacement or abandoned in place (adjacent to replacement pipe). If the damaged pipeline is
removed, those segments that are found to need replacement would be uncovered, cut into pieces, and
removed by truck. Excavated material would be stockpiled on site. New pipeline segments would be
delivered to the sites via the existing access road and installed within the open trench. The pipe trench
would be backfilled with the stockpiled material and graded to match the surrounding topography. If the
damaged pipeline is to be abandoned in place, a new trench would be created within 10 feet of the outside
of the existing pipeline. Excavated material would be stockpiled on site. New pipeline segments would be
delivered to the sites via the existing access road and installed within the open trench. The pipe trench
would be backfilled with the stockpiled material and graded to match the surrounding topography. The
damaged pipe would be filled with soil and/or sand cement and abandoned in place. All the work,
including equipment staging, would be conducted within the 50-foot-wide right-of-way currently held by
Cadiz on land previously disturbed by the original pipeline installation.

Cathodic Protection Repair

The existing cathodic protection system may need to be repaired or replaced along the entire length of the
existing pipeline. Where it is necessary to replace and install anodes connected to the existing pipeline, a
12- to 18-inch temporary trench may be needed to access the pipeline. The trench would be backfilled
once the repair is complete. Old and defective cathodic protection equipment currently mounted above
grade near the pipeline may be replaced as necessary. These repair activities will occur concurrently with
other construction activities and could last throughout the construction phase. Repairs will be conducted
by approximately 3 to 5 people and 2 to 3 trucks at each repair location. All of the repair work would be
conducted within the 50-foot-wide right-of-way, currently held by Cadiz.

Conversion of Northern Pipeline

Construction of Pump Stations

In order to convey water through the existing pipeline, seven pump stations would be constructed between
the Cadiz property and western Antelope Valley. Figure 1 identifies the approximate locations of each
pump station, PS1 through PS7. Each of the pump stations would require approximately two acres of land
to accommodate construction and operation. Laydown areas for construction equipment would take place
within these two-acre pump station areas. These pump stations would be located adjacent to the pipeline
and would extend approximately 325 feet from the pipeline centerline. The pump stations would be
located either on private parcels or property managed by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM).
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Approval from BLM would be required to construct on BLM property. Construction of pump stations on
privately owned parcels would not be subject to County building approvals or Conditional Use Permits,
as it would fall under FVWA jurisdiction. Figure 2 provides a typical layout for the pump stations. The
pump stations will consist of the following typical main components:

e Forebay Tank(s)

e  Surge Tanks

e Vertical Turbine Pumps or Horizontal Pumps (5 Duty Pumps + 1 Standby Pump)
e Natural Gas Generators

e Electrical Transformers

e An airconditioned masonry block wall building, housing motor control centers, control and
monitoring panels, and instrumentation equipment. The building will include roof mounted solar
panels to provide power for lighting, ventilation, and AC systems.

The pump stations would be powered by natural gas-driven electric generators to energize the pumps’
electrical motors. The pump stations would require a combined generation capacity of 50,000 horsepower
incorporating either internal combustion engines, linear generators, or other technologies with reduced
emissions that comply with applicable air emissions limits from the MDAQMD. The generators would be
installed at each pump station site. Permits from the MDAQMD would be needed to operate the engines.

For each pump station, natural gas would be supplied from an existing natural gas pipeline that parallels
the Northern Pipeline. To access the natural gas, a pipeline would be extended from the new pump station
to the parallel gas pipeline, generally a distance less than 100 feet. The gas pipeline would be accessed
through excavation and a tap installed on the natural gas pipeline, in coordination and with approval from
the owner/operator of the adjacent gas pipeline. The gas pipeline tap and connection would be constructed
within the parcel and would potentially require crossing federal land. No natural gas connections would
cross state lands.

Construction of the pump stations would require up to 20 worker trips, 10 vendor trips, and 24 haul truck
trips per day. Construction of each pump station is anticipated to take approximately 9 months to one year
depending on the availability and procurement time of pumps and major equipment. Construction will
include site preparation, mechanical, structural and electrical facilities, installation of underground
pipelines to connect to the existing buried pipeline, and installation of reinforced concrete support pads
for pumps, valves, tanks, and other infrastructure. Each pump station site will be paved with concrete
surface and a fence or wall will be constructed around the perimeter with access gates. The natural gas-
powered generators would be installed on pads within the pump station fence-line. During construction 3
to 5 trucks could be present at the site at one time. Additional construction equipment such as excavators,
cranes and pavers will also be used for some construction elements. Approximately 7 to 10 people could
be simultaneously involved with the construction of each pump station at any given time.
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Figure 2. Preliminary Rendering for a Typical Pump Station Site Layout

Installation of Air Release/Air Vacuum Valves and Blow Off Valves

As described in the Final EIR, the water conveyance pipeline would require pipeline appurtenances
visible on the surface, including air and vacuum relief valves, blow-off facilities, and access manholes.
The exact location of these appurtenances would be determined during final design. The Air Release / Air
Vacuum valves (AR/AV) would be installed to allow for air release and to manage vacuum conditions in
the pipeline and blow-offs (BO) to allow for filling and draining the pipeline as needed for maintenance.
The existing pipeline includes several existing valves; these existing valves would be maintained and
approximately 140 new AR/AVs, and 140 new BOs would be installed. Figure 3 provides an example of
a typical AR/AV above grade.

To install these appurtenances, excavation would be required to access the existing buried pipeline. All of
the work would be conducted within the 50-foot-wide right-of-way currently held by Cadiz. The area of
excavation is estimated to be 20 feet long by 10 feet wide at each location. The surface area typically
needed for an AR/AV assembly is approximately 36 to 50 square feet, and 16 to 25 square feet for a BO
unit. The AR/AV assembly would be mounted at grade in a 24-inch diameter enclosure that is
approximately 4 feet tall. AR/AVs can also be installed belowground in precast vaults with a 3 to 4-inch
vent pipe extending approximately 36 inches above grade, which can be painted to blend with
surrounding environment. The BO unit can be an aboveground riser pipe with a cap, or an underground
camouflaged unit. To access the BOs, construction crews would use existing maintenance roads along the
pipeline alignment.
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Installation of each AR/AV and BO would take approximately 1 week per location. AR/AVs and BOs
may be constructed concurrently along the pipeline with other construction activities before the pipeline is
put into service. It is assumed that two to three trucks would be required at each location along with
excavators, using the existing access road to transport equipment near to each site, and traversing across
the ground to the installation point within the easement. Approximately 3 to 5 workers would be needed
at each location for excavation, installation, and backfill operation.

Use of the BOs would occur rarely, only when the pump stations were turned off due to maintenance or
malfunction. Water within the pipeline would need to be released to prevent inundating the pump stations.
Each BO would be equipped with a leach field or holding pond area sufficient to contain the pipeline
volume that could be released from the valve. The holding ponds would be approximately 250 feet by 24
feet in size and unlined. The BO water would be contained on site and either percolate and/or evaporate.

Figure 3. Typical Air Release/Air Vacuum Valve at Grade

Pipeline Flushing

During and at the end of construction once the pump stations are operational, the pipeline would be
flushed with water as part of condition assessment surveys as well as startup and commissioning in order
to clean the interior of the pipeline. Water may be flushed through the pipeline several times over
approximately 1 to 2 months. A total of approximately 15 acre feet of water would be conveyed through
the pipeline for flushing over the course of a few hours to determine the water quality at the delivery
point. Additionally, hydrostatic testing would be conducted along the pipeline using the same water used
for flushing.

As part of the Project, a holding pond for the retention of flushed and hydrostatic testing water would be
constructed on privately held lands intersecting the pipeline alignment near the City of Barstow. Flushed
water and water used for hydrostatic testing would be collected and stored in portable water tanks in the
vicinity of Mojave west of Edwards Air Force Base in order to be sampled and then would be treated as
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appropriate and discharged to a leach field or a holding pond in compliance with applicable discharge
requirements.

Operation and Maintenance

Once the pump station and appurtenant facilities are installed, water would be conveyed through the
pipeline in either direction. Operation would be managed from Pump Station 1 located on Cadiz property.
The pumps would be controlled and monitored remotely using a SCADA system located near Pump
Station 1 to coordinate each of the pump stations operation. The pump stations would be unmanned at
most times, but regular site inspections of the mechanical and electrical equipment would occur once or
twice per day. Use or operation of the Northern Pipeline would be year-round.

Routine maintenance of the pipeline would be conducted similar to existing maintenance activities. The
facility operators would be subject to safety procedures and impact minimization standard practices for all
work in remote desert areas including when using access roads. As part of the proposed project, FVWA
and/or FGMWC would be responsible for preparing and implementing Standard Operating Procedures
(SOPs) for maintenance and repair activities that outline required actions to avoid impacts to natural
resources within the existing pipeline easement.

Termination & Rehabilitation

Following the effective life of the project, the pipeline would be abandoned in place to avoid impacts of
removing it from the ground, and the pump stations would be dismantled and equipment recycled or
disposed of off-site. The pump station sites would be returned to an undeveloped condition, and all
building materials and perimeter fencing would be removed.

Impact Avoidance and Minimization Measures

The Final EIR provides a detailed environmental impact analysis of the construction and implementation
of the Cadiz Project. The Final EIR identified mitigation measures to avoid or minimize potential impacts
where feasible. These same mitigation measures would apply to the conversion and use of the Northern
Pipeline as well.

CEQA Guidelines for Preparation of an Addendum

This Addendum has been prepared to determine whether the proposed changes to the Project (use of the
Northern Pipeline for delivery of water through the system) would result in any new significant impact or
a substantial increase in the severity of any previously identified significant environmental impact
compared with the impacts disclosed in the certified EIR. CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15164
set forth the criteria for determining the appropriate additional environmental documentation, if any, to be
completed when there is a previously certified EIR covering a project for which a subsequent
discretionary action is required.

Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines states that preparation of a subsequent EIR is not required unless
one or more of the following conditions occur:
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Substantial changes are proposed in the project which would require major revisions of the previous
EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the
severity of previously identified significant effects;

Substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the Project is
undertaken which would require major revisions of the previous EIR due to the involvement of new
significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects; or

New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been known
with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time of the previous EIR was certified as complete
and adopted, shows any of the following:

— The project would have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR;

— Significant effects previously examined would be substantially more severe than shown in the
previous EIR;

— Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be feasible
and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the project
proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or

— Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in the
previous EIR or negative declaration would substantially reduce one or more significant effects
on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measures or
alternative.

Section 15164 of the CEQA Guidelines states that:

The lead agency or responsible agency shall prepare an addendum to a previously certified EIR if
some changes or additions are necessary but none of the conditions described in Section 15162
calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred.

An addendum may be prepared if only minor technical changes or additions are necessary or none of
the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for the preparation of a subsequent EIR have
occurred.

An addendum need not be circulated for public review but can be included in or attached to the Final
EIR.

The decision making body shall consider the addendum with the Final EIR prior to making a decision
on the project.

A brief explanation of the decision not to prepare a subsequent EIR pursuant to Section 15162 should
be included in an addendum to an EIR, the lead agency's findings on the Project, or elsewhere in the
record. The explanation must be supported by substantial evidence.

This Addendum relies on the significance criteria established in Appendix G of the 2024 CEQA
Guidelines and the resource analysis methodology, described in the Final EIR to assess the potential
impacts related to the Project modifications. Each resource section presents a summary of the impacts and
mitigation conclusions from the analysis in the Final EIR, as well as a determination as to whether the
Project modifications would result in new significant impacts, or a substantial increase in the severity of
the previously identified significant impacts. Resource impacts evaluated are presented in the same order
as in the Final EIR.
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In compliance with CEQA Guidelines §15150, this Addendum No. 2 has incorporated by reference the
EIR certified by SMWD in 2012 and all technical studies, analyses, and technical reports that were
prepared as part of the Draft and Final EIR and Addendum No. 1. In addition, this Addendum No. 2
incorporates biological and air quality technical studies conducted to assess the use of the Northern
Pipeline.

Lead Agency

The FVWA is acting as Lead Agency for actions related to the implementation of the Cadiz Project,
including the implementation of the Northern Pipeline as a project component. The key JPA provisions
that articulate FVWA’s role in carrying out the Project are:

e Section 2.2.1 states that the purpose of the JPA is to accomplish “Project Objectives,” including “to
undertake the review and approval of the design, permitting and construction of the Project Facilities
by Cadiz....” (JPA Article I defines “Project Facilities” as “any and all facilities deemed necessary,
advisable or appropriate to extract convey or deliver Project water....”)

e Section 3.1 (including subsections 3.1.1, 3.1.3 and 3.1.12) provides that FVWA “shall possess the
power in its own name to” and “take all acts as are necessary and appropriate to carry out the Project
Objectives,” to “obtain rights, permits and other authorizations for, or pertaining to, the Project and
Project Facilities...” and to “apply for... state...permits...from the State...necessary for the
Authority’s full exercise of its powers.”

Public Resources Code section 21067 defines a “Lead Agency” as “the public agency which has the
principal responsibility for carrying out or approving a project which may have a significant effect upon
the environment.” Given Sections 2.2 and 3.1 of the JPA, the decision to submit any permit applications
is one that must be made by FVWA, making it the Lead Agency as it is the public agency responsible for
carrying out the Project.

Responsible and Trustee Agencies

Responsible Agencies are public agencies other than the Lead Agency which have discretionary approval
power over a project (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15096 and 15381). Trustee Agencies are defined in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15386 as state agencies having jurisdiction by law over natural resources affected by a
project which are held in trust for the people of the State of California. The California Department of Fish
and Wildlife (CDFW), which is responsible for fish and wildlife, is a Trustee Agency as defined in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15386, with jurisdiction over the Project pursuant to the permitting authority under the
California Fish and Game Code Sections 2081 and 1602. The California State Lands Commission has
jurisdiction and management control over California’s sovereign and state lands, including approximately
one mile of the Northern Pipeline that crosses state lands. The MDAQMD is a Responsible Agency with
authority pursuant to the Clean Air Act to regulate point source combustion equipment. The Colorado
Regional Water Quality Control Board (CRWQCB) would be a Responsible Agency pursuant to their
authority to regulate waters of the State under the Porter Cologne Act. The County of San Bernardino is a
Responsible Agency pursuant to its Groundwater Management Ordinance as well as for encroachment
permits and building permits if needed. The County of Kern is a Responsible Agency for encroachment
permits and building permits if needed. Metropolitan Water District of Southern California is a
Responsible Agency for use of the Colorado River Aqueduct by the Southern Pipeline. Finally, each of
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the project participants also serve as Responsible Agencies pursuant to their discretionary action to off-
take and use water delivered by the Project Facilities.

Approvals Required

The following agreements, permits, and approvals may be necessary to implement the Project.

Agency

Agreement/ Permit/Approval

Description

Fenner Valley Water Authority

Project Approval/ CEQA

Needed to modify the Water Project
to convert and operate the NPL for
water transportation.

As CEQA Lead Agency, FVWA
evaluates potential environmental
impacts of the project.

US Bureau of Land Management

Federal Land Policy and
Management Act (FLPMA) Right of
Way for facilities over federal lands /
NEPA

Needed to convert and operate the
NPL for water transportation over
public lands.

As NEPA Lead Agency, BLM
evaluates potential environmental
impacts of the project.

US Air Force

Outgrant Easement (or other
applicable authorization) for NPL
over Edwards Air Force Base /
NEPA

Needed to convert and operate the
NPL for transportation of water over
military lands. NEPA Cooperating
Agency.

US Fish & Wildlife Service

Endangered Species Act Section 7
Consultation

Needed to evaluate potential impacts
to desert tortoise

California State Historic Preservation
Office (SHPO)

National Historic Preservation Act
Section 106 Consultation

Needed to evaluate and resolve
potential effects to historic properties

US Army Corps of Engineers

Clean Water Act Section 404 permit

Needed if any facilities will impact
waters of the US (if any)

California State Lands Commission
(CSLO)

Lease for NPL over state owned
lands

Needed for the change to
transportation of water through the
existing pipeline over state-owned

lands
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California Department of Fish and
Wildlife (CDFW)

California Fish and Game Code
Section 2081 incidental take permit

California Fish and Game Code
Section 1602 LSA agreement

Needed if impacts to desert tortoise
cannot be avoided

Needed if facilities will impact
CDFW-jurisdictional streambeds

California Public Utilities

Commission

CPUC Approval

Needed for public utility off-takers
from the NPL if their water supply
contracts will affect rates.

Lahontan Regional Water Quality
Control Board

Waste Discharge permits

Needed for discharge from blow off
valves along pipeline, if they impact
waters of the state

Waste Discharge permits

Needed for placing any fill in waters
of the state, if any

Clean Water Act Section 401
Certification

Needed for any impacts to waters of
the US (if any)

Mojave Desert Air Quality
Management District

Emissions permits

Needed for natural gas powered
linear generators at Pump Stations
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
Cadiz Valley Water Conservation, Recovery, and

Storage Project EIR
Addendum No. 2

1. Project Title: Cadiz Valley Water Conservation, Recovery, and
Storage Project EIR Addendum No. 2

2. Lead Agency Name and Address: Fenner Valley Water Authority
26111 Antonio Pkwy
Rancho Santa Margarita, CA 92688

3. Contact Person and Phone Number: Robert Grantham
4. Project Location: San Bernardino County and Kern County, California

5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address: Cadiz Real Estate LLC
550 South Hope Street, Suite 2850
Los Angeles, CA 90071

6. General Plan Designation(s): Various
7. Zoning: Various
8. Description of Project:

The Project Description is provided above. The Final EIR evaluated use of the Northern Pipeline to
convey water as a Project Facility Alternative for Phase 1 called the “Existing Natural Gas Pipeline
Alternative Route” as excerpted below from page 7-14 of the Draft EIR. Since the certification of the
Final EIR in 2012, FVWA has continued to pursue the potential to utilize the Northern Pipeline as a
means of conveying water in either direction between the Antelope Valley and the Fenner Valley,
including points in between such as the Barstow area. The pipeline traverses portions of the Mojave
Desert and Antelope Valley, often close to an active railroad easement and existing travel routes,
including ungraded native surface, dirt roads and paved highways. The Northern Pipeline, in addition to
the Southern Pipeline, would provide conveyance capacity for up to 25,000 AFY of water. Use of the
Northern Pipeline would allow for project participants in the Barstow area and in the Antelope Valley to
be added to the Cadiz Project, and to enable exchanges with State Water Project recipient communities in
the Inland Empire and Orange County. Of the 217-mile Northern Pipeline, only the approximately 155
miles spanning from Cadiz, California to Mojave, California would be converted to convey water in this
NPP.
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In order to convey water through the existing pipeline, seven pump stations would be constructed between
the Cadiz property and western Antelope Valley. As described in the Final EIR, the water conveyance
pipeline would require pipeline appurtenances visible on the surface, including air and vacuum relief
valves, blow-off facilities, and access manholes. The Air Release / Air Vacuum valves (AR/AV) would
be installed to allow for air release and to manage vacuum conditions in the pipeline and blow-offs (BO)
to allow for filling and draining the pipeline as needed for maintenance. The existing pipeline includes
several existing valves; these existing valves would be maintained and approximately 140 new AR/AVs
and 140 new BOs would be installed.
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Environmental Checklist

Aesthetics

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Yes No

a)

b)

c)

d)

AESTHETICS — Would project modifications,
changed circumstances, or new information
substantially increase the severity of significant
impacts identified in the previous CEQA document
or result in new significant impacts that could:

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? |:|

X

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

X

In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the ]
existing visual character or quality of public views of

the site and its surroundings? (Public views are

those that are experienced from publicly accessible

vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized area,

would the project conflict with applicable zoning and

other regulations governing scenic quality?

X

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

Discussion

a)

Scenic vistas are areas identified or known for high scenic quality. Scenic vistas may be
designated by a federal, State, or local agency. Scenic vistas can also include an area that is
designated, signed, and accessible to the public for the express purposes of viewing and
sightseeing. The existing buried pipeline traverses open space areas managed by the Bureau of
Land Management (BLM). These desert areas exhibit long range scenic views made up of open
desert framed by distant mountain ranges. However, the Northern Pipeline does not traverse any
county, state or federally designated scenic vistas. The San Bernardino County Natural Resources
Element includes policies to preserve regionally significant scenic vistas that may include
prominent hillsides, ridgelines, and dominant landforms. The proposed project would construct
small facilities within an existing utility easement set back from public roadways. The new
facilities would not block views and would be obscured by the local topography and vegetation.
The project modifications would utilize an existing pipeline to convey water, and would construct
pump stations, AR/AVs and BOs to assist with the conveyance of water. Up to 16 miles of the
existing pipeline may require replacement, either within or parallel to the existing alignment. The
construction phase of the Project would be short-term and temporary and would occur separately
from the construction of the Southern Pipeline. The replaced pipe would be backfilled with the
stockpiled material and graded to match the surrounding topography. The proposed pump stations
would include one-story structures surrounded by either chain-link fencing or concrete block
walls. The pump stations would be visible from short stretches of the highways that traverse the
pipeline route including Route 66 near Amboy, Interstate 40 near Ludlow, Interstate 15 near
Barstow, and Route 58 near Hinkley. Scenic vistas from these highways encompass long range
views of distant desert mountain ranges, contrasted with sparsely vegetated foregrounds of
varying quality. Scenic resources visible to passing vehicles traveling at high speeds are
dominated by the long-range, open desert vistas that include existing developments of all types,
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b)

ranging from small rural homesteads to large scale utility and municipal developments. Small
structures are common within the long-range views from each of these travel corridors. The
proposed pump stations may be visible to passing vehicles but would not obstruct or modify the
views substantially. The AR/AV and BO components would be low to the ground, rising to less
than three feet and as a result would be difficult to see from the highways. Some of the pump
station locations are adjacent to existing utility, commercial or residential structures that are
visible within the foreground of long-range views. In these areas, the new structures would not
contrast with the surrounding developments. Within the more open desert areas, the pump
stations would appear as small structures in the distance but would not obstruct or contrast with
existing vistas.

While implementation of the project modifications would add new manmade elements to areas
along the Northern Pipeline, these minor additions would be consistent with other utility uses
along the existing pipeline and roadways and would not significantly alter or block scenic vistas
along the Northern Pipeline corridor. The Northern Pipeline vista effects would not compound
with those on the Southern Pipeline, as they are in different geographic locations.

The Final EIR evaluated potential effects to scenic vistas and concluded that impacts would be
less than significant. No new significant impacts will occur, and no new mitigation measures are
required in relation to modification of the Project during construction and operation. These
impacts are consistent with those described in Section 4.1 of the Final EIR. Therefore, Project
impacts, as modified, would remain less than significant.

The Northern Pipeline is located along portions of the 1-40, Route 66 Byway, and Route 58,
which are all eligible state scenic highways (Caltrans 2018). Pump Station 2 would be visible
from Route 66 Byway, Pump Station 6 would be visible from Route 58, and Pump Stations 4 and
5 would be visible from 1-40. The installation and use of AR/AVs and BOs along the pipeline
would be visible on the surface and visible from these eligible state scenic highways. The
proposed pump stations, AR/AVs, and BOs may be visible to passing vehicles, but would not
obstruct or modify the views substantially. Nor would the new structures contrast significantly
with the surrounding areas, since long-range views from the highways currently encompass all
the small developments within the viewshed without obstructing or diminishing the vast desert
landscapes. As the pipeline area is currently equipped with the existing pipeline, the construction
of new pump stations, AR/AVs, and BOs along the pipeline would be minor changes to the views
from these eligible state scenic highways. The anticipated replacement of up to 16 miles of
pipeline either within or parallel to the existing alignment would involve temporary construction
similar to the AR/AVs and BOs. Once completed, the pipeline would be returned to matching
conditions with the surrounding topography.

The Final EIR evaluated potential effects to state scenic highways and concluded that no
significant impacts would occur, since the new structures would be small, within long-range
viewsheds and would not block views. Impacts related to modification of the Project during
construction and operation are consistent with those described in Section 4.1 of the Final EIR and
no new mitigation would be required. Therefore, Project impacts, as modified, would remain less
than significant.
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d)

BLM has developed visual resource management policies and procedures for determining visual
resource values. The assessment method is used to develop land management actions on BLM
land. Three of the proposed pump stations would be constructed on BLM land. AR/AVs and BOs
would be constructed within the right-of-way of the existing pipeline. Consistent with design
features that would be implemented for Project facilities as part of the Final EIR, the pump
stations, AR/AVs, and BOs would be designed to visually blend into the long-range views from
surrounding areas. Although the facilities may be visible within long-range viewsheds, the
facilities would not block views or substantially alter viewsheds of the surrounding open desert.
Furthermore, the facilities would be located within an existing utility corridor. Facilities would be
low profile made with non-glare materials and painted to blend into the surrounding environment.
These design features would minimize degradation of visual character and the quality of public
views. The Final EIR evaluated potential effects to visual character and quality presented by
introduction of new facilities within the open desert and concluded that impacts would be less
than significant. The proposed modifications would result in similar minor effects to the visual
resources of the area and would not significantly affect the character of the surrounding vast
desert open space. No new significant impacts will occur, and no new mitigation measures are
required.

Night lighting would be required during construction which would, in some cases, occur 24 hours
a day. Worker housing areas and nighttime security lighting within staging areas would increase
light temporarily in the area during the construction period. Once in operation, the pump stations
may be equipped with permanent lighting used during infrequent nighttime maintenance
activities. The area surrounding the Project site consists of uninhabited open space and night
lighting would be noticeable considering there are few light sources in this area.

The pump stations may provide a source of glare to visitors in the distant mountains, but
considering the small scale of the facilities, glare from distant mountain vistas would be minimal.

As described in the Final EIR, Mitigation Measure AES-1 and AES-2 would be implemented to
reduce potential impacts from light and glare. Impacts related to modification of the Project
during construction and operation are consistent with those described in Section 4.1 of the Final
EIR and no new mitigation would be required. Therefore, Project impacts, as modified, would
remain less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

Mitigation Measures from Final EIR

AES-1: Construction lighting shall be shielded or recessed so that light is directed downward

and/or away from adjoining properties and public rights-of-way, and towards the construction
site, with the goal of minimizing light trespass and glare on adjacent properties and containing
light within the construction site to the maximum extent feasible.

AES-2: Outdoor lighting shall be minimized and installed for safety and security purposes
only. Outdoor lighting of Project facilities and access roads shall be shielded or recessed so
that light is directed downward and/or away from adjoining properties and public rights-of-
way and towards the Project site, with the goal of minimizing light trespass and glare on
adjacent properties and containing light within the Project site to the maximum extent feasible.
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Summary of Potential Effects on Aesthetics

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in substantial changes to aesthetics, cause new significant environmental effects, or result in a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No further environmental
review is required. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.).

References

Caltrans (California Department of Transportation). 2018. California State Scenic Highway System Map.
Accessed May 23, 2024.
https://caltrans.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?1d=465dfd3d807c46cc8e8057116f
laacaa.
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Agriculture and Forestry Resources

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources):

Yes

No

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 project modifications, changed circumstances, or new information
substantially increase the severity of significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or result in new

significant impacts that could:

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) Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of ]
forest land to non-forest use?

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?

Discussion

a,b)  According to the California Department of Conservation’s Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program, the Pump Station 6 site is designated as Grazing Land (CDOC 2016). Grazing land is
described as land on which the existing vegetation is suited to the grazing of livestock. Grazing
land does not include land designated or previously designated as Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (collectively “Important Farmland”) (CDOC
2024). The remainder of the Pump Station sites are designated as Other Land (CDOC 2016).
“Other Land” is the designation of vacant and nonagricultural land surrounded on all sides by
urban development and greater than 40 acres (CDOC 2024). Therefore, the proposed
modifications would not convert Important Farmland. Additionally, none of the Pump Stations,
AR/AVs or BOs sites would be located on land under a Williamson Act contract (CDOC 2023).
The Final EIR determined no impacts to farmland would occur and impacts to a Williamson Act
contract would be less than significant. No new significant impacts will occur, and no new
mitigation measures are required.

c,d) Conversion of the Northern Pipeline and development of the Pump Stations, AR/AVs and BOs
would not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of forest land, timberland, or
timberland zoned for timberland production. The Final EIR determined that no impacts to
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forestland would occur. No new significant impacts will occur, and no new mitigation measures
are required.

e) As discussed above, the project site is not located on land designated as Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, timberland, or forest land. Therefore,
implementation of the proposed project would not convert farmland or forest land, and no impact
would occur. As similarly determined in the Final EIR, the operation of the Northern Pipeline
would not result in a change in land use and impacts would be less than significant. No new
significant impacts will occur, and no new mitigation measures are required.

Summary of Potential Effects on Agricultural and Forestry Resources

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in substantial changes to agriculture and forestry resources, cause new significant environmental
effects, or result in a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No
further environmental review is required. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.).

References

CDOC (California Department of Conservation). 2016. California Important Farmland Finder. Accessed
June 5, 2024. https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/.

CDOC. 2023. California Williamson Act Enrollment Finder. Accessed June 5, 2024.
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/WilliamsonAct/App/index.html

CDOC. 2024. Important Farmland Categories. Accessed June 5, 2024.
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/fmmp/Pages/Important-Farmland-Categories.aspx.
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Air Quality

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Yes No

a)

b)

c)

d)

AIR QUALITY —

Where available, the significance criteria established
by the applicable air quality management district or
air pollution control district may be relied upon to
make the following determinations. Would project
modifications, changed circumstances, or new
information substantially increase the severity of
significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA
document or result in new significant impacts that
could:

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

X

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?

X

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant ]
concentrations?

X

Result in other emissions (such as those leading to ]
odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of
people?

X

Discussion

a)

The 2020 Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District (MDAQMD) CEQA Guidelines states
that a project is non-conforming if it conflicts with or delays implementation of any applicable
attainment or maintenance plan. A project is conforming if it complies with all applicable
MDAQMD rules and regulations, complies with all proposed control measures of the applicable
plan, and is consistent with the growth forecasts in the applicable plan. The MDAQMD has
approved attainment plans for PM10 and ozone. The PM10 attainment plan identifies dust control
measures to be included in MDAQMD Rules that would reduce construction dust emissions. Both
Attainment Plans conclude that compliance with the MDAQMD adopted Rules and Regulations
will achieve the desired air quality results.

To evaluate whether a project is consistent with the Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) growth
projections, the project may evaluate consistency with land use designations in the applicable
general plans and regional population, housing, and employment forecasts identified by the
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), as these forecasts serve as the basis for
the land use and transportation control portions of the AQMP. As similarly determined in the Final
EIR, the Northern Pipeline would result in an increase in short-term employment compared to
existing conditions from construction. However, construction jobs would be temporary and as such
would not conflict with the long-term employment projections upon which the AQMP is based. The
operation of the Northern Pipeline would not result in a change in land use, nor would it result in
population, housing, or employment growth for the region.

The AQMP also includes control strategies applicable to short-term emissions from construction
activities. As similarly determined in the Final EIR, the Northern Pipeline would be required to
comply with the California Air Resources Board (CARB) Air Toxic Control Measure (ATCM) that
limits heavy duty diesel motor vehicle idling to no more than five minutes at any given location
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with certain limited exceptions defined in the regulation for equipment in which idling is integral to
the function of the equipment or activity (such as concrete trucks and concrete pouring).
Contractors would be required to comply with the CARB In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle
Regulation to use lower emitting equipment in accordance with the phased-in compliance schedule
for equipment fleet operators. Further, fleet equipment would be compliant with more fuel-efficient
engines from the 2008 CARB Truck and Bus regulation and 2021 CARB Heavy-Duty Engine and
Vehicle Omnibus Regulation, which aims to significantly increase emission standards for heavy-
duty vehicles. Finally, the 2020 CARB Advanced Clean Trucks regulations require that
manufacturers sell zero-emissions or near-zero-emissions trucks as an increasing percentage of their
annual California sales beginning in 2024, resulting in less energy fuel consumption from
equipment fleet operators. The proposed project including the Northern Pipeline component is also
required to comply with MDAQMD rules and regulations, including:

®  Rule 401: Visible Emissions: A Person shall not discharge into the Atmosphere from any
emission source whatsoever any air contaminant for a period or periods aggregating more than
three minutes in any one hour, which is as observed using the appropriate test method: (a) As
dark or darker in shade as that designated as No. 1 on the Ringelmann Chart, as published by
the United States Bureau of Mines; or (b) Of such Opacity as to obscure an Observer's view to a
degree equal to or greater than 20% Opacity.

= Rule 402 Nuisance: A person shall not discharge from any source whatsoever such quantities of
air contaminants or other material which cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or annoyance to any
considerable number of persons or to the public, or which endanger the comfort, repose, health,
or safety of any such persons or the public, or which cause, or have a natural tendency to cause,
injury or damage to business or property.

®  Rule 403 Fugitive Dust: A person shall not cause or allow the emissions of fugitive dust from
any transport, handling, construction, or storage activity so that the presence of such dust
remains visible in the atmosphere beyond the property line of the emission source. (Does not
apply to emissions emanating from unpaved roadways open to public travel or farm roads. This
exclusion shall not apply to industrial or commercial facilities).

®  Rule 1103 Cutback and Emulsified Asphalt: A person shall not manufacture for sale nor use for
paving, road construction, or road maintenance any a) rapid cure cutback asphalt; b) medium
cure cutback asphalt; or ¢) slow cure cutback asphalt containing more than 0.5 percent by
volume of VOC which evaporates at 260 degrees Celsius. A person shall also not manufacture
for sale nor use for paving, road construction, or road maintenance any emulsified asphalt
containing more than three (3) percent by volume of VOC which evaporates at 260 degrees
Celsius.

Compliance with these requirements would be consistent with and would not conflict with AQMP
control strategies intended to reduce emissions from construction equipment and activities.

The Northern Pipeline would consist of several construction components, including initial pipeline
inspection, conversion of northern pipeline, and pipeline flushing. These components would not
exceed thresholds of significance for criteria pollutants. As discussed in the Final EIR, the Project
would exceed thresholds of significance for NOx during construction. However, these temporary
emissions would not conflict with the local air quality plan to control long-term ambient ozone
levels. The Northern Pipeline would not exceed any significant thresholds for any criteria pollutant
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and would not alter the conclusions of the Final EIR. Since the Northern Pipeline would comply
with all control measures identified in the Final EIR for construction activities, it would be
consistent with the attainment plan (see AQ-1 through AQ-5 below). As a result, the Northern
Pipeline would be consistent with the local AQMP, would not result in a significant impact, and
would not alter the conclusions of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures Final EIR

AQ-1:

Construction and operation of the proposed Project shall be conducted in compliance

with applicable rules and regulations set forth by the Mojave Desert Air Quality Management
District.

AQ-2:

AQ-3:

The following dust control measures shall be implemented during construction:

All soil excavated or graded shall be sufficiently watered to prevent excessive dust.
Watering shall occur as needed with complete coverage of disturbed soil areas.

Watering shall take place a minimum of twice daily on unpaved/untreated roads in
areas with active operations.

Areas disturbed by clearing, earth moving, or excavation activities shall be minimized
at all times.

Stockpiles of soil or other fine loose material shall be stabilized by watering or other
appropriate method such as non-toxic soil binders to prevent wind-blown fugitive dust.

On-site vehicle speed on unimproved roads shall be limited to 15 miles per hour.

Streets adjacent to the Project site shall be kept clean and Project-related accumulated
silt shall be removed.

The following measures shall be implemented during construction of the proposed

Project:

AQ-4:
AQ-5:

All equipment shall be maintained as recommended by manufacturer’s manuals.
Idling engines shall be shut down when not in use for over 15 minutes.

Electric equipment shall be used where available from existing power lines in lieu of
diesel or gasoline powered equipment.

All trucks hauling dirt, sand, soil, or other loose materials are to be covered.

The Project Design Feature in Chapter 6.8 of the GMMMP attached in its Updated

form (Updated GMMMP) to the Final EIR Vol. 7, Appendix B1 Updated GMMMP shall be
implemented to verify air quality.

b)  The Final EIR identified that the Project lies entirely within the Mojave Desert Air Quality
Management District MDAQMD, which includes the desert valleys in eastern San Bernardino
County and the eastern portion of Riverside County. As indicated in the Final EIR, construction-
related daily emissions were found to exceed the MDAQMD threshold of significance for NOx. For
all other criteria pollutants, emission levels would be below the applicable thresholds of
significance. As the Project maximum regional emissions from construction analyzed in the Final
EIR would exceed the regional threshold of significance for NOx, regional construction emissions
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impacts were found to be significant and unavoidable in the Final EIR. Even with the
implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1 through AQ-5 (listed above), the Final EIR concluded
that construction-related daily emissions would exceed the MDAQMD threshold of significance for
NOx and remain significant and unavoidable.

The construction of the Northern Pipeline requires several components as described in the Project
Description. Construction of the Northern Pipeline would not occur simultaneously with the
construction activities evaluated in the Final EIR and include pipeline inspection and rehabilitation
with potential replacement of up to 16 miles, AR/AV and BO installation, cathodic protection
repair, and pump station construction. The maximum daily construction emissions for the Northern
Pipeline were estimated for each construction phase. The Northern Pipeline would require the use
of heavy-duty construction equipment, haul trucks, and worker vehicles. Construction equipment
required would include a crane, grader, excavators, concrete saw, welders, plate compactor, paver,
loader, and backhoes. Up to 20 worker trips, 10 vendor trips, and 24 haul truck trips per day would
be required over the construction period. Construction equipment and trucks would be required to
comply with applicable provisions of regulations to improve fuel efficiency. Furthermore, trucks
would need to comply with the CARB ATCM to limit heavy-duty diesel motor vehicle idling to 15
minutes or less at any given location.

Emissions from the construction of the Northern Pipeline were estimated using the CalEEMod
Version 2022.1 for off-road equipment and on-road vehicle travel. Table I1I-1 shows the maximum
daily emissions from the Northern Pipeline and the Final EIR. As shown, the maximum daily
emissions for construction of the Northern Pipeline facilities on their own would not exceed the
MDAQMD significance thresholds, although the installation of the Southern Pipeline would exceed
those thresholds as noted in the Final EIR. Since the Northern Pipeline construction would not
exceed significance thresholds on its own and would not be constructed simultaneously with any
other component of the proposed project evaluated in the Final EIR, it would not exceed established
significance thresholds that would result in a new significant impact, result in substantially more
severe significant impacts, or alter the conclusions of the Final EIR.
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TABLE llI-1
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM MITIGATED REGIONAL CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS — NORTHERN PIPELINE (POUNDS PER
DAY)

Construction Phases voC NOx co SOx PM10 PM2.5
Pipeline Inspection & Rehabilitation 1.40 11.20 14.83 0.03 1.47 0.60
AR/AV & BO Installation (1 Unit) 0.92 7.65 9.71 0.02 0.98 0.40
Cathodic Protection Repair 0.66 5.37 7.23 0.01 0.47 0.26
Pump Station (7 Stations) 10.37 9.48 11.70 0.02 1.54 0.47
Northern Pipeline Maximum Daily Emissions 13.35 33.70 43.47 0.09 3.89 1.67
MDAQMD Thresholds of Significance 137 137 548 137 82 65
Exceeds Thresholds? No No No No No No
Mitigated Daily Emissions from the Final EIR 59 433 482 N/A 38 18

(see EIR Table 4.3-5)

NOTES:

Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding in the modeling calculations. Detailed emissions calculations are provided Appendix B: Air
Quality of this Addendum.

SOURCE: ESA 2024.

Operation of the Northern Pipeline would be managed from Pump Station 1 located on Cadiz
property. The pumps would be operated with a SCADA system located near Pump Station 1 to
coordinate each of the pump stations simultaneously. The pump stations would be unmanned at
most times. Operation of the Northern Pipeline Project would not generate substantial numbers of
vehicle trips from routine maintenance; thus, the Project would be consistent with and included
within the determined emissions calculated in the Final EIR. Use or operation of the Northern
Pipeline would be year-round. The pump stations would be powered by natural gas-driven electric
generators to energize the pumps’ electrical motors. The pump stations would require a combined
generation capacity of 50,000 horsepower incorporating either internal combustion engines, linear
generators, or other technologies with reduced emissions. The generators would be installed at each
pump station site. Thus, the Northern Pipeline operational-related daily emissions, combined with
other operational emissions calculated in the Final EIR for other project components, would not
exceed the MDAQMD thresholds of significance for any criteria pollutants, would not result in a
significant impact, and would not alter the conclusions of the Final EIR.

Table III-2 shows the maximum daily operational emissions from the Northern Pipeline and other
project components identified in the Final EIR. The calculations assume that when the Northern
Pipeline is conveying 25,000 AFY, the Southern Pipeline would be limited to 25,000 AFY as well.
As a result, the energy demands and emissions for the southern pump station (SPS1) would be
approximately half of the estimated values in the FEIR, which calculated the full 50,000 AFY to the
south. As shown in Table III-2, daily operational emissions of the Northern Pipeline in combination
with the wellfield and Southern Pipeline emissions would be below the significance thresholds for
all criteria pollutants. To convey the full 50,000 AFY through the Southern Pipeline while
simultaneously pumping 25,000 AFY through the Northern Pipeline, a portion of the power
demand would need to be supplied with cleaner energy technologies such as linear generators or
fuel cells to remain below emissions significance thresholds. The emissions estimates used in this
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assessment assume the use of internal combustion engines, providing a conservative estimate of
emissions and assuming a maximum of 25,000 AFY would be conveyed through the Southern
Pipeline. If linear generators or other clean energy technologies are used, emissions would be
reduced, which would allow for use of the additional capacity in the Southern Pipeline up to 50,000
AFY. Additionally, operational emissions would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of
applicable long-term air quality management plans. Therefore, no further conformity analysis is
required for any of the pollutants because their emissions would be less than the conformity
thresholds and no significant adverse effect to air quality from the use of the Northern Pipeline
would occur.

TABLE llI-2
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM MITIGATED REGIONAL OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS — NORTHERN PIPELINE (POUNDS PER
DAY)’
Source vOC NOx co SO, PM10 PM2.5
Pump Stations 13.79 17.05 31.36 7.40 13.06 13.06
Maximum Daily Emissions 13.79 17.05 31.36 7.40 13.06 13.06
Daily Emissions from the Final EIR 87 56 74.42 143.00 116 578 116

(see FEIR Table 4.3-6) 2
Northern Pipeline + Final EIR Operational Emissions 2 101.34 91.46 174.36 8.56 18.83 14.22

MDAQMD Thresholds of Significance 137 137 548 137 82 65
Exceeds Thresholds? No No No No No No
NOTES:

Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding in the modeling calculations. Detailed emissions calculations are provided Appendix B: Air
Quality of this Addendum.

Emissions for 50,000 AFY are presented in Table 4.3-6 of the Final EIR for operation of the wellfield, pump stations, and vehicle trips. The
values are reduced to represent 25,000 AFY conveyed to the south and assessed for the use of internal combustion engines, providing a
conservative estimate of emissions. If linear generators or other clean energy technologies are used, emissions would generally be further
reduced than shown for pollutants of concern.

SOURCE: ESA 2024.

The Northern Pipeline would result in less than significant impacts with respect to air pollutant
emissions and no additional mitigation beyond Final EIR Mitigation Measure AQ-1 through AQ-5
would be required. As a result, construction and operation of the Northern Pipeline would not result
in a significant impact and would not alter the conclusions of the Final EIR.

The Final EIR identified that construction of the Project would result in maximum localized
construction emissions that would exceed the significance threshold for NOx and impacts to
sensitive receptors would be potentially significant. All other criteria pollutants of local concern
(CO, PM10, and PM2.5) would not exceed the localized significance thresholds. Construction-
related emissions would be reduced to below the MDAQMD significance threshold for NOx with
the implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1 through AQ-5. As the Final EIR maximum
emissions from construction were found to be reduced to below the localized significance
threshold, localized construction emissions impacts would be less than significant with the
incorporation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1 through AQ-5.

The Final EIR identified that construction of the Project would not result in a significant impact for
lifetime cancer risk in excess of the MDAQMD significance threshold for toxic air contaminant
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d)

(TAC) emissions of an incremental cancer risk greater than 10 in one million for any receptor.
Implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1 through AQ-5 would reduce diesel particulate matter
(DPM) emissions from Northern Pipeline construction activities and TAC impacts would be less
than significant. Therefore, the Final EIR found this impact to be less than significant.

The nearest air quality sensitive uses to the Project site of the Northern Pipeline is approximately
500 feet to the north of the Project site at Boron Park located in Boron, CA. Construction and
operation of the Northern Pipeline would result in construction emissions that would not exceed the
significance threshold for NOx, CO, PM10, and PM2.5. Table I11-1 and Table I11-2 show the
maximum daily emissions from the Northern Pipeline for construction and operations, respectively.
As shown, maximum daily emissions would not exceed the significance threshold and would not
result in adverse impacts at the same sensitive receptors. Thus, the Northern Pipeline would not
result in a significant impact and would not alter the conclusions of the Final EIR.

Operation of the Northern Pipeline would not include land uses associated with odor complaints,
which typically include agricultural uses, wastewater treatment plants, food processing plants,
chemical plants, composting, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding. Furthermore,
operational emissions would not exceed the MDAQMD regional significance thresholds for
attainment, maintenance, or unclassifiable criteria air pollutants. Therefore, operation of the
Northern Pipeline would result in less than significant impacts with respect to other emissions,
including those leading to odor, and would not alter the conclusions of the Final EIR

Summary of Potential Effects on Air Quality

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in substantial changes to air quality, cause new significant environmental effects, or result in a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No further environmental
review is required. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.).

References
Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District (MDAQMD), 2020. California Environmental Quality

Act (CEQA) And Federal Conformity Guidelines. February.
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Biological Resources

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Yes No

Iv.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES — Would project
modifications, changed circumstances, or new
information substantially increase the severity of
significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA
document or result in new significant impacts that

could:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or ]
through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status
species in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian ]
habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies,
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or ]
federally protected wetlands (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 native wildlife nursery
sites?
e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances ]
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?
f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat ]
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan?
Discussion
a) To assess the impacts of the proposed use of the Northern Pipeline, a literature review and
records search was conducted including the following: the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) Desert Renewable Energy Conservation Plan (DRECP), Biological Assessment
Memorandum for the Cadiz Valley Water Conservation, Recovery, and Storage Project,
Cadiz Groundwater Project Spring Survey, and the Biological Resources Assessment of
Sections 22, 26, 34 and 35, California Department of Fish and Wildlife’s (CDFW) California
Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB), United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS),
California Native Plant Society (CNPS), and the California Invasive Plant Council (Cal-IPC).
The records search targeted special-status plant and wildlife species and sensitive habitat
occurrences within 5 miles of the pipeline alignment.
The records search for the Northern Pipeline alignment revealed that eighty-nine special-
status plant and wildlife species have a potential to occur within the region. A focused search
was performed on the species with a moderate to high potential to occur, based off
previously recorded observations or presence of suitable habitat within the project area.
Cadiz Project 31 July 2025
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Thirty-one special-status plant and wildlife species have a moderate to high potential to occur
within the project area, of those species eight are avian (birds), four mammals, sixteen plants,
and three reptiles.

In May of 2024, biologists conducted pedestrian transect surveys within the existing pipeline
alignment, which included a 500-foot buffer on each side. The survey included all the proposed
pump stations, AR/AVs and BOs sites. In May of 2025, an additional survey was conducted at
each of the seven pump station locations. Biologists evaluated the area for suitable habitat
including any presence of special-status species including tracks, scat, bone fragments, feathers,
scutes, and other indicators. The overall habitat value within the pipeline corridor was examined
for its potential to support special-status species that have been historically recorded in the
region of the Project, which includes those evaluated in the 2012 EIR and 2019 addendum.

The 2024 and 2025 surveys found no desert tortoise (Gopherus agassizii), burrowing owl
(Athene cunicularia), American badger (Taxidea taxus) or any other special-status animal
species within the pipeline easement, but did identify suitable habitat for these species along
several segments of the pipeline corridor (Appendix C; Biological Technical Letter Report). In
addition, several segments of the alignment are connected geographically to larger areas
which may support desert tortoise populations. As concluded in the Final EIR and verified
during the 2017, 2024, and 2025 biological resource surveys, the overall habitat of the
alignment within this region generally has a low potential to support special-status wildlife
species, aside from some isolated areas containing suitable habitat features for certain special-
status species, including desert tortoise (Appendix C). Most areas of the project are below the
known elevation range for desert tortoise. However, the species can transverse the project
area. No desert tortoise individuals or their sign, including any burrows capable of supporting
the species, were observed within the project area. Small mammal burrows too small to
support desert tortoise or larger mammals such as American badgers were present.

In 2019, the California Fish and Game Commission advanced the California Crotch’s
Bumble Bee (CBB) to “candidacy” status for listing under CESA. After a legal challenge was
resolved, the candidacy was reinstated in 2022. As a result, the CBB is currently a candidate
for State listing as Endangered. The CNDDB reports the closest observation of CBB at
approximately 21 miles south of Pump Station 6. The potential for CBB to forage or nest on
the proposed project area is low based on the disturbed existing vegetation communities and
the lack of diverse plant communities that would be used by CBB for pollen and nectar
resources. The project area habitat is primarily Mojave creosote bush scrub, disturbed Mojave
creosote bush scrub and desert dunes, which have a low floral diversity therefore, CBB has a
low potential to occur within the Project Area. CBB preferred habitat consists of grassland,
sage scrub, chaparral, and creosote bush scrub habitats. The conversion of the Northern
Pipeline would therefore not remove CBB suitable foraging or nesting habitat.

The 2024 and 2025 surveys did not identify the presence of Joshua trees (Yucca brevifolia)
within the Project Areas. Since the Final EIR was certified, the Joshua tree has been listed as
a candidate species under the California Endangered Species Act and the Joshua Tree
Conservation Act has been adopted by the state. Since the construction of the pump stations,
AR/AVs, and BOs would be within an existing pipeline alignment, the potential for Joshua
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b)

trees to be located near construction areas is low. Placement of the new structures would
avoid impacting Joshua trees. No Joshua trees would be removed as part of the project.
Therefore, the new listing of the Joshua tree would not result in changed circumstances that
could result in significant impacts not already considered in the Final EIR.

Large mammals such as the desert bighorn sheep may traverse the area, but the proposed
pump stations, AR/AVs and BOs would not impede their movement. Impacts to desert
bighorn sheep as a result of project activities are not expected.

There is no designated critical habitat for any special-status species within the existing
pipeline segment; therefore, impacts to critical habitat are not expected.

The predominant sources of noise within the project area include railroads, roadway traffic,
and equipment noise from existing agricultural operations. Military operations including
explosions and low-flying aircraft also generate noise in the valley. Average noise levels in
desert environments typically are in the range of 35-55 A-weighted decibels (dBA). In this
naturally quiet environment, trains traversing the valley (10 to 20 per day on the BNSF and 2
or 3 on the ARZC) are the primary source of man-made noises. As described in the Draft
EIR, page 4.4-40, construction noise would temporarily affect wildlife species in the near
proximity. However, construction of the project would occur incrementally, in areas already
experiencing maintenance, or near high-traffic areas, and noise would be localized to the area
of work. Given the vast open space in the Project area, the construction noise would attenuate
to moderate levels within a few hundred feet. Furthermore, the proposed project would not
result in substantially increased construction noise compared to that analyzed in the Final
EIR. Impacts of the proposed project would be similar to construction noise analyzed in the
Final EIR.

Implementation of Mitigation Measures identified in the Final EIR will reduce the potential
impacts to sensitive resources. Measures BIO-1 through BIO-6, BIO-9, BIO-14 and BIO-15
would require preconstruction surveys and avoidance and minimization measures for
sensitive biological resources. BIO-2 through BIO-4 would implement protection measures
for desert tortoise through exclusion fencing and development of a Desert Tortoise Avoidance
and Protection Plan. Mitigation Measure BIO-5 would confine construction activities to the
existing disturbed areas of the project, minimizing disturbance to previously undisturbed
areas. Mitigation Measure BIO-6 would require that temporarily affected areas are restored to
pre- construction conditions or better. Construction of the proposed project would be subject
to the same mitigation as the rest of the project. Implementation of Mitigation Measures
would ensure less than significant impacts to sensitive species, consistent with the
conclusions of the Final EIR.

The dominant vegetation community along the existing pipeline consists of Mojave creosote
bush scrub, which is designated by CDFW and the California Native Plant Society as S4,
Apparently Secure, and at fairly low risk of extinction without significant threats and low
concern (CNPS, 2024). One special-status plant species, Mojave fish-hook cactus
(Sclerocactus polyancistrus) was observed during the 2024 surveys at four locations. Three of
the four sites containing the special-status plant were dominated by Mojave creosote bush
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scrub, the other site was dominated by desert saltbush scrub which is not considered a
sensitive vegetation community. Construction would avoid these individual plants, and no
removal of Mojave fish-hook cactus would occur.

The new pump stations would be located on parcels of approximately 2 acres, totaling 14
acres, with only 6 acres on BLM lands. The Final EIR identifies that up to 250 acres would
be permanently impacted by the wellfield and installation of the Southern Pipeline. Therefore,
the additional acreage impacted would equal about 5.6 percent of the total permanently
impacted acreage. As a result, the use of the Northern Pipeline would not result in a
substantial increase to the amount of acreage impacted by the proposed project.

The existing pipeline and access roads traverse several vegetation communities and desert
wash features. Several aquatic resources were observed during the 2024 and 2025 surveys. As
the aquatic resources were outside of the pump station, AR/AVs and BOs site boundaries, and
associated survey buffers, they were noted as incidental and not mapped or further delineated.
In areas of the project that contain or are adjacent to desert washes and aquatic resources,
staying within the dirt access road footprint would minimize impacts. If impacts to waters of
the state are unavoidable at any of the construction areas, a mitigation plan will be prepared
for review by the Regional Water Quality Control Board and California Department of Fish
and Wildlife in accordance with Mitigation Measure BIO-15, which requires the development
of a Waters of the State Mitigation Plan. Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-15
would ensure less than significant impacts to aquatic resources including desert washes,
consistent with the conclusions of the Final EIR.

c) No wetland habitats were identified during project surveys (2012, 2017, 2024). Riverine
habitats (dry desert wash) were identified during project surveys (2024, 2025). Construction
activities such as vegetation disturbance, grading, trenching, and placement of temporary or
permanent structures are regulated within the washes pursuant to Section 1602 of the
California Fish and Game Code and Porter Cologne Water Quality Control Act. Therefore,
permits would be required from CDFW and the Regional Water Quality Control Board prior to
disturbance. Mitigation Measure BIO-7 would require preparation and implementation of a
habitat compensation plan for mitigation of permanent and temporary habitat loss. Site
restoration required by Mitigation Measure BIO-15 would require, in part, that any desert
washes are returned to pre-construction contours. Implementation of Mitigation Measures
BIO-7 and BIO-15 would ensure less than significant impacts to wetlands, consistent with the
conclusions of the Final EIR.

d) Although special-status species have a potential to occur within the project vicinity, the project
is not anticipated to significantly impact wildlife movement throughout the area. As described
in the original Final EIR, BLM has designated several regional wildlife movement corridors
connecting occupied bighorn sheep habitat in the Project vicinity. The existing pipeline is not
located within a bighorn sheep movement corridor, nor is it located within occupied bighorn
sheep habitat (see Figure 4.4-4, Bighorn Sheep Range and Movement Corridor, Final EIR).
And although the existing pipeline is not situated within designated critical habitat for desert
tortoise there is a potential for the species to transverse through the project area. All biological
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resource Mitigation Measures (BIO-1 through BIO-15) outlined previously in Section A should
also apply to this section as preventative measures to protect wildlife movement through the area.

The pipeline modifications would occur along the existing pipeline alignment, and disturbance
would be temporary and localized to the specific area under construction, allowing for wildlife
movement around the impacted area. No permanent fencing would be installed that could
create a linear barrier across the valley floor. The existing pipeline has been in place since the
1980s, wildlife movement has since adapted to the location of the pipeline. Implementation of
Mitigation Measures would ensure less than significant impacts, consistent with the
conclusions of the Final EIR.

e) In accordance with San Bernardino County Desert Native Plant Protection Ordinance, certain
plant species are considered locally important or “special-status”: smoke tree (Dalea spinosa),
all mesquites (Prosopis spp.), all species of the family Agavaceae (i.e., yucca, century plant,
and nolina), creosote rings (10 feet or greater in diameter), and Joshua trees (Yucca brevifolia).
As described in the Final EIR, the following species are known to occur on or adjacent to the
Project area, which are protected in accordance with the San Bernardino County Desert Native
Plant Protection Ordinance: Harwood’s milk-vetch, barrel cactus, silver cholla, beavertail
cactus, pencil cholla, desert holly, catclaw acacia, palo verde, Joshua tree, and smoke tree.

None of these species were observed during the rare plant surveys conducted in 2017; however,
the 2024 survey identified silver cholla (Cylindropuntia echinocarpa) and beavertail cactus
(Opuntia basilaris) in several locations along the pipeline and Joshua tree were identified
adjacent to pipeline but not within the Project Area in the vicinity of the town of Boron. The
proposed pump stations will each disturb approximately 2 acres, largely within areas previously
disturbed by the installation of several pipelines within the corridor, which would result in
minimal impacts to the sparse vegetation and native plant communities within the previously
impacted pipeline easement and surrounding area. Furthermore, implementation of Mitigation
Measures BIO-5 through BIO-7 would minimize impacts and disturbance to native plant
communities. In addition, implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-16 and BIO-17 would
reduce potential impacts to plants protected in accordance with the San Bernardino County
Desert Native Plant Protection Ordinance, such as silver cholla, Joshua tree, and beavertail
cactus. Prior to commencement of ground disturbance activities for any component of the
proposed Project, a qualified biologist/arborist shall provide an inventory of the number and
size of protected species within the proposed Project’s impact areas. The qualified
biologist/arborist shall mark any smoke tree (Dalea spinosa), mesquites (Prosopis spp.), all
species of the family Agavaceae (i.e., yucca, century plant, and nolina), creosote rings (10 feet
or greater in diameter), and Joshua trees within the construction zone. Removal of these plants
shall be avoided, if possible, in accordance with the Desert Native Plant Protection Ordinance.
If avoidance of the species listed is not possible, these species shall be moved or replanted
pursuant to the methods required in the Desert Native Plant Protection Ordinance.
Implementation of Mitigation Measures would ensure less than significant impacts, consistent
with the conclusions of the Final EIR.

f) With the adoption of the Northern & Eastern Colorado Desert Coordinated Management Plan
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(NECO) in 2002, all lands that are outside Desert Wildlife Management Areas (DWMA) are
characterized as Category 3 Habitat, which includes the Project area. Category 3 Habitat is the
lowest priority management area for viable populations of the desert tortoise.

As part of the Desert Renewable Energy Conservation Plan (DRECP), the BLM has
established the Cadiz Valley ACEC (Area of Critical Environmental Concern) and the South
Mojave - Amboy NCL (National Conservation Lands) to protect and prevent irreparable
damage to important historical, cultural, and scenic values; fish or wildlife resources, or other
natural systems or processes; or to protect human life and safety from natural hazards. Areas
protected based on their importance for fish and wildlife resources include habitat for
endangered, threatened, or sensitive species, or habitat essential for maintaining species
diversity. Areas protected based on their importance for natural processes or systems may be
habitat for endangered, sensitive, or threatened plant species; rare, endemic, or relic plants or
plant communities that are terrestrial, aquatic, or riparian; or rare geological features. The
Cadiz Valley ACEC and South Mojave — Amboy NCL have been established to protect high
quality habitat for desert tortoise.

However, similar to the proposed Project described in the Final EIR, impacts to the desert
tortoise are not anticipated to occur with the implementation of BIO-3 Desert Tortoise
Avoidance and Protection Plan that would be developed and adopted in consultation with the
USFWS and CDFW prior to construction to protect the desert tortoise and other sensitive
species in the Project area. The Desert Tortoise Avoidance and Protection Plan would cover
the proposed project modifications in the same manner as described in the Final EIR.
Modifications to the existing pipeline alignment would not conflict with an adopted habitat
conservation plan for San Bernardino County or the Project area.

As described in the Final EIR, Mitigation Measure AES-1, AES-2, BIO-1 through BIO-17
would be implemented to reduce potential impacts from sensitive biological resources. Impacts
related to modification of the Project during construction and operation are consistent with
those described in Section 4.4 of the Draft EIR and no new mitigation is required.
Implementation of Mitigation Measures would ensure less than significant impacts, consistent
with the conclusions of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures from Final EIR*

AES-1: Construction lighting shall be shielded or recessed so that light is directed downward
and/or away from adjoining properties and public rights-of-way, and towards the construction
site, with the goal of minimizing light trespass and glare on adjacent properties and containing
light within the construction site.

AES-2: Outdoor lighting shall be minimized and installed for safety and security purposes
only. Outdoor lighting of Project facilities and access roads shall be shielded or recessed so
that light is directed downward and/or away from adjoining properties and public rights-of-
way and towards the Project site, with the goal of minimizing light trespass and glare on
adjacent properties and containing light within the Project site.
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BIO-1: Pre-construction Surveys. Immediately prior to construction activities, pre-
construction surveys that comply with USFWS protocol shall be conducted to document any
and all locations of burrows and desert tortoise sightings within all proposed disturbance areas
that provide potential habitat for the species. If any active burrows are located in facility
construction areas, to completely avoid impact on the burrows, construction will be delayed
only to be resumed after a qualified biologist has determined that the tortoise has left the area
and the burrow is inactive. Following pre-construction surveys, Mitigation Measure BIO-2
shall be implemented to install exclusion fencing around construction areas. Construction
areas fenced but inactive for more than 48-hours will be resurveyed to confirm the absence of
tortoise prior to resumption of construction activity.

BIO-2: Exclusion Fencing and Monitoring. A chain-link or tortoise fence (one-inch by two-
inch welded wire mesh attached to the chain-link fence, with approximately two feet above-
ground and one foot buried below ground) shall be installed to exclude small wildlife species
from entering the active work areas in areas of documented occurrences of special-status
ground dwelling wildlife as determined during pre-construction surveys by a qualified
biologist or as directed by USFWS. When crossing drainages, these temporary fences must be
designed and maintained to allow storm water runoff to flow past the construction site.
Fencing / barriers will be erected to completely surround all stationary construction sites
(including staging areas) and will be monitored by an Authorized Biologist or Biological
Monitor at all times. Along the pipeline construction corridor, temporary fencing may be used
as needed and if any tortoises are observed in the surrounding area. Temporary tortoise-proof
fencing may be used along the pipeline right-of-way if trenches or pits must be left open. If
temporary fencing is used for this purpose it must be installed at the end of each working day.
If pits and trenches are left open overnight, then ramps will be placed within them to allow
animals, including tortoise to escape in the unlikely event of entrapment. Alternatively,
trenches will be filled or covered when construction is not active.

BIO-3: Desert Tortoise Avoidance and Protection Plan. A Desert Tortoise Avoidance and
Protection Plan shall be developed and adopted in consultation with the USFWS and CDFG!
prior to construction. Elements of the plan shall include, but are not limited to the following:

e Designated Project personnel will implement the avoidance and protection plan. A
Field Contact Representative will be designated to oversee compliance with all
tortoise avoidance and protective measures during Project construction, operation and
maintenance. The Field Contact Representative will have the authority to halt work if
there is non-compliance with any of the plan measures and will do so as needed.

o Facility site preparation activities (specifically vegetation grubbing and clearing) and
all construction activity in the northeastern area of the wellfield in Sections 17 and 18
will be prohibited during the species’ annual periods of high activity (April through
May and September through October).

o A step-by-step protocol to be implemented whenever a desert tortoise is observed by
construction or operational personnel. See also Mitigation Measure BIO-4 Temporary
Construction Halt. USFWS and CDFG personnel contacts will be identified for
Technical Assistance on take avoidance if needed during construction.

e Flagging and delineation requirements for located burrows and areas with tortoise
activity.

I The California Department of Fish and Game was renamed to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife in January of
2013, after the 2012 EIR mitigation was adopted.
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e An education program for all construction employees. Program will be conducted
onsite prior to the onset of construction and will be provided repeatedly as needed to
ensure that all Project contractors (firms) as well as all individuals complete the
training. Participation will be recorded and verified. Tortoise protection will be
emphasized during all scheduled safety meetings.

e Enforcement of speed limits and checking under vehicles for tortoise prior to leaving
Project areas.

¢ Biological monitoring requirements for all ground disturbance activities. All
construction sites and activities will be monitored by Authorized Biological Monitors.
An Authorized Biologist (approved by USFWS and CDFQG) will plan and oversee all
construction monitoring activities in the field. The authorized biologist will identify,
train, and oversee biological monitors for day-to-day monitoring and reporting
activities.

e To prevent increased use of the Project areas by common ravens and coyotes,
implementation of measures such as trash management, removal of unnatural sources
of standing water, and other means. Drilling mud pits and water discharges will be
controlled to minimize the duration of standing water at any drilling site. A clean
workplace will be maintained in all areas. No trash is to be thrown on the ground or
left in open containers, equipment, or truck beds. Refuse receptacles with lids will be
provided for all construction personnel and are to be maintained and emptied on a
regular basis and at least weekly. Trash collection will be conducted in all
construction areas as needed to keep all areas clean on a daily basis. Portable toilets
will be provided and used by all construction personnel.

o At the end of construction all equipment removal will monitored by Authorized
Biologists or Biological Monitors.

BIO-4: Temporary Construction Halt. If a desert tortoise is observed within 300 feet of the
construction activities or is determined by the Authorized Biologist to be in harm’s way, then
construction activities shall be halted in the vicinity as directed by the Authorized Biologist.
Work shall only continue once the Authorized Biologist determines there is no risk to the
desert tortoise.

BIO-S5: Pipeline Siting to Minimize Vegetation Disruption. The [Southern Pipeline] shall be
installed within previously disturbed areas of the easement to the extent feasible. During
construction, previously undisturbed areas within the pipeline alignment that are not needed
for construction shall be staked and flagged to prevent construction equipment access or
disturbance in these areas. The cordoned off areas shall be flagged and monitored by a
qualified biologist during construction activities.

BIO-6: Site Restoration Plan. A special-status species and sensitive habitat restoration plan
shall be prepared prior to construction for unavoidable temporary impacts on special-status
plants and sensitive habitats. The plan would include, at a minimum, the following measures:

e A salvage and replacement program for the top 12 inches of surface material and
topsoil. The program shall identify soil preparation requirements, including grain size
specifications that shall need to be engineered or amended on site to match to the
greatest extent feasible the existing surface soil conditions.

e A salvage and replanting program for perennial special-status species.
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e Aninvasive plant species maintenance, monitoring, and removal program.

e Success criteria that establishes yearly thresholds for growth and reestablishment of
habitat.

e A five-year maintenance and monitoring plan to ensure successful implementation of
the restoration plan.

BIO-7: Habitat Compensation. A habitat compensation plan would be prepared and
implemented that includes at a minimum the following measure:

e Purchase of compensatory mitigation lands or credits at a USFWS and CDFG
approved conservation bank at a minimum 1:1 ratio for permanent habitat loss and
0.5:1 for temporary habitat loss (or that required by the USFWS and CDFG permit
conditions) for preservation in perpetuity.

BIO-8: Prior to construction, surveys for Mojave fringe-toed lizard shall be conducted by a
qualified biologist within the sand dunes and sand fields habitats within the ARZC ROW [of
the Southern Pipeline]. If Mojave fringe-toed lizards are identified in the construction zone,
the area shall be fenced during construction as described in BIO-2 to prevent lizards from
entering the construction site. Once fenced, a qualified biologist shall trap the area for lizards
and release captured lizards into adjacent suitable habitat as determined by the qualified
biologist.

BIO-9: If construction and vegetation removal is proposed for the bird nesting period of
February 1 through August 31, then pre-construction surveys for nesting bird species shall
begin 30 days prior to construction disturbance with subsequent weekly surveys, the last one
being no more than three days prior to work initiation. The surveys shall include habitat within
300 feet (500 feet for raptors) of the construction limits. Active nest sites located during the
pre-construction surveys shall be avoided and a non-disturbance buffer zone established
dependent on the species and in consultation with USFWS and CDFG. This buffer zone shall
be delineated in the field with flagging, stakes, or construction fencing. Nest sites shall be
avoided with approved non-disturbance buffer zones until the adults and young are no longer
reliant on the nest site for survival as determined by a qualified biologist.

BIO-10: A burrowing owl survey shall be conducted pursuant to the Burrowing Owl Survey
Protocol and Mitigation Guidelines of the California Burrowing Owl Consortium (1993) or per
the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation prepared by CDFG (1995). At a minimum, this
survey shall include the following:

e A pre-construction survey conducted by a qualified biologist within 30 days of the
start of construction. This survey shall include two early morning surveys and two
evening surveys to ensure that all owl pairs have been located.

e Ifpre-construction surveys are undertaken during the breeding season (February st
through July 31st) active nest burrows should be located within 250 feet of
construction zones and an appropriate buffer around them (as determined by the
Project biologist) shall remain excluded from construction activities until the breeding
season is over.

e During the non-breeding season (August 15th through January 31st), resident owls
may be relocated to alternative habitat. Owls shall be encouraged to relocate from the
construction disturbance area to off-site habitat areas and undisturbed areas of the
Project site through the use of one-way doors on burrows. If ground squirrel burrows,
stand pipes, and other structures that have been documented during pre-construction
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surveys as supporting either a nesting burrowing owl pair or resident owl are removed
to accommodate the proposed Project, these structures and burrows shall be relocated
or replaced on or adjacent to the Project site. Relocated and replacement structures
and burrows shall be sited within suitable foraging habitat within one-half mile of the
Project area as determined by the qualified biologist. Suitable development-free
buffers shall be maintained between replacement nest burrows and the nearest
building, pathway, parking lot, or landscaping. The relocation of resident owls shall
be in conformance with all necessary State and federal permits.

BIO-11: A qualified biologist shall conduct focused pre-construction surveys no more than
two weeks prior to construction for potential American badger dens. If no potential American
badger dens are present, no further mitigation is required. If potential dens are observed, the
following measures are required to avoid potential adverse effects to the American badger:

e If the qualified biologist determines that potential dens are inactive, the biologist shall
excavate these dens by hand with a shovel to prevent badgers from re-using them
during construction.

e If the qualified biologist determines that potential dens may be active, the entrances of
the dens shall be blocked with soil, sticks, and debris for three to five days to
discourage use of these dens prior to Project disturbance. The den entrances shall be
blocked to an incrementally greater degree over the three- to five-day period. After
the qualified biologist determines that badgers have stopped using active dens within
the Project boundary, the dens shall be hand-excavated with a shovel to prevent re-
use during construction.

e Construction activities shall not occur within 30 feet of active badger dens.

BIO-12: Prior to construction activities, winter and spring surveys shall be conducted to
determine the nature of trestle use by pallid bats. Surveys shall follow the appropriate site-
specific protocol as determined in coordination with CDFG.

BIO-13: If a special-status natal bat roost site is found within the limits of construction during
pre-construction surveys, the roosts shall be staked, flagged, fenced, or otherwise clearly
delineated. Roosts shall be avoided with non-disturbance buffer zones established by a
qualified biologist in consultation with the USFWS and CDFG until the site is no longer in
active use as a natal roost.

BI0O-14: Prior to construction, construction zone limits shall be marked by a qualified
biologist and shall be staked, flagged, fenced, or otherwise clearly delineated to ensure that the
construction zone is limited to minimize impacts on special-status plant species. These limits
shall be identified on the construction drawings. No earth-moving equipment shall be allowed
outside demarcated construction zones unless pre-approval is obtained from a qualified
biologist.

BIO-15: A Waters of the State Mitigation Plan shall be prepared [for installation of the
Southern Pipeline] to include with RWQCB and CDFG permit applications. Conditions of the
Mitigation Plan shall include at a minimum the following measures:

e measures to divert flows during construction,
e measures to minimize construction footprint within washes,

e measures to minimize erosion,
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e measures to minimize discharge of contaminants through proper storage of chemicals
and vehicle maintenance, and

e post-construction site restoration performance standards.

BIO-16: Prior to commencement of ground disturbance activities for any component of the
proposed Project, a qualified biologist/arborist shall provide an inventory of the number and
size of protected species within the proposed Project’s impact areas. The qualified
biologist/arborist shall mark any smoke tree (Dalea spinosa), mesquites (Prosopis spp.), all
species of the family Agavaceae (i.e., yucca, century plant, and nolina), creosote rings (10 feet
or greater in diameter), and Joshua trees within the construction zone. Removal of these plants
shall be avoided if possible.

BIO-17: If avoidance of the species listed in BIO-16 is not possible, these species shall be
moved or replanted pursuant to the methods required in the Desert Native Plant Protection
Ordinance.

Significance Determination

Impacts to biological resources that may result from the conversion of the Northern Pipeline are
consistent with those identified in the Final EIR. Conversion and operation of the Northern Pipeline
would not result in any new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity
of previously identified significant effects to biological resources. No new information of substantial
importance indicates the Project would have one or more significant effects that were not discussed in
the Final EIR nor are there any new significant effects that were not previously examined substantially
or that would be more severe than described in the Final EIR. No new mitigation measures or
alternatives are warranted and those already certified in the Final EIR would in fact be feasible and
would substantially reduce any significant effects of the revised Project on biological resources.
Moreover, there are no new mitigation measures or alternatives that are considerably different from
those analyzed in the Final EIR, and the proposed mitigation measures are designed to minimize
impacts to biological resources to a level of less than significant.

Summary of Potential Effects on Biological Resources

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in substantial impacts to biological resources, cause new significant environmental effects, or result
in a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No further
environmental review is recommended. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.).
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Cultural Resources

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Yes No

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES — Would project
modifications, changed circumstances, or new
information substantially increase the severity of
significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA
document or result in new significant impacts that
could:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the ]
significance of a historical resource pursuant to
§15064.5?

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

c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred ]
outside of dedicated cemeteries?

Discussion

a) The construction of AR/AVs and BOs and the replacement of pipeline segments will occur within
previously excavated soils of the existing buried pipeline. The installation of the pipeline and
conversion to natural gas were covered under a 1985 EIR/EIS and again under an Environmental
Assessment in 2005. These previous project approvals included evaluations of historic resources
within the proximity of the pipeline alignment. The seven pump stations would be constructed
adjacent to the existing pipeline easement on areas that may be undisturbed. In accordance with the
Final EIR mitigation requirements, impacts to historic resources will be avoided through the
proactive identification of resources using site surveys prior to final designs, and placement of
facilities in areas that do not pose significant impacts to existing resources. The pump stations,
AR/AV and BOs will be sited within areas of low sensitivity, avoiding all potentially significant
cultural resources that occur within the easement and proposed pump station locations. Prior to
construction, FVWA will further refine the locations for the pump stations, AR/AVs, and BOs
pursuant to Mitigation Measure CUL-2 of the Final EIR. Ground disturbance within recorded sites
will be avoided by changing the location of the facility sufficiently to avoid the known resource. In
accordance with the Final EIR Mitigation Measure CUL-2, affected parcels will be documented,
mapped, fenced, and avoided within the affected parcels. In accordance with the Final EIR
Mitigation Measure CUL-6, affected parcels will be monitored prior to construction to clear
construction areas.

As described in the Final EIR, Mitigation Measure CUL-1, CUL-2, CUL-4, CUL-5, CUL-6,
CUL-7, and CUL-11 would be implemented to reduce potential impacts to cultural resources.
Impacts to cultural resources that may result from the Project’s modified design are consistent with
those identified in the Final EIR. Construction and operation of pump stations would not result in
any new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified significant effects to cultural resources. The Project would not result in effects beyond
those discussed in the Final EIR nor are there any new significant effects not previously examined
that would be more severe than described in the Final EIR. Implementation of mitigation measures
included in the Final EIR would avoid or reduce significant effects of the revised Project on cultural
resources to less than significant levels.
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b)

In accordance with the Final EIR mitigation requirements, impacts to archaeological resources will
be avoided through the proactive identification of resources using site surveys prior to final designs,
and placement of facilities in areas that do not pose significant impacts to existing resources. The
known and recently identified sites and resources will be mapped by qualified archaeologists during
final design of the pump stations in order to ensure avoidance during construction. The pump
stations will be located in areas of low potential for sensitive resources Although known
archaeological resources will be avoided, there exists the possibility that previously unidentified
archaeological deposits underlie the nine parcels. Should unknown subsurface archeological
deposits be located during construction within the Project alignment, implementation of Mitigation
Measures CUL-4 and CUL-7 would ensure that impacts would be minimized through the
development and implementation of a treatment plan. In addition, implementation of Mitigation
Measure CUL-2 would ensure that prior to construction any known on-site resources would be
mapped, fenced, and avoided.

The Project would not result in significant impacts not previously identified in the Final EIR, which
concluded a less than significant impact with the incorporation of mitigation. Additionally, there
would not be more severe impacts than described in the Final EIR. Implementation of mitigation
measures included in the Final EIR would substantially reduce any significant effects of the revised
Project on cultural resources. No new significant impacts will occur, and no new mitigation measures
are required. Impacts to cultural resources are reduced to a level of less than significant.

No human remains were identified within the modified pipeline alignment. However, this does not
preclude the possibility of inadvertently uncovering human remains, including those interred
outside of formal cemeteries, during Project implementation. Implementation of Mitigation
Measure CUL-11 would ensure that the appropriate notifications are conducted: “If human remains
are uncovered during Project construction, all work in the vicinity of the find shall be halted and the
County Coroner will be contacted to evaluate the remains and follow the procedures and protocols
set forth in Section 15064.5 (e)(1) of the CEQA Guidelines. If the County Coroner determines that
the remains are Native American, the NAHC shall be contacted, in accordance with Health and
Safety Code Section 7050.5, subdivision (c) and Public Resources Code 5097.98 (as amended by
AB 2641).” No new significant impacts will occur, and no new mitigation measures are required.

Mitigation Measures from Final EIR

CUL-1: A qualified archaeologist, defined as an archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards for professional archaeology, shall be retained to carry out all mitigation
measures related to archaeological resources.

CUL-2: The construction zone shall be narrowed or otherwise altered to avoid all significant
historical resources, or resources treated as significant, where feasible. Significant historical
resources within 100 feet of the construction zone shall be designated Environmentally
Sensitive Areas and shall be marked with exclusion markers to ensure avoidance. In the case
of significant historical resources dating to the historic era, the boundaries of the
Environmentally Sensitive Areas shall be established around the recorded site boundaries, with
the exception of resources CA-SBR-3282H and CA-SBR-3233H, where a 50-foot buffer shall
be established outside of recorded site boundaries as an added protective measure to protect
historic cemeteries. For significant historical resources dating to the prehistoric era, the
boundaries of the ESA shall be established around the recorded site boundaries, plus an
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additional 50-foot buffer as an added protective measure to protect any subsurface component.
Protective fencing shall not identify the protected areas as cultural resource areas in order to
discourage unauthorized disturbance or collection of artifact.

CUL-4: If avoidance of significant historical resources is not feasible, prior to any Project-
related ground disturbing activities, a detailed treatment plan shall be prepared and
implemented by a qualified archaeologist. The treatment plan shall include a research design
and a scope of work for data recovery of the portion(s) of the significant resource(s) to be
impacted by the Project. Treatment for most resources shall consist of (but would not be not
limited to) sample excavation, surface artifact collection, site documentation, and historical
research, with the aim to target the recovery of important scientific data contained in the
portion of the significant resource to be impacted by the Project. The treatment plan shall
include provisions for analysis of data in a regional context, reporting of results within a
timely manner, and curation of artifacts and data at an approved facility.

CUL-5: Prior to construction, a qualified archaeologist shall be retained to carry out a Phase 1
cultural resources survey in those portions of the Project area where design changes have
modified the proposed Project footprint (including but not limited to: the wellfield, CRA tie-in
Options 2a and 2b, and any access roads, staging areas, borrow areas, and any other proposed
areas of potential ground disturbance and areas where monitoring and mitigation wells have
been installed), and not previously surveyed within the past 5 years. The Phase 1 survey shall
identify and evaluate the significance of any potentially eligible resources that may be directly
or indirectly impacted by the proposed Project, and shall take Native American comments
concerning viewshed impacts into consideration. The Phase 1 Survey effort shall be
documented in a Phase 1 Cultural Resources Survey report. Resources determined eligible for
listing shall be subject to Mitigation Measures CUL-1 through CUL-4 and CUL-6. All
significant cultural resources identified in the wellfield area during surveys shall be avoided.

CUL-6: Prior to construction, an archaeological monitor shall be retained to monitor all
ground-disturbing activities, including brush clearance and grubbing, within the following
areas: the proposed wellfield area; staging areas; CRA tie-in areas; and within 100 feet of all
significant historical resources. The monitor shall work under the supervision of the qualified
archaeologist. If ground-disturbing activities are occurring simultaneously in areas located
more than 500 feet apart, additional monitors shall be retained. If so requested by the Native
American community, a Native American monitor shall also monitor all ground-disturbing
activities. The qualified archaeologist, in consultation with the lead agency, shall have the
discretion to modify the monitoring requirements based on in-field observations of subsurface
conditions. The duration and timing of monitoring shall be determined by the qualified
archaeologist in consultation with the lead agency and based on the grading plans. In the event
that cultural resources are unearthed during ground-disturbing activities, the archaeological
monitor and/or Native American monitor shall be empowered to halt or redirect ground-
disturbing activities away from the vicinity of the find so that the find can be evaluated and
appropriate treatment determined.

CUL-7: If archaeological resources are encountered, all activity in the vicinity of the find shall
cease until it can be evaluated by a qualified archaeologist. If the qualified archaeologist
determines that the resources may be significant, he or she would develop an appropriate
treatment plan for the resources. Appropriate Native American representatives shall be
consulted in determining appropriate treatment for unearthed cultural resources if the
resources are prehistoric or Native American in nature. Work may proceed on other parts of
the Project site while mitigation for cultural resources is being carried out.
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CUL-11: If human remains are uncovered during Project construction, all work in the vicinity
of the find shall be halted and the County Coroner would be contacted to evaluate the remains
and follow the procedures and protocols set forth in Section 15064.5 (e)(1) of the CEQA
Guidelines. If the County Coroner determines that the remains are Native American, the
NAHC shall be contacted, in accordance with Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5,
subdivision (c¢) and Public Resources Code 5097.98 (as amended by AB 2641). Per Public
Resources Code 5097.98, the landowner shall ensure that the immediate vicinity, according to
generally accepted cultural or archaeological standards or practices, where the Native
American human remains are located, is not damaged or disturbed by further development
activity until the landowner has discussed and conferred, as prescribed in this Section (PRC
5097.98) with the most likely descendants taking into consideration their recommendations,
and developing a treatment plan, taking into account the possibility of multiple human
remains.

Summary of Potential Effects on Cultural Resources

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in substantial impacts to cultural resources, cause new significant effects, or result in a substantial
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No further environmental review is
required. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.).
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Energy

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Yes No

VI. ENERGY — Would project modifications, changed
circumstances, or new information substantially
increase the severity of significant impacts identified
in the previous CEQA document or result in new
significant impacts that could:

a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact ]
due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of energy resources, during project
construction or operation?

b)  Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for ]
renewable energy or energy efficiency?

Discussion

a)  Conversion of the Northern Pipeline would result in energy demand from the use of construction
equipment for a temporary period of time. Energy demand from the use of transportation fuels from
construction activities would be generated by the operation of vehicles and equipment used for
various construction activities, such as excavation and grading. Electricity would be consumed to
power the construction trailers (lights, electronic equipment, and heating and cooling) and exterior
uses such as lights, conveyance of water for dust control, and any electricallydriven construction
equipment. Construction-related energy and transportation fuel demand from construction
equipment would vary depending on factors such as the type and number of equipment and the time
duration that each equipment is powered on and used. Conversion of the Northern Pipeline would
use electricity for necessary construction-related activities and would be limited to working hours.
Construction equipment and trucks would be required to comply with applicable provisions of
regulations to improve fuel efficiency. Additionally, construction of the Northern Pipeline facilities
would not occur simultaneously with construction activities described in the Final EIR. Therefore,
conversion of the Northern Pipeline was found to not result in the wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of transportation fuel resources and impacts would be less than
significant.

The Final EIR determined that the operational activities associated with the Project would be less
than significant. Operation of the Northern Pipeline would be controlled remotely by existing
employees; no additional employees would be required onsite daily for operational activities than
identified in the Final EIR, though periodic inspections and maintenance trips would occur. During
operation of the proposed project, natural gas would be consumed for the operation of seven pump
stations through access of existing natural gas pipelines located on private or federal lands adjacent
to the Northern Pipeline alignment. The pump stations would require a combined approximately
50,000 horse-power capacity and would utilize linear generator technologies to minimize
emissions. In addition, the local electric grid or onsite solar power may be also used to power pump
station auxiliary facilities, telemetry controls, lighting, et. Building lighting would be energy-
efficient (i.e., light-emitting diode [LED]) and the pumps and other equipment installed would be
new and designed to meet applicable current energy standards for such equipment. The objective of
the operation of the Northern Pipeline is to support the Cadiz Project’s purpose of saving
substantial quantities of groundwater in the Bristol, Cadiz, and Fenner Valleys that are presently
wasted and lost to evaporation by natural processes and reduce demand for surface water resources
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b)

from the Colorado River or the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, reducing the overall energy
associated with importing water as there would be less energy needed for conveyance of these
distant water supplies. Given the minimal energy consumption of the Northern Pipeline and that the
project would save energy related to imported water and would be designed with energy efficient
lighting and equipment, operation of the Northern Pipeline would not result in a substantial increase
in energy consumption and would not result in the wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of electricity resources; impacts were found to be less than significant.

Operation of the Northern Pipeline would require routine inspections and maintenance, checks of
the water supply pipeline, landscaping, and other small-scale work. Typical equipment used for
routine maintenance may include hand tools, chainsaws, backhoes, graders, dump trucks,
chipper/shredder machines, dozers, cranes, reach lifts, welding trucks, and water trucks for dust
control. These maintenance routines are expected to occur periodically and not generate substantial
numbers of energy consumption and vehicle trips. Therefore, operation of the Northern Pipeline
would not result in the wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of transportation fuel
resources and impacts would be less than significant.

The Northern Pipeline would result in less than significant impacts with respect to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources during project construction and
operation and no mitigation would be required. Therefore, the Northern Pipeline would not result in
an increase in severity of impacts to energy compared with the conclusions in the Final EIR. As a
result, construction and operation of the Northern Pipeline would not result in a significant impact
and would not alter the conclusions of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measure from Final EIR

UTIL-3: Pumps installed as part of the Project shall be rated for high efficiency to minimize
energy consumption.

The Final EIR described that the Project would be designed in a consistent manner with relevant
energy efficiency plans, such as Integrated Energy Policy Report, and the California Building
Standards, designed to encourage development that results in the efficient use of water resources.
Thus, the Final EIR determined that impacts would be less than significant. The Northern Pipeline
would increase water conveyance and storage infrastructure in this region and enhance flexibility
and resiliency of the water supply system in California, thereby providing state and regional water
agencies with a mechanism to convey and store water more flexibly and to enable the integration of
water management strategies between the Colorado River and State Water Project systems. This
would reduce the energy consumption needed to provide water to Southern California water
consumers.

The CARB 2022 Scoping Plan for Achieving Carbon Neutrality (Scoping Plan) is the State’s
strategy for reducing greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and includes various energy efficiency
strategies to achieve the GHG reduction goals including recognition of the nexus between water
and energy consumption. The water-energy nexus provides opportunities for reducing energy
demand.
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The fundamental purpose of the Project, as stated in the Project Description section of this
Addendum, is to save substantial quantities of groundwater that are presently wasted and lost to
evaporation by natural processes. By strategically managing groundwater levels, the Project would
conserve up to 2 million acre-feet of this water, retrieving it from storage before it is lost to
evaporation. The Project makes available a reliable water supply for project participants, to
supplement or replace existing supplies and enhance dry-year supply reliability. The proposed
project is not a land use project which typically would have substantial energy demand associated
with a large number of mobile sources. The Project would have periodic vehicle trips that would
have minimal amounts of transportation fuel demand from periodic visits from service vehicles for
inspection and maintenance purposes and from the operation of the proposed pump stations. The
operation of the Project itself would not increase water demand or wastewater generation.
Consequently, the implementation of the proposed project would not generate substantial energy
demand that would impede the future statewide energy goals. CARB has outlined a number of
potential strategies for achieving the 2030 reduction target of 40 percent below 1990 levels. These
potential strategies include renewable resources for half of the State’s electricity by 2030, reducing
petroleum use in cars and trucks, and reducing the carbon content of transportation fuels.

With respect to truck fleet operators, the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)
and National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) have adopted fuel efficiency
standards for medium- and heavy-duty trucks. The Phase 1 heavy-duty truck standards apply to
combination tractors, heavy-duty pickup trucks and vans, and vocational vehicles and are phased in
for model years 2014 through 2018 and result in a reduction in fuel consumption from 6 to 23
percent over the 2010 baseline, depending on the vehicle type (USEPA 2011). USEPA and NHTSA
also adopted the Phase 2 heavy-duty truck standards, which would be phased in from model years
2021 through 2027 and require the phase-in of a 5 to 25 percent reduction in fuel consumption over
the 2017 baseline depending on the compliance year and vehicle type (USEPA 2016). These
regulations would have an overall beneficial effect on reducing fuel consumption from trucks over
time as older trucks are replaced with newer models that meet the standards. In addition, CARB has
adopted truck fleet regulations that result in an increase in energy savings in the form of reduced
fuel consumption from more fuel-efficient engines. The Northern Pipeline would be required to
comply with the CARB Air Toxic Control Measure (ATCM) that limits heavy duty diesel motor
vehicle idling to no more than five minutes. Contractors would be required to comply with the
CARB In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Regulation to use lower emitting equipment in accordance
with the phased-in compliance schedule for equipment fleet operators. Further, fleet equipment
would be compliant with more fuel-efficient engines from the 2008 CARB Truck and Bus
regulation and 2021 CARB Heavy-Duty Engine and Vehicle Omnibus Regulation. Finally, the
2020 CARB Advanced Clean Trucks regulations require that manufacturers sell zero-emissions or
near-zero-emissions trucks as an increasing percentage of their annual California sales beginning in
2024, resulting in less energy fuel consumption from equipment fleet operators. Although these
regulations are intended to reduce criteria pollutant emissions, compliance with the emissions
regulations would also result in the efficient use of construction related energy.

As discussed above, the intent of the operation of the Northern Pipeline is to save substantial
quantities of groundwater in the Bristol, Cadiz, and Fenner Valleys that are presently wasted and
lost to evaporation by natural processes and reduce demand for the surface water resources from the
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Colorado River or the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, which would reduce the overall energy use
associated with importing water as there would be less energy needed for conveyance of these
distant water supplies. The 2022 Scoping Plan supports water strategies to support the statewide
goal of achieving carbon neutrality as soon as possible, and no later than 2045, which includes
strategies that aid in the protection of the state’s water supply. As a result, the Project would
support the strategies for the protection of the state’s water supply.

Impacts associated with the addition of the Northern Pipeline combined with project components
analyzed in the Final EIR for the Southern Pipeline would remain less than significant with respect
to conflicts with or obstruction of a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency
during project construction or operation and no mitigation would be required. Therefore, the
Northern Pipeline would result in less than significant impacts to energy efficiency similar to the
less than significant conclusions in the Final EIR As a result, construction and operation of the
Northern Pipeline would not result in a significant impact and would not alter the conclusions of the
Final EIR.

Summary of Potential Effects on Energy

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in substantial changes to energy, cause new significant environmental effects, or result in a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No further environmental
review is required. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.).

References

CARB, 2022. 2022 Scoping Plan for Achieving Carbon Neutrality, November. Available at
https://ww?2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2022-12/2022-sp_1.pdf.

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), 2011. Fact Sheet: EPA and NHTSA Adopt First-Ever
Program to Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Improve Fuel Efficiency of Medium- and Heavy-Duty
Vehicles, August. https://www.eesi.org/files/420f11031.pdf. Accessed August 25, 2022.
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Geology and Soils

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources):

Yes No

VIl

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

f)

GEOLOGY AND SOILS — Would project
modifications, changed circumstances, or new
information substantially increase the severity of
significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA
document or result in new significant impacts that
could:

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

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

i)  Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

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

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?

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in

Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994),
creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or
property?

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

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

Discussion

Oodg oo
XX K KX

[
X

a.iand a.ii) The Northern Pipeline alignment crosses the following Alquist-Priolo Fault Zones shown on

Figure VII-1: Helendale-South Lockhart, Calico-Hidalgo, Pisgah-Bullion, and Lavic Lake. These
faults are all active, meaning they have experienced movement within Holocene time (within the
last 11,700 years). Consequently, the Northern Pipeline is located in a seismically active region
due to the proximity of these and other faults located further away (e.g., San Andreas Fault Zone).
The components of the proposed project are expected to be subjected to seismic shaking over the
life of the project. As discussed in Northern Pipeline Addendum Chapter 1, Project Description,
the proposed activities for the construction and operation of the Northern Pipeline would not
include the injection of water or the extraction of crude oil or groundwater, actions that could
activate movement along active faults. Therefore, with no injection or extraction of fluids, the
proposed activities for the Northern Pipeline would not directly or indirectly cause rupture of an
active fault or seismic shaking. The Northern Pipeline modification to the Project would not
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increase the severity of significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or result in
new significant impacts.

Although the construction and operation of the Northern Pipeline would not directly or indirectly
cause rupture of an active fault or seismic shaking, the existing Northern Pipeline, originally
installed in 1985, is located across several active faults and is in a seismically active region.
Rupture along or seismic shaking on active faults could damage the pipeline and interrupt the
water supply. Although CEQA only requires analysis of impacts of the proposed project on the
environment and not impacts of the environment on the proposed project, impacts of fault rupture
and seismic shaking are provided for informational purposes.! Breaks in the pipeline would
require a temporary and short-term shutdown of water supply operations. However, the breaks
would be repaired by accessing and replacing the broken pipeline section, an effort that would not
require a long-term interruption of water supply service. The Final EIR determined that impacts
would be less than significant. The use of the Northern Pipeline would not increase the severity of
significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or result in new significant
impacts.

a.iii)  In the event that shallow groundwater is present, strong ground shaking could enable liquefaction
or lateral spreading of sediments. Liquefaction or lateral spreading in such areas could cause
differential settlement or other damage to pipelines, wells, and other proposed facilities.
However, as discussed in the Cadiz Project Draft EIR Section 4.9, Hydrology and Water Quality,
the depth to groundwater along the Southern Pipeline is generally over 100 feet below the ground
surface (ESA 2011). Similarly, the depth to groundwater along the existing Northern Pipeline is
anticipated to be below excavation depths since the existing pipeline installed in 1985 is not
located within saturated soils. As a result, liquefaction-prone conditions are not present. The Final
EIR determined that impacts associated with liquefaction would be less than significant. The use
of the Northern Pipeline would not increase the severity of significant impacts identified in the
previous CEQA document or result in new significant impacts.

a.lv)  Asdiscussed in Cadiz Project Draft EIR Section 4.6, Geology and Soils, the water conveyance
pipeline would be located on relatively flat topography. The proposed support structures for the
Northern Pipeline would be also located upon relatively flat topography. A review of geologic
maps of the pipeline alignment did not reveal any existing landslides within or adjacent to the
pipeline alignment (CGS 2024). In addition, the existing Northern Pipeline is underground, thus
protecting the pipeline from potential landslides. The Final EIR determined that landslide impacts
would be less than significant. The use of the Northern Pipeline would not increase the severity of

1 CEQA requires analysis of a project's effects on the environment; consideration of the potential effects of a site's environment
on a project are outside the scope of required CEQA review (California Building Industry Association v. Bay Area Air Quality
Management District (2015) 62 Cal. 4th 369). As stated in Ballona Wetlands Land Trust v. City of Los Angeles (2011) 201
Cal.App.4th 455, 473: “[TThe purpose of an EIR is to identify the significant effects of a project on the environment, not the
significant effects of the environment on the project.” The impacts discussed in this section related to increased exposure of
people or structures to risks associated with seismic occurrences and location of people or structures on unstable geologic units
are effects on users of the project and structures in the project of preexisting environmental hazards, and therefore “do not relate
to environmental impacts under CEQA and cannot support an argument that the effects of the environment on the project must be
analyzed in an EIR.” (/d. at p. 474.) Nonetheless, an analysis of these impacts is provided for information purposes.
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b)

c)

significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or result in new significant
impacts.

Construction of facilities for the conversion of the Northern Pipeline would include ground
disturbance activities, such as site clearing, grading, or excavation that could contribute to
substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil. Erosion of exposed soils can occur as a result of the
forces of wind or water. Most of the pump stations, AR/AVs and BOs for the Northern Pipeline
project are located in areas that would not affect Waters of the U.S. Nevertheless, the FGMWC
would implement Cadiz Project Mitigation Measure HYDRO-1 to ensure that construction-
related Best Management Practices (BMPs) are implemented to prevent soil erosion during
construction, as well as to control hazardous materials used during construction from adversely
affecting the environment. Once constructed, no further ground disturbance would occur. The
Final EIR determined that impacts would be less than significant with incorporation of mitigation
measures HYDRO-1 and BIO-6. The use of the Northern Pipeline would not increase the
severity of significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or result in new
significant impacts.

Mitigation Measures from Final EIR

HYDRO-1: A construction Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan shall be prepared and
included in construction specifications for the Project. At a minimum, the plan shall include
the following required Best Management Practices or equivalent measures:

- Install temporary sediment fences or straw waddles at stream crossings or washes to
prevent erosion and sedimentation during construction, including at each ARZC railroad
trestle along the pipeline alignment.

- Establish designated fueling areas equipped with secondary containment,

- Require drip-pans under all idle equipment on the construction sites,

- Ensure that spill prevention kits are present at all construction sites.

BIO-6: A special-status species and sensitive habitat restoration plan shall be prepared prior to

construction for unavoidable temporary impacts on special-status plants and sensitive habitats.
The plan would include, at a minimum, the following measures:

- A salvage and replacement program for the top 12 inches of surface material and topsoil.
The program shall identify soil preparation requirements, including grain size
specifications that shall need to be engineered or amended on site to match to the greatest
extent feasible the existing surface soil conditions.

- Asalvage and replanting program for perennial special-status species.
- Aninvasive plant species maintenance, monitoring, and removal program.

- Success criteria that establishes yearly thresholds for growth and reestablishment of
habitat.

- A five-year maintenance and monitoring plan to ensure successful implementation of the
restoration plan.

Impacts relative to liquefaction, lateral spreading, and landslides are analyzed above in Impacts
VII aiii and aiv, which concluded there would be no increase in the severity of significant
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d)

impacts. Subsidence and collapse are associated with the withdrawal of shallow groundwater or
deep excavations. The proposed Northern Pipeline does not include either of these activities. The
Final EIR determined that impacts would be less than significant with incorporation of mitigation
measure GEO-1. The use of the Northern Pipeline would not increase the severity of significant
impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or result in new significant impacts.

Mitigation Measure from Final EIR

GEO-1: The project design features in Chapter 6.3 of the GMMMP attached to the Final EIR
Vol. 7, Appendix B1 Updated GMMMP shall be implemented to address the potential impact
for land subsidence.

As discussed in Cadiz Project Draft EIR Section 4.6, Geology and Soils, geologic and soils maps
have not identified expansive soils within the area of the proposed Project. Expansive soils
generally occur in regions with moderate to high clay content. Mapped soil associations within
the Project area contain very low to negligible amounts of clay material. Given the similar
geologic and soil conditions along the Northern Pipeline alignment, expansive soils are not
anticipated to be present. The Northern Pipeline already exists; shallow soils would have been
removed during construction of the pipeline, thus removing expansive soils, if any had been
present. The design and construction of the proposed pump stations would be required to comply
with the California building code, which would require addressing the site-specific soils, if any.
The Final EIR determined that impacts would be less than significant. The use of the Northern
Pipeline would not increase the severity of significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA
document or result in new significant impacts.

The proposed Northern Pipeline project would not include the addition, removal, or use of septic
tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems. Pump stations would be supplied with chemical
toilets that would be routinely maintained. The Final EIR determined that no impacts would
occur. The use of the Northern Pipeline would not increase the severity of significant impacts
identified in the previous CEQA document or result in new significant impacts.

The Northern Pipeline is an existing pipeline where all soil along the route was originally
disturbed during the original construction of the pipeline. All of the proposed pump stations,
AR/AVs and BOs would also be located within and adjacent to this existing alignment.
Consequently, the potential to encounter paleontological resources is low. However, some
excavation would be done in previously undisturbed areas. The Final EIR identified that
excavation in previously undisturbed areas may encounter paleontological resources, but
determined that impacts would be less than significant with incorporation of mitigation measures
CUL-8 through CUL-10. The use of the Northern Pipeline would be subject to the same
mitigation measures and would not increase the severity of significant impacts identified in the
previous CEQA document or result in new significant impacts.

Summary of Potential Effects on Geology and Soils

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not

result in

substantial changes to geology and soils, cause new significant environmental effects, or result in
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a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No further environmental
review is required. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.).

References

California Geological Survey (CGS), 2024. CGS Landslide Zones, Earthquake Zones of Required

Investigation.

Environmental Science Associates (ESA), 2011. Draft Environmental Impact Report, Cadiz Valley Water
Conservation, Recovery, and Storage Project.
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Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Yes No

VIll. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS — Would project
modifications, changed circumstances, or new
information substantially increase the severity of
significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA
document or result in new significant impacts that
could:

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

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

Discussion

a) The Final EIR identified that the Cadiz Project would generate greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions
from vehicle trips generated by construction workers, vendor trucks, and haul trucks traveling to
and from the Project site and the use of construction equipment. The Project was found to result
in the additional electricity demand to power equipment, which would result in electricity-related
GHG emissions. The Final EIR determined that the Cadiz Project’s annual GHG emissions would
result in a cumulatively considerable increase in GHG emissions such that the Cadiz Project
could indirectly and remotely impair the State's ability to implement AB 32. The impact would be
reduced to less than significant with mitigation through the purchase of carbon offset credits (see
GHG-1 below) consistent with the policies and guidelines of AB 32. Therefore, GHG emission
impacts with respect to the generation of GHGs were found to be less than significant with
mitigation.

The Northern Pipeline would result in additional electricity, and employee on-road vehicle trips.
GHG emissions were quantified based on guidance from State and regional agencies with
scientific expertise in quantifying GHG emissions, including the CARB and the MDAQMD.
Similar to air pollutant emissions, GHG emissions were estimated using the CalEEMod for on-
road and off-road. Because potential impacts resulting from GHG emissions would be long-term
rather than acute, GHG emissions were calculated on an annual basis. In accordance with
MDAQMD CEQA guidelines, GHG emissions from construction have been amortized (i.e.,
averaged annually) over the lifetime of the proposed project defined as 50 years. Therefore, the
Northern Pipeline total construction GHG emissions are divided by 50 to determine annual
construction emissions estimate comparable to operational emissions.

The construction of the Northern Pipeline for water conveyance requires several components as
described in the Project Description. Construction of the necessary Northern Pipeline facilities
would not occur simultaneously with the construction activities identified in the Final EIR.
Construction activities would include pipeline inspection & rehabilitation with potential
replacement of up to 16 miles of pipeline, AR/AV & BO installation, cathodic protection repair,
and pump station construction. The total construction GHG emissions for the Northern Pipeline
were estimated for each construction phase. The Northern Pipeline would require the use of
heavy-duty construction equipment, haul trucks, and worker vehicles. Construction equipment
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required would include a crane, grader, excavators, concrete saw, welders, plate compactor,
paver, loader, and backhoes. Up to 20 worker trips, 10 vendor trips, and 24 haul truck trips per
day would be required over the construction period. Construction equipment and trucks would be
required to comply with applicable provisions of regulations to improve fuel efficiency.
Furthermore, trucks would need to comply with the CARB ATCM to limit heavy-duty diesel
motor vehicle idling to 15 minutes or less at any given location.

GHG emissions from construction and operation of the Northern Pipeline were estimated using
the CalEEMod Version 2022.1 for off-road equipment and on-road vehicles. Consistent with the
methodology in the Final EIR, total construction GHG emissions are divided by 30 and added to
the annual operational emissions. Annual GHG emissions from the Northern Pipeline are added
to the annual GHG emissions in the Final EIR. Table VIII-1 shows the GHG emissions from the
construction of the Northern Pipeline combined with construction emissions estimated in the

Final EIR.
TABLE VIII-1
NORTHERN PIPELINE CONSTRUCTION GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
Construction Phases Total MTCO,e'
Pipeline Inspection & Rehabilitation 179
AR/AV & BO (up to 150 units) 397
Cathodic Protection Repair (along pipeline length) 61
Pump Stations (7 stations) 1,222
Total GHG Emissions 1,859
50 years amortized 37
Final EIR Amortized GHG Emissions (see FEIR Table 4.7-4) 448
Northern Pipeline + Final EIR Construction GHG 485
NOTES:

1 Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding in the modeling calculations. Detailed
emissions calculations are provided in Appendix D of this Addendum.

SOURCE: ESA 2025.

Operation of the Northern Pipeline would be managed from Pump Station 1 located on Cadiz
property. The pumps would be operated with a SCADA system located near Pump Station 1 to
coordinate each of the pump stations simultaneously. The pump stations would be unmanned at
most times. Operation of the Northern Pipeline Project would not generate substantial numbers of
vehicle trips from routine maintenance, similar to operational trips assumptions in the Final EIR.
Use or operation of the Northern Pipeline would be year-round. Table VIII-2 shows the
estimated annual GHG emissions of the operation of the Northern Pipeline combined with the
operational emissions of the wellfield and Southern Pump Station (SPS1) when assuming 25,000
AFY would be conveyed north and 25,000 AFY south.
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TABLE VIII-2
NORTHERN PIPELINE OPERATIONAL GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Total MTCO,e per

Source year '
Pump Stations 42,638
Total GHG Emissions 42,638
Construction 50 years amortized 37
Final EIR Total GHG Emissions? 23,910
Northern Pipeline + Final EIR Operation GHG 66,585
MDAQMD Threshold of Significance 100,000
NOTES:

1 Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding in the modeling calculations. Detailed
emissions calculations are provided in Appendix D of this Addendum.

2 Total GHG emissions (with Natural Gas) for 50,000 AFY are presented in Table 4.7-4 of the
Final EIR for construction and operation of the wellfield, pump stations, and vehicle trips. The
values are reduced by approximately half to represent 25,000 AFY conveyed to the south.

SOURCE: ESA 2025.

The Final EIR applied a GHG significance threshold used by the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD), which is an air quality management district located adjacent to
the Northern Pipeline. The Final EIR determined that impacts would be less than significant with
implementation of Mitigation Measure GHG-1. Since the time of the Final EIR, the MDAQMD
has adopted a 100,000 MTCO,e CEQA significance threshold for GHG emissions. The addition
of the Northern Pipeline GHG emissions would not exceed the MDAQMD threshold of
significance for GHG emissions. However, when using the thresholds assumed in the Final EIR,
emissions would be significant, requiring implementation of Mitigation Measure GHG-1 to remain
less than significant. As a result, in order to remain consistent with the significance thresholds in
the Final EIR, the use of the Northern Pipeline would be subject to Mitigation Measure GHG-1,
requiring emissions to be offset to below 10,000 MTCO,e. With implementation of Mitigation
Measure GHG-1, the proposed project would be less than significant and would not alter the
conclusions of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measure from Final EIR

GHG-1: Within 90 days of completion of construction of the Groundwater Conservation and
Recovery Component of the Project, carbon offset credits shall be purchased from the Climate
Registry, or other source that is approved by CARB as being consistent with the policies and
guidelines of the California Global Warming Solution Act of 2006 (AB 32), or that is
approved by a local or regional agency with jurisdiction over or within San Bernardino County
as local emissions credits under a GHG reduction plan or similar program, in sufficient
quantity to reduce the Project’s first year total (direct plus indirect) GHG emissions below
10,000 MTCO:ze per year. The first year offsets identified in the binding agreement shall be
purchased and retired no later than 12 calendar months from completion of the first full year of
operation. The estimated amount of offsets required is 18,153 MTCOze per year (i.e., 28,153 —
10,000 MTCO:ze per year) if the wellfield and intermediate pump station are powered by
natural gas. This volume may be reduced if less power is needed, solar power is provided, or
diesel powered wells are retired at the Cadiz Ranch that would count as an offset.
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b)

If electricity from the grid is used, the required offsets are estimated to be 5,810 MTCOze per
year (i.e., 15,810 — 10,000 MTCOze per year). Since offsets for off-site electricity generation
is the responsibility of the energy generators, the Project may obtain verification of these
offsets or purchase additional offsets as needed.

A GHG inventory shall be completed which will be verified by an accredited third-party
verification body and reported to the Climate Registry. The Applicant shall purchase and retire
such additional carbon offset credits (due to a net increase in emissions from the first full year
of operations) as may be needed each year to ensure that the Project’s total (direct plus
indirect) GHG emissions are offset below the benchmark of 10,000 MTCOze above existing
2011 conditions.

The County of San Bernardino prepared a Greenhouse Gas Emissions Reduction Plan that was
updated with the County of San Bernardino Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan Update in June
2011, setting a 2030 target of 40 percent below 2020 BAU levels. The Project modifications
would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of GHGs. The objective of the Northern Pipeline is to support the Cadiz
project’s purpose of saving substantial quantities of groundwater presently wasted and lost to
evaporation by natural processes and reduce demand on the surface water resources from the
Colorado River or the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta. Maximizing beneficial use of groundwater
in the Bristol, Cadiz, and Fenner Valleys by conserving and using water that would otherwise be
lost to brine and evaporation provides the various users with reliable water supply opportunities
and reduces dependance on imported water, thus reducing district-wide GHG emissions.

The CARB 2022 Scoping Plan for Achieving Carbon Neutrality (Scoping Plan) is the State’s
strategy for reducing GHG emissions and includes various energy efficiency strategies to achieve
the GHG reduction goals including recognition of the nexus between water and energy
consumption. The water-energy nexus provides opportunities for reducing energy demand and
reducing emissions of GHGs. The fundamental purpose of the Project, as stated in the Project
Description section of this Addendum, is to save substantial quantities of groundwater that are
presently wasted and lost to evaporation by natural processes. By strategically managing
groundwater levels, the Project would conserve up to 2 million acre-feet of this water, retrieving
it from storage before it is lost to evaporation. The Project makes available a reliable water supply
for project participants, to supplement or replace existing supplies and enhance dry-year supply
reliability. Thus, the Project would be consistent with and not conflict with the Scoping Plan’s
strategy to reduce water-related GHG emissions. The Project would also not result in employment
growth in excess of regional projections by SCAG. Thus, the Project would not conflict with the
vehicle miles traveled (VMT) reduction strategies and targets in Senate Bill 375 nor the 2020-
2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS). In April 2024,
SCAG adopted Connect SoCal 2024 (2024-2050 RTP/SCS), which is a regional plan to continue
emissions reductions within the southern California area, largely focused on transportation
emissions reductions. However, CARB has not approved Connect SoCal 2024 as of the date of
this Addendum. Nonetheless, as Connect SoCal 2024 incorporates and builds upon VMT
reduction strategies from the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, the Northern Pipeline would not conflict with
SCAG’s adopted Connect SoCal 2024 since the operational trips associated with project
operation would not be substantial and would be similar to the volumes already envisioned in the
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Final EIR. Further, the Project would not conflict with applicable regulations to reduce GHG
emissions such as the CARB Airborne Toxics Control Measure (ATCM) that limits heavy-duty
diesel motor vehicle idling to five minutes at a location and the CARB In-Use Off-Road Diesel
Vehicle Regulation to use lower emitting equipment in accordance with the phased-in compliance
schedule for equipment fleet operators. Finally, the Project would be compliant with standards of
the CARB Truck and Bus regulation, CARB Heavy-Duty Engine and Vehicle Omnibus
Regulation, and CARB Advanced Clean Trucks that would reduce GHG emissions as a result of
more fuel-efficient engines.

The Project would result in less than significant impacts with respect to conflicts with an
applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of GHGs
during project construction or operation and no mitigation would be required. As a result,
construction and operation of the Project analyzed in the Final EIR and the Northern Pipeline
modifications would not result in a significant impact and would not alter the conclusions of the
Final EIR.

Summary of Potential Effects on Greenhouse Gas Emissions

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in a significant increase of greenhouse gas emissions, cause new significant environmental effects,
or result in a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No further
environmental review is required. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.).

References

CARB, 2022. 2022 Scoping Plan for Achieving Carbon Neutrality. November 16, 2022. Available at
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2022-12/2022-sp_1.pdf.
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Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Yes No

IX.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS —
Would project modifications, changed circumstances,
or new information substantially increase the severity
of significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA
document or result in new significant impacts that

could:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the ]
environment through the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials?
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the ]
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset
and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment?
c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or ]
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed
school?
d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of ]
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result,
would it create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment?
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 or
excessive noise for people residing or working in the
project area?
f)  Impair implementation of or physically interfere with ]
an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?
g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, ]
to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving
wildland fires?
Discussion
a) and b): During the construction needed to use the Northern Pipeline, construction equipment and
materials would include fuels, oils and lubricants, solvents and cleaners, cements and adhesives,
paints and thinners, degreasers, cement and concrete, and asphalt mixtures, which are all
commonly used in construction. The routine use or an accidental spill of hazardous materials
could result in inadvertent releases, which could adversely affect construction workers, the
public, and the environment.
Construction activities for the pump stations would be required to comply with numerous
hazardous materials regulations described in Cadiz Project Draft EIR Section 4.8, Hazards and
Hazardous Materials, designed to ensure that hazardous materials would be transported, used,
stored, and disposed of in a safe manner to protect worker safety, and to reduce the potential for a
release of construction-related fuels or other hazardous materials into the environment, including
stormwater and downstream receiving water bodies. Contractors would be required to prepare
and implement Hazardous Materials Business Plans (HMBPs) that would require that hazardous
materials used for construction would be used properly and stored in appropriate containers with
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d)

secondary containment to contain a potential release. The California Fire Code would also require
measures for the safe storage and handling of hazardous materials.

Construction contractors would be required to implement Mitigation Measure HYDRO-1 for
construction activities that would list the hazardous materials proposed for use during
construction; describe spill prevention measures, equipment inspections, equipment and fuel
storage; protocols for responding immediately to spills; and describe BMPs for controlling site
runoff.

In addition, the transportation of hazardous materials would be regulated by the USDOT,
Caltrans, and the California Highway Patrol. Together, federal and state agencies determine
driver-training requirements, load labeling procedures, and container specifications designed to
minimize the risk of accidental release.

Finally, in the event of an accidental spill that could release hazardous materials, a coordinated
response would occur at the federal, state, and local levels to respond to and assess the situation,
as needed.

The required compliance with the numerous laws and regulations discussed above that govern the
transportation, use, handling, and disposal of hazardous materials would limit the potential for
creation of hazardous conditions due to the use or accidental release of hazardous materials. The
Final EIR determined that impacts would be less than significant with incorporation of mitigation
measure HAZ-1. The use of the Northern Pipeline would not increase the severity of significant
impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or result in new significant impacts.

There are no schools located within a quarter mile of the proposed pump stations, AR/AVs and
BOs along the Northern Pipeline alignment. The Final EIR determined that no impacts would
occur. The use of the Northern Pipeline would not increase the severity of significant impacts
identified in the previous CEQA document or result in new significant impacts.

The facilities to be constructed to convert the Northern Pipeline to water conveyance are not
located on a site listed on a hazardous material site list pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5. The Northern Pipeline is an existing pipeline. Construction of pump stations, AR/AVs
and BOs and appurtenant facilities would occur largely within its previously disturbed alignment.
Consequently, unexploded ordinance (UXO) from World War II training exercises, if any, would
have already been located and removed during construction of the existing pipeline (See Cadiz
Project Draft EIR Section 4.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, for discussion of unexploded
ordinance). The pump stations would be offset from the existing pipeline and could have the
potential to encounter UXO. The Final EIR determined that impacts would be less than
significant with incorporation of mitigation measures HAZ-2 and HAZ-3. Mitigation measure
HAZ-3 would require that the USACE be requested to clear areas that may have experienced
military use for UXO. The use of the Northern Pipeline would not increase the severity of
significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or result in new significant
impacts.
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e) From east to west, the Northern Pipeline alignment is located about 0.5 miles south of the
Barstow-Daggett Airport, about one mile north of the airstrips for the Edwards Air Force Base,
about 0.85 miles south of the Mojave Air and Space Port. However, none of the proposed pump
stations are within two miles of an airport. In addition, construction and maintenance activities
would extend to a maximum height of four feet above the ground surface, not high enough to
interfere with navigational airspace. Once constructed, all Project facilities and components
would be located below ground or at the surface with minimal height. The Final EIR determined
that impacts would be less than significant. The use of the Northern Pipeline would not increase
the severity of significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or result in new
significant impacts.

) The elements of the Northern Pipeline are not located on any roads and do not interfere with
adopted emergency response plans or evacuation routes defined by any local jurisdictions. The
proposed Project area is not located in the immediate vicinity or flight path of a major airport.
Private airstrips are located at Amboy, at the Cadiz agricultural operations and at the Iron
Mountain Pumping Plant. The proposed Project area is sparsely vegetated, making the likelihood
of wildland fires very low. Emergency responses to remote parts of eastern San Bernardino
County typically involve helicopter transport, which would not be hindered by proposed Project
construction or operation. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no mitigation is required. The
Final EIR determined that no impacts would occur. The use of the Northern Pipeline would not
increase the severity of significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or result in
new significant impacts.

g) As discussed in Cadiz Project Draft EIR Section 4.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, the
existing Northern Pipeline alignment is primarily characterized as arid desert terrain with limited
sparse vegetation. Some of the western portions pass through irrigated farmland. The Northern
Pipeline is located within a low fire hazard severity zone. The Final EIR determined that impacts
would be less than significant. The use of the Northern Pipeline would not increase the severity of
significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or result in new significant
impacts.

Summary of Potential Effects on Hazards and Hazardous Materials

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in substantial changes to hazards and hazardous materials, cause new significant environmental
effects, or result in a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No
further environmental review is required. (Public Resources Code §21166; CEQA Guidelines §15162.)
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Hydrology and Water Quality

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources):

Yes

No

X.

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY — Would
project modifications, changed circumstances, or
new information substantially increase the severity of
significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA
document or result in new significant impacts that
could:

Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements or otherwise substantially
degrade surface or ground water quality?

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

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

i) result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-
site;

ii)  substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result in
flooding on- or offsite;

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

iv) impede or redirect flood flows?

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

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water
quality control plan or sustainable groundwater
management plan?

Discussion

a)

X X

X

Northern Pipeline Project construction would include ground disturbance activities, such as site
clearing, grading, or mass excavation that could contribute to substantial soil erosion. Erosion of
exposed soils can occur as a result of the forces of wind or water. During construction, heavy
equipment such as bulldozers, graders, earth movers, heavy trucks, trenching equipment and other
machinery is likely to be used. Such activity could cause pollutants runoff in the form of sediment
and other pollutants such as fuels, oil, lubricants, hydraulic fluid, or other contaminants. Most of
the pump stations, AR/AVs and BOs for the Northern Pipeline project are located in areas that

would not affect Waters of the U.S. Nevertheless, the Cadiz Project Mitigation Measure

HYDRO-1 would be implemented to ensure that construction-related Best Management Practices
(BMPs) are implemented to prevent adverse impacts to water quality during construction, as well

as to control hazardous materials used during construction from adversely affecting the
environment. Once constructed, no further ground disturbance would occur. The Final EIR

determined that impacts would be less than significant with incorporation of mitigation measures
HYDRO-1 through HYDRO-3. The use of the Northern Pipeline would not increase the severity
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b)

of significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or result in new significant
impacts.

Mitigation Measures from Final EIR

HYDRO-1: A construction Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan shall be prepared and
included in construction specifications for the Project. At a minimum, the plan shall include
the following required Best Management Practices or equivalent measures:

- Install temporary sediment fences or straw waddles at stream crossings or washes to
prevent erosion and sedimentation during construction, including at each ARZC railroad
trestle along the pipeline alignment.

- Establish designated fueling areas equipped with secondary containment,
- Require drip-pans under all idle equipment on the construction sites,

- Ensure that spill prevention kits are present at all construction sites.

HYDRO-2: Project Design Feature 6.4 found in Chapter 6.4 of the GMMMP shall be
implemented to address the potential impacts for the migration of the saline/freshwater water
interface to adversely affect groundwater quality.

HYDRO-3: Project design features in Chapter 6.2 of the GMMMP shall be implemented to
address potential impacts to Third Party wells.

The use of the Northern Pipeline would convey groundwater from the Cadiz Valley to the
Barstow area and Antelope Valley. The Final EIR evaluated potential impacts to groundwater in
detail and determined that the project would be subject to the GMMMP which would ensure that
the project did not substantially decrease water supplies or interfere with groundwater recharge.
Use of the Northern Pipeline would not increase the capacity of the proposed groundwater
extraction facilities evaluated in the Final EIR. As a result, the use of the Northern Pipeline would
not increase the severity of significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or
result in new significant impacts.

As discussed in Chapter 1 of this document, Project Description, Pipeline Flushing, the Northern
Pipeline construction activities would include the cleaning of the inside of the existing pipeline.
This cleaning action would require about 1.1 acre-feet of water, which equates to 0.002% of the
total permitted annual use and 0.00004% of the 50-year life of the project. The pipeline flushing
would occur once for commissioning and may only be required in the case of pipeline repair. This
water would come from the Cadiz Project, which concluded that the impact to water supplies
would be less than significant.

As discussed in Chapter 1, Project Description, Pipeline Flushing, the Northern Pipeline would
add seven pump stations, each with an impervious foundation of about two acres. However,
stormwater falling on the pump stations would flow off to the surrounding soil and infiltrate into
the ground as it does now. The Final EIR determined that impacts would be less than significant
with incorporation of mitigation measures HYDRO-3. The use of the Northern Pipeline would
not increase the severity of significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or
result in new significant impacts.
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c.i, ii, iii, iv) The Northern Pipeline is an existing buried pipeline. All new supporting structures

d)

contemplated (e.g., replaced pipeline, pump stations, AR/AVs and BOs) would be constructed to
avoid drainages to the extent feasible. Therefore, the Northern Pipeline project would have
limited impacts on drainages. The Final EIR determined that impacts would be less than
significant with incorporation of mitigation measure HY DRO-4. In the event that the Northern
Pipeline is unable to avoid a particular drainage, HYDRO-4 would apply and reduce impacts to a
less than significant level. The Northern Pipeline would not increase the severity of significant
impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or result in new significant impacts.

As discussed in Chapter 1, Project Description, Northern Pipeline structures would be placed
underground with the exception of pump stations and AR/BO facilities. As discussed in Cadiz
project Draft EIR Section 4.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, none of the Project area including
the Northern Pipeline route is located within the 100-year flood zone maps prepared by FEMA.
The area is not subject to seiches, tsunamis, or mudflows. The seven pump stations would avoid
washes or other visible drainages where feasible avoid occasional flooding from storms.

Although not identified as being within 100-year flood maps, the general area is known to
experience occasional seasonal short-term flooding. The seasonal flooding could damage
aboveground structures (e.g., pump stations, AR/AVs and BOs). Implementation of Cadiz Project
Mitigation Measure HYDRO-4, provided below, would ensure that the pipeline infrastructure
would not adversely affect the floodplain. The Final EIR determined that impacts would be less
than significant with incorporation of mitigation measure HYDRO-4. The use of the Northern
Pipeline would not increase the severity of significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA
document or result in new significant impacts.

Mitigation Measures from Final EIR

HYDRO-4: Construction plans shall be prepared that use standard best management practices
(BMPs) to control drainage around the project infrastructure. The BMPs shall include placing
well pads and above-ground appurtenant facilities outside of visible drainages; and grading
well pads to disperse runoff from the site in a manner that minimizes scour potential of storm
water. Additional BMPs include the use of physical barriers to prevent erosion and siltation
straw wattles, hay bales, setbacks and buffers, and other similar methods that reduce the
energy in surface water flow.

As discussed in the Final EIR, Appendix B1, the Cadiz Project is to be operated in accordance
with the Groundwater Management, Monitoring, and Mitigation Plan for the Cadiz Groundwater
Conservation, Recovery and Storage Project, dated November 29, 2011, The fundamental
purpose of the Project, as stated in the Project Description section of this Addendum, is to save
substantial quantities of groundwater that are presently wasted and lost to evaporation by natural
processes. The Northern Pipeline project would be consistent with that purpose, in that it would
facilitate the delivery of water for beneficial use. The recovery and beneficial use of water is
consistent with the regional basin plans that encourage such actions. The Final EIR determined
that impacts would be less than significant with incorporation of mitigation measures HYDRO-3.
The use of the Northern Pipeline would not increase the severity of significant impacts identified
in the previous CEQA document or result in new significant impacts.
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Summary of Potential Effects on Hydrology and Water Quality

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in substantial changes to hydrology and water quality, cause new significant environmental effects,
or result in a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No further
environmental review is required. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.)
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Land Use and Planning

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Yes No

Xl.

LAND USE AND PLANNING — Would project
modifications, changed circumstances, or new
information substantially increase the severity of
significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA
document or result in new significant impacts that

could:
a) Physically divide an established community? ]
b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a ]
conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?
Discussion
a) The physical division of an established community is typically associated with the
construction of a linear feature, such as a major highway or railroad tracks, which would
impair mobility within an existing community or between a community and an outlying area.
The proposed modifications would utilize an existing pipeline to convey water, and would
construct pump stations, AR/AVs and BOs to assist with the conveyance of water within an
existing pipeline and would not divide an established community. The Final EIR determined
that impacts would be less than significant. No new significant impacts will occur, and no
new mitigation measures are required.
b) The Northern Pipeline traverses lands in San Bernardino County and Kern County, including

the Mojave Trails National Monument (MTNM) and other federal lands managed by the
BLM. MTNM was established in 2016, after the Final EIR was certified in 2012, to protect
natural resources and historic and cultural values found in this area. MTNM spans 1.6 million
acres between Barstow and Needles, California, connecting the Mojave National Preserve to
the north with Joshua Tree National Park to the southwest. MTNM is managed by BLM. The
Northern Pipeline was an existing pipeline facility when MTNM was established, and as such
may be expanded to the extent consistent with the care and management of monument
objects. Construction and operation of the Northern Pipeline and pump stations, AR/AVs and
BOs would occur within the existing utility easement or within adjacent private or federal
parcels. The existing utility easement is administered by BLM and includes several other
natural gas pipelines. Use of the Northern Pipeline to convey water rather than natural gas
would be subject to BLM approval, which would determine whether its use is consistent with
applicable land use plan objectives and consistent with the care and management of
monument objects. The Northern Pipeline is physically already installed underground and is
parallel with other installed underground pipelines. The pump stations would be constructed
on private or federal parcels overlying a previously installed underground pipeline. The
AR/AVs and BOs will be located within the existing right-of-way corridor of the Northern
Pipeline within previously disturbed soils. The development of seven pump stations would be
partially outside of the existing right-of-way but would be located on private or federal
parcels and would not conflict with any land use plan, policy or regulation.

The Northern Pipeline crosses through the planning area of the California Desert
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Conservation Area Plan, as amended by the West Mojave Plan and the Desert Renewable
Energy Conservation Plan. Through the land use planning process, the BLM has
designated conservation and recreation management areas to protect important natural and
cultural resources. The BLM will assess whether the proposed Northern Pipeline right-of-
way is compatible with the management goals of designated areas prior to approving a
right-of-way to transport water over public lands.
Construction of pump stations on privately owned parcels would not be subject to County
building approvals or Conditional Use Permits (under Government Code Section 53091), as the
facilities would be used for water transmission and would fall under FVWA jurisdiction.
Additionally, a few of the pump stations may fall within federal land. Coordination with BLM
would ensure that the project would conform with land use plans. The Final EIR determined that
impacts would be less than significant. No new significant impacts will occur, and no new
mitigation measures are required.

Summary of Potential Effects on Land Use

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in substantial changes to land use and planning, cause new significant environmental effects, or
result in a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No further
environmental review is required. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.)
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Mineral Resources

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Yes

No

Xil.

a)

b)

MINERAL RESOURCES — Would project
modifications, changed circumstances, or new
information substantially increase the severity of
significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA
document or result in new significant impacts that
could:

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?

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?

Discussion

a and b) As discussed in Chapter 1, Project Description, the Northern Pipeline is an existing pipeline;
mineral resources are not extracted from within this existing pipeline alignment. The proposed
structures, such as pump stations, AR/AVs and BOs, would be constructed within the existing
alignment and would not extend into areas that could be used for mineral resources. The Final
EIR determined that impacts would be less than significant with incorporation of mitigation
measure MIN-1. The use of the Northern Pipeline would not increase the severity of significant
impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or result in new significant impacts.

Summary of Potential Effects on Mineral Resources

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in substantial changes to mineral resources, cause new significant environmental effects, or result in
a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No further environmental
review is required. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.)
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Noise

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources):

Yes

No

Xl

a)

b)

c)

NOISE — Would project modifications, changed
circumstances, or new information substantially
increase the severity of significant impacts identified
in the previous CEQA document or result in new
significant impacts that could:

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

Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

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

Discussion

a)

The Cadiz Project Final EIR identified that the Project would require the use of construction
equipment for a temporary period of time. As discussed in the Final EIR, noise from construction
activities would be generated by the operation of vehicles and equipment used for various
construction activities, such as excavation and grading. Noise levels generated by construction
equipment would vary depending on factors such as the type and number of equipment and the

construction activities being performed. Noise levels at noise-sensitive receptor locations would
also depend on the distance from the construction activities to the receptor location, as well as the
presence of intervening terrain, vegetation, buildings, or other structures that would absorb or
block the transmission of noise. The Final EIR determined that the Project would comply with the
County of San Bernardino Municipal Code, which restricts construction to between the allowed
hours of 7 a.m. to 7 p.m. Mondays through Fridays, and 9 a.m. to 6 p.m. on Saturdays. As such,
construction activities would comply with the County’s noise standard and would not result in
significant impacts to nearby sensitive receptors. Impacts were found to be less than significant.

The Final EIR determined the closest noise-sensitive receptor to be located approximately 3.3
miles (17,424 feet) to the north of the Project site. However, the nearest noise-sensitive receptors
would be located substantially closer. In the most recent analysis, the nearest noise sensitive uses
to the Northern Pipeline site was determined to be is a public park approximately 500 feet to the
north of the site along the pipeline alignment and planned AR/AV and BO installment sites.
These components would require the use of generally similar types of construction equipment as
the Final EIR, including excavators, concrete saws, graders, compactors, welders, and cranes.
Therefore, construction noise levels were analyzed with construction equipment affecting the
noise-sensitive receptors that would occur during pipeline rehabilitation, cathodic protection
repair, and AR/AV and BO installment. There are no standardized state or federal regulatory
standards developed for assessing construction noise impacts. However, the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) has developed and published a guideline criterion that is considered to be
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b)

reasonable to assess noise impacts from construction operations. Table XIII-1 shows the
maximum dBA Leq during construction activities affecting the noise-sensitive receptor.

TABLE XIII-1
ESTIMATED NOISE FROM CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES (POUNDS PER DAY)

Construction Component Noise Level (dBA, Leq)
Pipeline Inspection & Rehabilitation 63.9
AV/AR/BO Installment 63.0

Cathodic Protection Repair 62.7

FTA Construction Noise Threshold® 80

Exceed Thresholds? No

@ FTA noise criteria based on 8-hour (dBA Leq) for daytime hours
Source: FTA, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, 2018.

The noise exposure to the closest noise-sensitive receptor does not exceed the FTA noise
threshold, therefore, noise impacts from construction would be less than significant. Additionally,
the Northern Pipeline would generate few daily trips during construction. Worker, vendor, and
hauling trips for the Northern Pipeline would be approximately 20, 23, and 2 daily trips (i.e.,
arriving at the start of the workday or departing at the end of the workday), respectively, across
construction phases. Thus, the Northern Pipeline contribution to off-site construction traffic
would not substantially contribute to traffic noise levels.

Operation of the Northern Pipeline would generate noise from the pump stations but would not
result in significant noise impact as determined in the Final EIR. The Project would require
routine inspections, checks of the water supply pipeline alignment, landscaping, and other small-
scale work. Typical equipment used for routine maintenance may include hand tools, chainsaws,
backhoes, graders, dump trucks, chipper/shredder machines, dozers, cranes, reach lifts, welding
trucks, and water trucks for dust control. Noise associated with the project operations is temporary
in nature and would not conflict with local noise ordinances. Operation of the Northern Pipeline
would not generate substantial numbers of vehicle trips nor require any substantially noisy
activities and operational noise impacts would be similar or less than what was determined in the
Final EIR.

The Northern Pipeline would result in less than significant impacts with respect to a substantial
temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of
standards and no mitigation would be required. Therefore, the Northern Pipeline would not result
in an increase in severity of impacts compared with the conclusions in the Final EIR. As a result,
construction and operation of the Northern Pipeline would not result in a significant impact and
would not alter the conclusions of the Final EIR.

The Final EIR identified that the Project would require the use of construction equipment for a
temporary period of time. As discussed in the Final EIR, construction activities have the potential
to generate low levels of groundborne vibration and groundborne noise from the use of heavy
equipment (i.e., backhoe, dozer, grader, loader, and haul trucks, etc.), which generates vibrations
that propagate though the ground and diminish in intensity with distance from the source. The
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Final EIR determined that construction would not exceed the significance thresholds for
groundborne vibration that would cause structural (i.e., building) damage or human annoyance in
occupied buildings as a result of separation of distance from construction areas to receptor
locations. No high-impact activities, such as pile driving or blasting, would be used during
construction of the Northern Pipeline. In addition, operation of the Northern Pipeline would not
result in new sources of groundborne vibration and groundborne noise compared to existing
conditions. Thus, construction and operational groundborne vibration impacts would be less than
significant and would not alter the conclusions of the Final EIR.

c) The Final EIR determined that the project area would be located within the vicinity of a private
airstrip owned and maintained by Cadiz Inc. This airstrip is used less than five times a month and
is not available to the public. During construction, there may be a minor increase in the number of
flights into and out of the airstrip associated with various contractor personnel visiting the Project
area as needed (less than five per week). But it is expected that the increase would amount to less
than five visits per week and would be temporary, only lasting throughout construction. In
addition, during operation of the Project, flights to the location would remain infrequent and
future employees on the Project site are not expected to be subjected to excessive noise levels
from airstrip activity, and exposure to airport noise would be a less than significant impact.
Similarly, since the Project would not create noise-sensitive land uses in the area, no other
potential excessive noise sources exist in the vicinity. These conditions remain the same for the
Northern Pipeline, and the Northern Pipeline would not require an increase in the number of trips
that were assumed in the Final EIR. As a result, construction and operation of the Northern
Pipeline would not result in a significant impact and would not alter the conclusions of the Final
EIR.

Summary of Potential Effects on Noise

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in substantial changes to noise, cause new significant environmental effects, or result in a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No further environmental
review is required. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.)

References

Federal Transit Administration (FTA), 2018, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual,
February.
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Population and Housing

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Yes No

XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING — Would project

a)

b)

modifications, changed circumstances, or new
information substantially increase the severity of
significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA
document or result in new significant impacts that
could:

Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an ]
area, either directly (for example, by proposing new

homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example,

through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

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

Discussion

a)

b)

The proposed project would not include the construction of new housing or extension of roads or
other infrastructure connected to housing. The project modifications would utilize an existing

pipeline to convey water, with the replacement of up to 16 miles of the pipeline, and would
construct pump stations, AR/AVs and BOs to assist with the conveyance of water. During

construction, the project modifications would require approximately 10 construction workers for
installation of all project modifications and would be adequately served by the local workforce.
No additional permanent employees “on-site” would be required for operational activities once
construction is completed.

The use of the Northern Pipeline would convey water to areas where growth has been planned,
and as a result may support planned growth within the delivery areas. This finding is consistent
with the impact determination in the Final EIR, that the Cadiz Project could accommodate
planned growth. Use of the Northern Pipeline would not increase the capacity of the Cadiz
Project, which would remain at an average of 50,000 AFY over 50 years. As noted in the Final
EIR, each Project Participant would serve water to jurisdictions responsible for planning growth
in their area. Local jurisdictions have identified secondary impacts of growth and have approved
General Plans that override significant secondary effects of growth. The use of the Northern
Pipeline would not induce growth in the region since it would not construct new or expanded
housing or local delivery infrastructure. Any growth for which Project water will be used is an
existing use or already planned-for growth that previously underwent CEQA analysis. The use of
the Northern Pipeline would serve new locations but would not induce growth in those areas. No
new mitigation measures are required.

The project modifications would not require removal of existing housing or displacement of
people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere. The Final EIR
determined that no impacts would occur. No new significant impacts will occur, and no new
mitigation measures are required.
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Summary of Potential Effects on Population and Housing

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in substantial changes to population and housing, cause new significant environmental effects, or
result in a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No further
environmental review is required. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.)
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Public Services

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Yes No

XV. PUBLIC SERVICES —

a)

Would project modifications, changed circumstances,
or new information substantially increase the severity
of significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA
document or result in new significant impacts due to
changed circumstances or new information for any of
the following public services:

Fire protection?
Police protection?
Schools?

Parks?

Odooo
XX KXX KX

Other public facilities?

Discussion

a.i)

a.ii)

a.iii)

a.iv)

The project modifications would utilize an existing pipeline to convey water, with the
replacement of up to 16 miles of the pipeline and would construct pump stations, AR/AVs and
BOs to assist with the conveyance of water. The project modifications would not result in the
need for additional housing, schools, or other community facilities that might require fire
protection (see Section XIV, Population and Housing). The new pump stations would be served
by County public services including fire and police as is currently the case. The new facilities
would not significantly increase demand for fire protection services during either construction or
operational phases, consistent with the conclusions of the Final EIR. No new significant impacts
will occur, and no new mitigation measures are required.

The project modifications would utilize an existing pipeline to convey water, and would construct
pump stations, AR/AVs and BOs to assist with the conveyance of water. The project would not
include the addition of housing, schools, or other community facilities that might require police
protection. The project would also not indirectly induce additional housing, schools, or other
community facilities (see Section XIV). Construction of the pump station would not change local
police protection response times or affect demand for police protection services in the project
area. The Final EIR determined that impacts would be less than significant. No new significant
impacts will occur, and no new mitigation measures are required.

The project would not involve a housing component that would result in population growth in the
region or increased demands on existing schools within the area. Therefore, no impact to schools
would occur. The Final EIR determined that impacts would be less than significant. No new
significant impacts will occur, and no new mitigation measures are required.

The project would not involve a housing component or increase employment that would result in
population growth necessitating the need for additional parks or increasing the use of nearby
parks. Therefore, no impacts to parks would occur. The Final EIR determined that impacts would
be less than significant. No new significant impacts will occur, and no new mitigation measures
are required.
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a.v)  The project would not involve a housing component or increase employment opportunities that
would result in population growth. Therefore, additional demands on other public facilities, such
as library or health care services, would not occur as a result of project implementation and no
impact would occur. The Final EIR determined that impacts would be less than significant. No
new significant impacts will occur, and no new mitigation measures are required.

Summary of Potential Effects on Public Services

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in substantial changes to public services, cause new significant environmental effects, or result in a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No further environmental
review is required. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.)

Cadiz Project 77 July 2025
Addendum No. 2



Environmental Checklist

Recreation
Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Yes No
XVI. RECREATION —Would project modifications,
changed circumstances, or new information
substantially increase the severity of significant
impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or
result in new significant impacts that could:
a) 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) Include recreational facilities or require the ]
construction or expansion of recreational facilities
which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?
Discussion
a) The Project modifications would utilize an existing pipeline to convey water, with the
replacement of up to 16 miles of the pipeline and would construct pump stations, AR/AVs and
BOs to assist with the conveyance of water. The Project modifications would not result in
physical impacts to surrounding recreational facilities and would not result, directly or indirectly,
in an increase in population. Therefore, the project modifications would not increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities. Furthermore, the use of
the Northern Pipeline would not increase the capacity of the Cadiz Project evaluated in the Final
EIR. The Final EIR determined that no impacts would occur. No new significant impacts will
occur, and no new mitigation measures are required.
b) The project modifications would not require the construction or expansion of additional

recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment. Therefore,
no new parks or recreational facilities would need to be constructed to serve the proposed project.
The Final EIR determined that no impacts would occur. No new significant impacts will occur,
and no new mitigation measures are required.

Summary of Potential Effects on Recreation

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in substantial changes to recreation, cause new significant environmental effects, or result in a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No further environmental
review is required. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.)
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Transportation

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources):

XVIl. TRANSPORTATION — Would project modifications,

changed circumstances, or new information
substantially increase the severity of significant
impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or
result in new significant impacts that could:

Yes No
[
[
[
[

The San Bernardino County Department of Public Works is responsible for maintaining
approximately 2,830 miles of both paved and unpaved roadways primarily located in
unincorporated areas of the County. These facilities range in classification from major arterial
highways to local streets. The existing Northern Pipeline traverses several County and federal
highways including Route 66, Interstate 1-40, Interstate-15, and State Highway 58.

The San Bernardino County Congestion Management Plan (CMP) created in June 1990 applies to
urbanized areas with populations of more than 50,000. The pipeline does not traverse any cities of
50,000 people. The population of Barstow, which the pipeline crosses, is approximately 25,000.
Construction of the proposed project would generate a minor number of trips bringing workers,
equipment, and supplies to the pump station, AR/AVs and BOs sites. Up to 20 worker trips, 10
vendor trips, and 24 haul truck trips per day would not add substantial traffic to local highways
near the pump stations. Once operational, the project would be unmanned, would generate one or
two daily vehicle trips, and would not introduce an incompatible use onto the local circulation
system. Maintenance of the pipeline as an idle oil/gas pipeline already requires 1-2 daily vehicle
trips. Operation of the pipeline for water conveyance will not increase this pre-existing condition
and therefore, the project would not result in any impacts to the circulation system that could
impact congestion. Additionally, the project does not involve any activities that would conflict
with non-vehicular modes of transportation. Impacts due to operation of the project would
therefore be less than significant. No new significant impacts will occur, and no new mitigation

a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy
addressing the circulation system, including transit,
roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines
section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?

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

d) Resultininadequate emergency access?

Discussion
a)

measures are required.
b)

In accordance with Senate Bill (SB) 743, CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision (b) was
adopted in December 2018 by the California Natural Resources Agency. These revisions to the
CEQA Guidelines criteria for determining the significance of transportation impacts are primarily
focused on projects within transit priority areas and shift the focus from driver delay to reduction
of GHG emissions, creation of multimodal networks, and promotion of a mix of land uses.
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Vehicle miles traveled (VMT) is a measure of the total number of miles driven to or from a
development and is sometimes expressed as an average per trip or per person.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 subdivision (b) sets forth specific criteria for determining the
significance of transportation impacts. Subdivision (b) pertains to land use projects and describes
factors that may indicate whether the amount of a land use project’s vehicle miles traveled may
be significant or not. Project-related traffic would be limited to 10 to 25 daily trips during the
construction period and one or two daily trips for maintenance purposes. Because the project is
not a land use project and would not generate substantial vehicle miles traveled for employees,
the project would not conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3,
subdivision (b) and no impact would result. No new significant impacts will occur, and no new
mitigation measures are required.

The project modifications would use existing roadways and would not involve permanent
alteration of existing roadways, nor would it require incompatible vehicular access. Therefore, the
project would have no impact related to an increase in hazards due to design features or
incompatible use. The Northern Pipeline is located close to an active railroad easement; therefore,
mitigation measures TR-1 through TR-4 would remain applicable to the project. The Final EIR
determined that impacts would be less than significant with incorporation of mitigation measures
TR-1 through TR-4. No new significant impacts will occur, and no new mitigation measures are
required.

Mitigation Measures from Final EIR
TR-1: A Traffic Control Plan shall be implemented that includes the following elements:

e Identify hours of construction and hours for deliveries and include a discussion of haul
routes;

o Identify all access restrictions, parking restrictions, and signage restrictions on major
roads (e.g. speed limit);

e Identify signage and flag men necessary at turn-off lanes on SR-62 and US-66 to avoid
traffic hazards on fast moving roads;

e Include a plan to coordinate all construction activities with emergency service providers
in the area at least one month in advance. Emergency service providers shall be notified
of the timing, location, and duration of construction activities. All roads shall remain
passable to emergency service vehicles at all times;

o Arrange for a telephone resource to address public questions and complaints during
Project construction.

TR-2: The construction contractor shall submit construction plans for construction within the
railroad easement to the railroad owner and operator for their review and approval. Any plans
to deliver materials on the rail lines shall be reviewed and approved by the railroad owner and
operator. The construction contractor shall obtain approval from the railroad operator for
material delivery and staging activities within the railroad right-of-way.

Cadiz Project

80 July 2025

Addendum No. 2



Environmental Checklist

TR-3: During construction, all at-grade railroad crossings shall be clearly flagged and
barricaded to ensure that all vehicular traffic comes to a full stop prior to crossing railroad
tracks.

TR-4: The construction contractor shall implement mandatory railroad safety training and
implement railroad safety measures requested by the railroad operator.

d) The Project modifications would utilize an existing pipeline to convey water, and would construct
pump stations, AR/AVs and BOs to assist with the conveyance of water. The project would not
involve modifications to access points and would therefore have no impact with regard to
inadequate emergency access. The Final EIR determined that impacts would be less than
significant with incorporation of mitigation measure TR-1. No new significant impacts will occur,
and no new mitigation measures are required.

Summary of Potential Effects on Transportation

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in substantial changes to transportation, cause new significant environmental effects, or result in a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No further environmental
review is required. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.)
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Tribal Cultural Resources

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Yes No

XVIIl. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES — Would project modifications,
changed circumstances, or new information substantially increase the
severity of significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA document or
result in new significant impacts that could:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site,
feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of
the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural
value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:

i)  Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical [l
Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources. Code Section 5020.1(k), or

i) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and ]
supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In
applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code
Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the
resource to a California Native American tribe.

Discussion

a.i) The Final EIR was certified prior to AB-52 Native American Consultation requirements.
Therefore, AB-52 consultation is not required for the proposed Project. Similarly, the 2012 EIR
was certified prior to the addition of Tribal Cultural Resources to the Appendix G Checklist.
Nonetheless, in accordance with the 2012 EIR mitigation requirements, impacts to Tribal Cultural
Resources will be avoided through the proactive identification of resources using site surveys
prior to final designs, and placement of facilities in areas that do not pose significant impacts to
existing resources. Most of the construction would occur within an existing utility easement. As a
result, the installation of pump stations and AR/AV and BO facilities would be located largely
within previously disturbed areas. Ground disturbance within recorded sites will be avoided. In
accordance with the 2012 EIR Mitigation Measure CUL-2, these sites will be mapped, fenced,
and avoided within the affected parcels. As a result, no new significant impacts will occur, and no
new mitigation measures are required.

a.il)  The Final EIR concluded that any resources considered significant pursuant to subdivision (¢) of
Public Resources Code Section 5024.1 within the project area will be avoided. in accordance with
the 2012 EIR mitigation requirements, impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources will be avoided
through the proactive identification of resources using site surveys prior to final designs, and
placement of facilities in areas that do not pose significant impacts to existing resources. Ground
disturbance within recorded sites will be avoided. In accordance with the 2012 EIR Mitigation
Measure CUL-2, these sites will be mapped, fenced, and avoided within the affected parcels. No
new significant impacts will occur, and no new mitigation measures are required.

Summary of Potential Effects on Tribal Cultural Resources

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in substantial changes to tribal cultural resources, cause new significant environmental effects, or
result in a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No further
environmental review is required. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.)
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Utilities and Service Systems

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources):

Yes

No

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS — Would
project modifications, changed circumstances, or
new information substantially increase the severity of
significant impacts identified in the previous CEQA
document or result in new significant impacts in the
following areas:

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of
new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or
storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the construction or
relocation of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the
project and reasonably foreseeable future
development during normal, dry and multiple dry
years?

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

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local
standards, or in excess of the capacity of local
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of
solid waste reduction goals?

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management
and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid
waste?

Discussion

a) The Project modifications would utilize an existing pipeline to convey water, with the
replacement of up to 16 miles of the pipeline, and would construct pump stations, AR/AVs and
BOs to assist with the conveyance of water. However, any potential environmental impacts
related to installation of new water facilities are already accounted for in this Addendum as part
of the impact assessment conducted for the entirety of the proposed project. No adverse physical
effects beyond those already disclosed in this Addendum would occur as a result of the
installation of new water facilities. As such, impacts associated with the installation of new water
facilities would be less than significant. Mitigation measure UTIL-1 would remain applicable to
the project. The Final EIR determined that impacts would be less than significant with
incorporation of mitigation measure UTIL-1. No new significant impacts will occur, and no new

mitigation measures are required.

Mitigation Measures from Final EIR

UTIL-1: Storm water drainages traversed by the water conveyance pipeline alignment shall be
returned to pre-construction conditions. Existing structures such as storm flow diversion
berms, railroad facilities including bridge supports, access roads, and utility poles shall be
returned to pre-construction conditions and protected from scouring by storm water flows,
subject to the approval of the railroad owner.
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b) During construction, water usage would be temporary and minimal for watering the specific
Project sites and other needs. Once operational, the Project modifications would not increase the
use of supplies as the Project modification would primarily enhance the Project’s ability to supply
existing maximum daily water demands. As such, the existing Project’s modifications would not
require new or additional sources of water, and impacts associated with water supplies would be
less than significant. The Final EIR determined that impacts would be less than significant. No
new significant impacts will occur, and no new mitigation measures are required.

c) The Project’s modifications would not result in an increase of wastewater treatment demands.
The Project itself would not directly or indirectly increase wastewater treatment demands, and
impacts associated with wastewater treatment would be less than significant. The Final EIR
determined that impacts would be less than significant. No new significant impacts will occur,
and no new mitigation measures are required.

d) Waste generation and disposal requirements associated with the proposed Project would be
limited to minor quantities derived from construction activities (e.g., material packaging) and
employees (e.g., food-related trash). Solid waste from the Project would be disposed of at nearby
landfills. Therefore, given the minimal waste that would be produced by the Project, it is
anticipated that the landfills would have sufficient capacity to accommodate the minimal amount
of Project-related waste. Associated potential impacts from project implementation would be less
than significant. The Final EIR determined that impacts would be less than significant. No new
significant impacts will occur, and no new mitigation measures are required.

e) Construction and operation of the proposed Project would generate minimal solid waste and
would not affect landfill capacity. During construction of the Project, construction debris (e.g.,
excavated soil, asphalt) would be generated. Solid waste debris would be disposed of at a
permitted landfill. Moreover, AB 939, also known as the Integrated Waste Management Act,
mandates the reduction of solid waste disposal in landfills by requiring a minimum of 50%
diversion rate. Accordingly, at least half of the potential construction waste would be diverted
from a landfill serving the Project area. Therefore, no impact related to solid waste would occur.
The Final EIR determined that impacts would be less than significant. No new significant impacts
will occur, and no new mitigation measures are required.

Summary of Potential Effects on Utilities and Service Systems

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in substantial changes to utilities and service systems, cause new significant environmental effects,
or result in a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No further
environmental review is required. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.)
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Wildfire

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): Yes No

XX. WILDFIRE — If located in or near state responsibility

a)

b)

c)

d)

areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard
severity zones, would project modifications, changed
circumstances, or new information result in new
significant impacts or substantially increase the
severity of significant impacts identified in the
previous CEQA document in the following areas:

Substantially impair an adopted emergency response ]
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, ]
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project

occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire

or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

Require the installation or maintenance of associated ]
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency

water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may

exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or

ongoing impacts to the environment?

Expose people or structures to significant risks, ]
including downslope or downstream flooding or

landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope

instability, or drainage changes?

While the Final EIR included existing information on vegetation and wildfire hazards in the Project area,
the Final EIR did not address Wildfire as a CEQA significance threshold as Wildfire was not included in
the Appendix G Checklist thresholds at the time of publication. Therefore, no analysis of the above
thresholds or mitigation measures were identified in the Final EIR. Consistent with Addendum No. 1, the
potential impact of Wildfire due to implementation of the Project is discussed below.

Discussion

a)

b)

As discussed above in Section 1X, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, the Project would not be
located on any roads and does not interfere with adopted emergency response plans or evacuation
routes defined by any local jurisdictions. The proposed Project area is not located in the
immediate vicinity or flight path of a major airport. Private airstrips are located at Amboy, at the
Cadiz agricultural operations and at the Iron Mountain Pumping Plant. The proposed Project area
is sparsely vegetated, making the likelihood of wildland fires very low. Emergency responses to
remote parts of eastern San Bernardino County typically involve helicopter transport, which
would not be hindered by proposed Project construction or operation. Therefore, no impact would
occur, and no mitigation is required.

As discussed in Cadiz Project Draft EIR Section 4.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, the
existing Northern Pipeline alignment is primarily characterized as arid desert terrain with limited
sparse vegetation. Some of the western portions pass through irrigated farmland. The Northern
Pipeline is located within a low fire hazard severity zone. The Project area is relatively flat and
does not contain steep slopes. The Project area is susceptible to winds; however, as the area is not
within a fire hazard severity zone and does not contain vegetation that increases risk of wildfire,
implementation of the Project would not exacerbate the potential for wildfire to start or spread in
the Project area. The pump station generators would not require storge of flammable materials
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that could increase fire hazards. Natural gas pipelines would be underground. Potential impacts
regarding the exposure to pollutant concentrations from wildfire or uncontrolled spread of
wildfire would be considered less than significant.

c) The Project would not result in the installation of permanent roads, fuel breaks, emergency water
sources or new power lines and other utilities. All construction must comply with fire protection
and prevention requirements specified by the California Code of Regulations (CCR) and
California Division of Occupational Safety and Health (Cal/OSHA). This includes various
measures such as easy accessibility of firefighting equipment, proper storage of combustible
liquids, no smoking in service and refueling areas, and worker training for firefighter extinguisher
use. With adherence to applicable laws and regulations, impacts would be reduced to a less than
significant level.

d) As discussed in Section VII, Geology and Soils and Section X, Hydrology and Water Quality, the
Project area is not located within the 100-year flood zone maps prepared by FEMA. Although not
identified as being within 100-year flood maps, the general area is known to experience
occasional seasonal short-term flooding. As described above, it is highly unlikely the Project area
would experience a wildfire. Nonetheless, the seasonal flooding could damage above-ground
structures such as pump stations, AR/AVs and BOs, after a wildfire, if one were to occur. The
facilities would be constructed to accommodate potential flooding. Project features would be
designed to avoid or minimize potential impacts.

Summary of Potential Effects on Wildfire

The proposed modifications in combination with the components evaluated in the Final EIR will not
result in substantial changes to wildfire, cause new significant environmental effects, or result in a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. No further environmental
review is required. (Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162.)
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan

Introduction

This Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) report includes mitigation measures
identified in the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) that are required to address impacts
associated with the Project. The impacts associated with this Project and required mitigation
measures are summarized in this program; the full text of the impact analysis and mitigation
measures is presented in the Cadiz Valley Water Conservation, Recovery, and Storage Project
EIR. The EIR analyzed the impacts for the Project. This MMRP outlines the mitigation
monitoring and reporting for the Project.

The MMRP is organized in a table format keyed to each impact and adopted mitigation measure.
Each mitigation measure is set out in full, followed by a tabular summary of monitoring
requirements. Monitoring requirements include implementation procedure, monitoring and
reporting requirements, monitoring responsibility, and monitoring schedule. Implementation
procedure is a checklist of actions required to successfully effectuate the mitigation measure.
Monitoring and reporting action is a checklist of actions to successfully complete each
implementation procedure. Monitoring responsibility names the agency responsible for
monitoring enforcement. Finally, the monitoring schedule outlines the phase of the project (e.g.,
construction, operation, etc.) when each implementation procedure and associated monitoring and
reporting action must occur. The implementation procedures, monitoring actions, and schedules
identified in this MMRP provide a guide for successful implementation of mitigation measures
identified in the Final EIR. The mitigation measures, procedures and actions included below have
been updated (without strikethrough and underlined text) for inclusion in the Final EIR.
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Cadiz Valley Water Conservation, Recovery, and Storage Project

Aesthetics

Mitigation Measure AES-1: Construction lighting shall be shielded or recessed so that light is directed downward and/or away from adjoining
properties and public rights-of-way, and towards the construction site, with the goal of minimizing light trespass and glare on adjacent
properties and containing light within the construction site.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
Include Mitigation Measure AES-1 within construction Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance. SMWD General Before and During,
contract specifications. Retain inspection records in the project file. Manager and Chief Construction

Engineer

Mitigation Measure AES-2: Outdoor lighting shall be minimized and installed for safety and security purposes only. Outdoor lighting of
Project facilities and access roads shall be shielded or recessed so that light is directed downward and/or away from adjoining properties and
public rights-of-way and towards the Project site, with the goal of minimizing light trespass and glare on adjacent properties and containing
light within the Project site.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
Include Mitigation Measure AES-2 within construction Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance. SMWD General Before, During, and After
contract specifications. Retain inspection records in the project file. Manager and Chief Construction and Operation
Engineer

Air Quality

Mitigation Measure AQ-1: Construction and operation of the proposed Project shall be conducted in compliance with applicable rules and
regulations set forth by the Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District.
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MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
Include Mitigation Measure AQ-1 within construction Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance. SMWD General During and After Construction
contract specifications. Retain inspection records in the project file. Manager and Chief and Operation

Engineer

Mitigation Measure AQ-2: The following dust control measures shall be implemented during construction:

o All soil excavated or graded shall be sufficiently watered to prevent excessive dust. Watering shall occur as needed with complete
coverage of disturbed soil areas.

e Watering shall take place a minimum of twice daily on unpaved/untreated roads in areas with active operations.
e Areas disturbed by clearing, earth moving, or excavation activities shall be minimized at all times.

o Stockpiles of soil or other fine loose material shall be stabilized by watering or other appropriate method such as non-toxic soil binders
to prevent wind-blown fugitive dust.

e On-site vehicle speed on unimproved roads shall be limited to 15 miles per hour.

e Streets adjacent to the Project site shall be kept clean and Project-related accumulated silt shall be removed.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
Include Mitigation Measure AQ-2 within construction Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance. SMWD General During Construction
contract specifications. Retain inspection records in the project file Manager and Chief

Engineer

Mitigation Measure AQ-3: The following measures shall be implemented during construction of the proposed Project:
o All equipment shall be maintained as recommended by manufacturer’s manuals.
o Idling engines shall be shut down when not in use for over 15 minutes.

o Electric equipment shall be used where available from existing power lines in lieu of diesel or gasoline powered equipment.
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MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
Include Mitigation Measure AQ-3 within construction Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance. SMWD General During Construction
contract specifications. Retain inspection records in the project file. Manager/ Chief

Engineer

Mitigation Measure AQ-4: All trucks hauling dirt, sand, soil, or other loose materials are to be covered.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
Include Mitigation Measure AQ-4 within construction Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance. SMWD General During Construction
contract specifications. Retain inspection records in the project file. Manager/ Chief

Engineer

Mitigation Measure AQ-5: The Project Design Feature in Chapter 6.8 of the GMMMP attached in its Updated form (Updated GMMMP) to
the Final EIR Vol. 7, Appendix B1 Updated GMMMP shall be implemented to verify air quality. Chapter 6.8 of the Updated GMMMP is
provided in full below.

6.8 Air Quality

The EIR concludes that groundwater is not connected to the erosion potential of the Dry Lake surface soils and therefore
the lowering groundwater levels beneath the Dry Lakes is not expected to increase dust generation from the Dry Lakes or
otherwise affect regional air quality. Consistent with the recommendations of the Groundwater Stewardship Committee
and as a conservative monitoring protocol to be conditioned by the County under its Ordinance, Cadiz will prepare a
monitoring plan in consultation with the TRP to address possible sources of fugitive dust emissions (depth to
groundwater, surface vegetation, surface soil chemistry) and local air quality over time (nephelometers and weather
stations) to verify that the Project does not increase dust generation (i.e., particulate matter) from the Dry Lakes. The
monitoring plan, at a minimum, shall set forth specific performance criteria and identify monitoring methods, the location
of weather stations and nephelometers, measures to protect quality assurance and quality control, and reporting
parameters. The monitoring plan shall be reviewed and approved by the County Representatives before the Project
commences construction.

6.8.1 Monitoring

As described in Section 5.3, above, a network of observation wells will be established between the Project wellfield and
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Bristol and Cadiz Dry Lakes (see Figures 5-1 and 5-2). Groundwater levels will be monitored in many wells on a
continuous basis throughout the term of the Project, which can help identify specific depths to groundwater and
hydrological connections to surface soils and vegetation.

Furthermore, Cadiz will install weather stations and four nephelometers—upwind and downwind of the Bristol and Cadiz
Dry Lakes—to establish baseline data of visibility in the valley, along with providing air quality data throughout the
duration of Project operations. In addition, FVMWC will conduct annual visual observations at four points on each of the
Dry Lakes to record surface soil conditions. The visual observations will note soil texture and record susceptibility to wind
erosion. Photographs of the soil will be taken. This data will record conditions over time at the same locations on each of
these Dry Lake surfaces.

These nephelometers will provide data on a daily basis that records opacity of the air, measuring the effect of dust on
visibility. Data will be collected in the early years of the Project, establishing a baseline before groundwater levels beneath
the Dry Lake are affected and will continue during Project operations. Since wind velocity and dust storms are highly
variable, the data will record trends over time. Data from the nephelometers will be analyzed by FVMWC, with the results
of the analysis and associated data summaries submitted annually to the TRP. This data will inform the TRP on the
environmental setting, augmenting the weather station data, and provide information for the long term management of the
facilities in the valley. The TRP will provide recommendations over time regarding modifications to the verification data
collection activities if needed.

6.8.2 Action Criteria

The decision-making process will be initiated if the action criteria are triggered. The action criteria are (1) changes in
annual average or peak concentrations of airborne particulate matter as measured by nephelometers that exceed average
annual or peak baseline conditions by 5 percent or more, or (2) changes in surface soil conditions on the Dry Lakes that
show a degradation of soil structure and increased susceptibility to wind erosion compared to baseline conditions
established through monitoring prior to Project pumping. If such changes are measured, the decision-making process will
be initiated.

6.8.3 Decision-Making Process

If the action criteria is triggered, the decision-making process will be include:

o Assessment of whether the change in air quality or soil conditions are attributable to Project operations;
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o [f air quality changes are determined to be attributable to Project operations or if degradation of soil structure and
increased susceptibility of wind erosion are determined to be attributable to Project operations, one or more of the

corrective measures shall be implemented.

6.8.4 Corrective Measures
Action(s) necessary to re-establish baseline airborne particulate levels and soil structure shall include one or more of the
following:

e Reduction in pumping from Project wells;
e Revision of pumping locations within the Project wellfield;

e Stoppage of groundwater extraction for a duration necessary to restore baseline air quality conditions to correct
for Project impacts.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1. Implement Project Design Feature in Chapter 6.8 of See MM AQ-5 Enforcement: SMWD See MM AQ-5

the GMMMP. General Manager/
N - . Chief Engineer
2. Include Mitigation Measure AQ-5 within construction

contract specifications. Monitoring: delegation

to County of San
Bernardino per CEQA
Guideline 15097(d)

Biological Resources

Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Pre-construction Surveys. Immediately prior to construction activities, pre-construction surveys that comply
with USFWS protocol shall be conducted to document any and all locations of burrows and desert tortoise sightings within all proposed
disturbance areas that provide potential habitat for the species. If any active burrows are located in facility construction areas, to completely
avoid impact on the burrows, construction will be delayed only to be resumed after a qualified biologist! has determined that the tortoise has left

1 The Qualified Biologist is “approved by the Fish and Wildlife Service or other agency as designated by the Fish and Wildlife Service to conduct activities that may result in
a take of the desert tortoise including locating tortoises and their sign, recording and reporting tortoise and sign observations in accordance with approved protocol, and
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the area and the burrow is inactive. Following pre-construction surveys, Mitigation Measure B1O-2 shall be implemented to install exclusion
fencing around construction areas. Construction areas fenced but inactive for more than 48-hours will be resurveyed to confirm the absence of

tortoise prior to resumption of construction activity.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
Prior to construction, a qualified biologist shall prepare Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance. SMWD General Before Construction
pre-construction surveys in coordination with USFWS. Retain inspection records in the project file. Manager/ Chief

Engineer

Mitigation Measure BIO-2: Exclusion Fencing and Monitoring. A chain-link or tortoise fence (one-inch by two-inch welded wire mesh
attached to the chain-link fence, with approximately two feet above-ground and one foot buried below ground) shall be installed to exclude
small wildlife species from entering the active work areas in areas of documented occurrences of special-status ground dwelling wildlife as
determined during pre-construction surveys by a qualified biologist or as directed by USFWS. When crossing drainages, these temporary fences
must be designed and maintained to allow storm water runoff to flow past the construction site. Fencing / barriers will be erected to completely
surround all stationary construction sites (including staging areas) and will be monitored by an Authorized Biologist or Biological Monitor at all
times. Along the pipeline construction corridor, temporary fencing may be used as needed and if any tortoises are observed in the surrounding
area. Temporary tortoise-proof fencing may be used along the pipeline right-of-way if trenches or pits must be left open. If temporary fencing is
used for this purpose it must be installed at the end of each working day. If pits and trenches are left open overnight, then ramps will be placed
within them to allow animals, including tortoise to escape in the unlikely event of entrapment. Alternatively, trenches will be filled or covered

when construction is not active.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
Prior to construction, a chain-link tortoise fence shall be Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance SMWD General Before and During
installed as determined during pre-construction surveys with the restoration plan. Retain inspection records in the Manager/ Chief Construction
conducted by the qualified biologist or as directed by project file. Engineer
USFWS.

ensuring that the effects of the project on the desert tortoise and its habitat are minimized in accordance with a biological opinion or permit. From USFWS, Desert Tortoise
Monitor and Biologist Responsibilities and Qualifications, March 2004.
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Mitigation Measure BIO-3: Desert Tortoise Avoidance and Protection Plan. A Desert Tortoise Avoidance and Protection Plan shall be
developed and adopted in consultation with the USFWS and CDFG prior to construction. Elements of the plan shall include, but are not limited
to the following:

e Designated Project personnel will implement the avoidance and protection plan. A Field Contact Representative will be designated
to oversee compliance with all tortoise avoidance and protective measures during Project construction, operation and maintenance.
The Field Contact Representative will have the authority to halt work if there is non-compliance with any of the plan measures and
will do so as needed.

o Facility site preparation activities (specifically vegetation grubbing and clearing) and all construction activity in the northeastern
area of the wellfield in Sections 17 and 18 will be prohibited during the species’ annual periods of high activity (April through May
and September through October).

e A step-by-step protocol to be implemented whenever a desert tortoise is observed by construction or operational personnel. See also
Mitigation Measure BIO-4 Temporary Construction Halt. USFWS and CDFG personnel contacts will be identified for Technical
Assistance on take avoidance if needed during construction.

o Flagging and delineation requirements for located burrows and areas with tortoise activity.

e An education program for all construction employees. Program will be conducted onsite prior to the onset of construction and will
be provided repeatedly as needed to ensure that all Project contractors (firms) as well as all individuals complete the training.
Participation will be recorded and verified. Tortoise protection will be emphasized during all scheduled safety meetings.

o Enforcement of speed limits and checking under vehicles for tortoise prior to leaving Project areas.

e Biological monitoring requirements for all ground disturbance activities. All construction sites and activities will be monitored by
Authorized Biological Monitors. An Authorized Biologist (approved by USFWS and CDFG) will plan and oversee all construction
monitoring activities in the field. The authorized biologist will identify, train, and oversee biological monitors for day-to-day
monitoring and reporting activities.

e To prevent increased use of the Project areas by common ravens and coyotes, implementation of measures such as trash
management, removal of unnatural sources of standing water, and other means. Drilling mud pits and water discharges will be
controlled to minimize the duration of standing water at any one drilling site. A clean workplace will be maintained in all areas. No
trash is to be thrown on the ground or left in open containers, equipment, or truck beds. Refuse receptacles with lids will be
provided for all construction personnel and are to be maintained and emptied on a regular basis and at least weekly. Trash collection
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will be conducted in all construction areas as needed to keep all areas clean on a daily basis. Portable toilets will be provided and

used by all construction personnel.

e At the end of construction all equipment removal will monitored by Authorized Biologists or Biological Monitors.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1.  Prior to construction, a qualified biologist shall Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance SMWD General Before and During
prepare a Desert Tortoise Avoidance and Protection  with the avoidance and protection plan. Retain inspection ~ Manager/ Chief Construction
Engineer

Plan in consultation with USFWS and CDFG. records in the project file.
2. Implement the avoidance and protection plan.

3. The avoidance and protection plan shall be
submitted to and adopted by the USFWS and CDFG.

Mitigation Measure BIO-4: Temporary Construction Halt. If a desert tortoise is observed within 300 feet of construction activities or is
determined by the Authorized Biologist to be in harm’s way, then construction activities shall be halted in the vicinity as directed by the
Authorized Biologist. Work shall only continue once the Authorized Biologist determines there is no risk to the desert tortoise.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1. Pre-approved qualified biologist by USFWS and/or Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance SMWD General During Construction
CDFG shall be contacted in the event a desert with the biologist recommendations. Retain inspection Manager/ Chief
Engineer

tortoise is observed. records in the project file.

2. Work shall be halted until no risk to the desert
tortoise is determined.

Mitigation Measure BIO-5: Pipeline Siting to Minimize Vegetation Disruption. The pipeline shall be installed within previously disturbed
areas of the easement to the extent feasible. During construction, previously undisturbed areas within the pipeline alignment that are not needed
for construction shall be staked and flagged to prevent construction equipment access or disturbance in these areas. The cordoned off areas shall

be flagged and monitored by a qualified biologist during construction activities.
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MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1. During construction, previously undisturbed areas Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance SMWD General Before and During
within the pipeline alignment shall be determined, with the biologist recommendations. Retain inspection Manager/ Chief Construction
staked, flagged, and monitored by a qualified records in the project file. Engineer
biologist.

Mitigation Measure BI1O-6: Site Restoration Plan. A special-status species and sensitive habitat restoration plan shall be prepared prior to
construction for unavoidable temporary impacts on special-status plants and sensitive habitats. The plan would include, at a minimum, the

following measures:
e A salvage and replacement program for the top 12 inches of surface material and topsoil. The program shall identify soil
preparation requirements, including grain size specifications that shall need to be engineered or amended on site to match to the

greatest extent feasible the existing surface soil conditions.
e A ssalvage and replanting program for perennial special-status species.
e Aninvasive plant species maintenance, monitoring, and removal program.
e Success criteria that establishes yearly thresholds for growth and reestablishment of habitat.

¢ A five-year maintenance and monitoring plan to ensure successful implementation of the restoration plan.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1. Prior to construction, a qualified biologist shall Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance SMWD General Before and During
prepare a special-status species and sensitive with the restoration plan. Retain inspection records in the Manager/ Chief Construction
restoration plan. project file. Engineer

2. The restoration plan shall be submitted USFWS and
CDFG for approval.

Mitigation Measure BIO-7: Habitat Compensation. A habitat compensation plan would be prepared and implemented that includes at a
minimum the following measure:
e Purchase of compensatory mitigation lands or credits at a USFWS and CDFG approved conservation bank at a minimum 1:1 ratio for
permanent habitat loss and 0.5:1 for temporary habitat loss for preservation in perpetuity.

10
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MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance SMWD General Before and During

1. A qualified biologist shall prepare a habitat
compensation plan

with the compensation plan. Retain inspection records in Manager/ Chief Construction

the project file. Engineer

Mitigation Measure BIO-8: Prior to construction, surveys for Mojave fringe-toed lizard shall be conducted by a qualified biologist within the
sand dunes and sand fields habitats within the ARZC ROW. If Mojave fringe-toed lizards are identified in the construction zone, the area shall
be fenced during construction as described in BIO-2 to prevent lizards from entering the construction site. Once fenced, a qualified biologist
shall trap the area for lizards and release captured lizards into adjacent suitable habitat as determined by the qualified biologist.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1.  Prior to construction, a qualified biologist shall Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance SMWD General Before and During
prepare a Mojave fringe-toed lizard survey. with the biologist recommendations. Retain inspection Manager/ Chief Construction
records in the project file. Engineer

2. If Mojave fringe-toed lizards are identified in the
area, fencing shall be constructed to trap the lizards
for capture and release.

Mitigation Measure BIO-9: If construction and vegetation removal is proposed for the bird nesting period of February 1 through August 31,
then pre-construction surveys for nesting bird species shall begin 30 days prior to construction disturbance with subsequent weekly surveys, the
last one being no more than three days prior to work initiation. The surveys shall include habitat within 300 feet (500 feet for raptors) of the
construction limits. Active nest sites located during the pre-construction surveys shall be avoided and a non-disturbance buffer zone established
dependent on the species and in consultation with USFWS and CDFG. This buffer zone shall be delineated in the field with flagging, stakes, or
construction fencing. Nest sites shall be avoided with approved non-disturbance buffer zones until the adults and young are no longer reliant on

the nest site for survival as determined by a qualified biologist.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1. 30 days prior to construction during bird nesting Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance SMWD General Before and During
season, a qualified biologist shall conduct pre- with the biologist recommendations. Retain inspection Manager/ Chief Construction (During
construction surveys for nesting bird species. records in the project file. Engineer February 1 through August
31)

2. ldentified actives nests shall be avoided.

3. A non-disturbance buffer zone shall be established
in consultation with USFWS and CDFG.

11
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Mitigation Measure BIO-10: A burrowing owl survey shall be conducted pursuant to the Burrowing Owl Survey Protocol and Mitigation
Guidelines of the California Burrowing Owl Consortium (1993) or per the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation prepared by CDFG
(1995). At a minimum, this survey shall include the following:

e A pre-construction survey conducted by a qualified biologist within 30 days of the start of construction. This survey shall include two
early morning surveys and two evening surveys to ensure that all owl pairs have been located.

o |f pre-construction surveys are undertaken during the breeding season (February 1st through July 31st) active nest burrows should be
located within 250 feet of construction zones and an appropriate buffer around them (as determined by the Project biologist) shall
remain excluded from construction activities until the breeding season is over.

e During the non-breeding season (August 15th through January 31st), resident owls may be relocated to alternative habitat. Owls shall be
encouraged to relocate from the construction disturbance area to off-site habitat areas and undisturbed areas of the Project site through
the use of one-way doors on burrows. If ground squirrel burrows, stand pipes, and other structures that have been documented during
pre-construction surveys as supporting either a nesting burrowing owl pair or resident owl are removed to accommodate the proposed
Project, these structures and burrows shall be relocated or replaced on or adjacent to the Project site. Relocated and replacement
structures and burrows shall be sited within suitable foraging habitat within one-half mile of the Project area as determined by the
qualified biologist. Suitable development-free buffers shall be maintained between replacement nest burrows and the nearest building,
pathway, parking lot, or landscaping. The relocation of resident owls shall be in conformance with all necessary State and federal

permits.
MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
A qualified biologist shall conduct a burrowing owl survey  Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance SMWD General Before (within 30 days) and
in accordance with CDFG requirements. with the biologist recommendations. Retain inspection Manager/ Chief During Construction
records in the project file. Engineer

Mitigation Measure BIO-11: A qualified biologist shall conduct focused pre-construction surveys no more than two weeks prior to
construction for potential American badger dens. If no potential American badger dens are present, no further mitigation is required. If potential
dens are observed, the following measures are required to avoid potential adverse effects to the American badger:

o If the qualified biologist determines that potential dens are inactive, the biologist shall excavate these dens by hand with a shovel to
prevent badgers from re-using them during construction.

12
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If the qualified biologist determines that potential dens may be active, the entrances of the dens shall be blocked with soil, sticks, and
debris for three to five days to discourage use of these dens prior to Project disturbance. The den entrances shall be blocked to an
incrementally greater degree over the three- to five-day period. After the qualified biologist determines that badgers have stopped using
active dens within the Project boundary, the dens shall be hand-excavated with a shovel to prevent re-use during construction.

e Construction activities shall not occur within 30 feet of active badger dens.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1.  No more than two weeks prior to construction, a Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance SMWD General Before (two weeks) and
qualified biologist shall conduct focused pre- with the biologist recommendations and surveys. Retain Manager/ Chief During Construction
construction surveys for potential American badger inspection records in the project file. Engineer

dens.

2. If potential dens are observed and determined
inactive, a qualified biologist shall excavate the dens.

3. If potential dens are observed and determined
active, a qualified biologist shall block the entrances
and then excavate the dens when it is no longer
active.

Mitigation Measure BIO-12: Prior to construction activities, winter and spring surveys shall be conducted to determine the nature of trestle use
by pallid bats. Surveys shall follow the appropriate site-specific protocol as determined in coordination with CDFG.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
Prior to construction, a qualified biologist shall conduct a Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance SMWD General Before and During
winter and sprint survey for pallid bats. survey recommendations. Retain inspection records in the  Manager/ Chief Construction
project file. Engineer

Mitigation Measure BIO-13: If a special-status natal bat roost site is found within the limits of construction during pre-construction surveys,
the roosts shall be staked, flagged, fenced, or otherwise clearly delineated. Roosts shall be avoided with non-disturbance buffer zones
established by a qualified biologist in consultation with the USFWS and CDFG until the site is no longer in active use as a natal roost.

13
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IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE

MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION

MONITORING

RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE

1. If natal bat roost sites are found, a qualified biologist

shall stake, flag, and fence the area.

2. A gualified biologist shall establish non-disturbance

buffer zones.

3. Nest sites shall be avoided until directed otherwise

by a qualified biologist.

1. Perform site inspections to verify contractor
compliance with the biologist recommendations and
survey. Retain inspection records in the project file.

SMWD General Before and During
Manager/ Chief Construction
Engineer

Mitigation Measure BIO-14: Prior to construction, construction zone limits shall be marked by a qualified biologist and shall be staked,
flagged, fenced, or otherwise clearly delineated to ensure that the construction zone is limited to minimize impacts on special-status plant
species. These limits shall be identified on the construction drawings. No earth-moving equipment shall be allowed outside demarcated

construction zones unless pre-approval is obtained from a qualified biologist.

IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE

MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION

MONITORING

RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE

A qualified biologist shall establish construction zone

limits.

1. Established construction zone limits shall be
identified on construction drawings.

2. Perform site inspections to verify contractor
compliance with the biologist recommendations.
Retain inspection records in the project file

SMWD General Before and During
Manager/ Chief Construction
Engineer

Mitigation Measure BIO-15: A Waters of the State Mitigation Plan shall be prepared to include with RWQCB and CDFG permit applications.
Conditions of the Mitigation Plan shall include at a minimum the following measures:

e measures to divert flows during construction,

e measures to minimize construction footprint within washes,

e measures to minimize erosion,

e measures to minimize discharge of contaminants through proper storage of chemicals and vehicle maintenance, and

e post-construction site restoration performance standards.

14
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IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE

MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION

MONITORING

RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE

Pr
mi
BI

epare of a Water of the State Mitigation Plan with
nimum requirements required by Mitigation Measure

O-15.

Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance
with the biologist recommendations and the mitigation
plan. Retain inspection records in the project file.

Before and During
Construction

SMWD General
Manager/ Chief
Engineer

Mitigation Measure BIO-16: Prior to commencement of ground disturbance activities for any component of the proposed Project, a qualified
biologist/arborist shall provide an inventory of the number and size of protected species within the proposed Project’s impact areas. The
qualified biologist/arborist shall mark any smoke tree (Dalea spinosa), mesquites (Prosopis spp.), all species of the family Agavaceae (i.e.,
yucca, century plant, and nolina), creosote rings (10 feet or greater in diameter), and Joshua trees within the construction zone. Removal of these

pla

nts shall be avoided if possible.

IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE

MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION

MONITORING

RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE

1.

Prior to ground disturbance, a qualified
biologist/arborist shall provide an inventory of
protected tree species.

2. Avoid removal of any smoke trees, mesquites, all

species of the family Agavaceae, creosote rings, and
Joshua trees.

Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance
with the biologist recommendations. Retain inspection

records in the project file.

Before and During

SMWD General
Construction

Manager/ Chief
Engineer

Mitigation Measure BIO-17: If avoidance of the species listed in BIO-16 is not possible, these species shall be moved or replanted pursuant to
the methods required in the Desert Native Plant Protection Ordinance.

IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE

MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION

MONITORING

RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE

Include Mitigation Measure BIO-17 within construction
contract specifications.

Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance.

Retain inspection records in the project file.

Before and During
Construction

SMWD General
Manager/ Chief
Engineer
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Cultural Resources

Mitigation Measure CUL-1: A qualified archaeologist, defined as an archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
professional archaeology,? shall be retained to carry out all mitigation measures related to archaeological resources.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
A qualified archaeologist shall be retained to carry out all All significant cultural material will be analyzed and a SMWD General Before and During
archaeological resource mitigation measures. report will be prepared. Manager/ Chief Construction

Engineer

Mitigation Measure CUL-2: The construction zone shall be narrowed or otherwise altered to avoid all significant historical resources, or
resources treated as significant, where feasible. Significant historical resources within 100 feet of the construction zone shall be designated
Environmentally Sensitive Areas and shall be marked with exclusion markers to ensure avoidance. In the case of significant historical resources
dating to the historic era, the boundaries of the Environmentally Sensitive Areas shall be established around the recorded site boundaries, with
the exception of resources CA-SBR-3282H and CA-SBR-3233H, where a 50-foot buffer shall be established outside of recorded site boundaries
as an added protective measure to protect historic cemeteries. For significant historical resources dating to the prehistoric era, the boundaries of
the ESA shall be established around the recorded site boundaries, plus an additional 50-foot buffer as an added protective measure to protect any
subsurface component. Protective fencing shall not identify the protected areas as cultural resource areas in order to discourage unauthorized
disturbance or collection of artifact.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1. A construction zone shall be established to avoid Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance. SMWD General Before and During
historical resources. Retain inspection records in the project file. Manager/ Chief Construction
Engineer

2. A 50-foot bugger shall be established outside of
recorded site boundaries.

Mitigation Measure CUL-3: A long-term management plan shall be developed for those significant historical resources or portion(s) of
resources that can be avoided during Project construction, in order to minimize future impacts during Project operation and maintenance.

2 Department of the Interior, Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology and Historic Preservation (As Amended and Annotated): Professional
Qualification Standards, http://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/arch_stnds_9.htm, accessed November 2010.
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MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
Develop a long-term management plan for historic Retain long-term management plan in the project file. SMWD General Before Construction
resources. Manager/ Chief

Engineer

Mitigation Measure CUL-4: If avoidance of significant historical resources is not feasible, prior to any Project-related ground disturbing
activities, a detailed treatment plan shall be prepared and implemented by a qualified archaeologist. The treatment plan shall include a research
design and a scope of work for data recovery of the portion(s) of the significant resource(s) to be impacted by the Project. Treatment for most
resources shall consist of (but would not be not limited to) sample excavation, surface artifact collection, site documentation, and historical
research, with the aim to target the recovery of important scientific data contained in the portion of the significant resource to be impacted by
the Project. The treatment plan shall include provisions for analysis of data in a regional context, reporting of results within a timely manner,
and curation of artifacts and data at an approved facility.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
A qualified archeologist shall prepare and implement a Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance. SMWD General Before Construction
detailed treatment plan for unavoidable historical Retain inspection records in the project file. Manager/ Chief
resources. Engineer

Mitigation Measure CUL-5: Prior to construction, a qualified archaeologist shall be retained to carry out a Phase 1 cultural resources survey in
those portions of the Project area where design changes have modified the proposed Project footprint (including but not limited to: the wellfield,
CRA tie-in Options 2a and 2b, and any access roads, staging areas, borrow areas, and any other proposed areas of potential ground disturbance
and areas where monitoring and mitigation wells have been installed), and not previously surveyed within the past 5 years. The Phase 1 survey
shall identify and evaluate the significance of any potentially eligible resources that may be directly or indirectly impacted by the proposed
Project, and shall take Native American comments concerning viewshed impacts into consideration. The Phase 1 Survey effort shall be
documented in a Phase 1 Cultural Resources Survey report. Resources determined eligible for listing shall be subject to Mitigation Measures
CUL-1 through CUL-4 and CUL-6. All significant cultural resources identified in the wellfield area during surveys shall be avoided.
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MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1.  Prior to construction, a qualified archaeologist shall Retain survey report in the project file. SMWD General Before and During
prepare a Phase 1 Cultural Resources Survey. Manager/ Chief Construction
Engineer

2. Phase | Survey shall be documented in a Phase 1
Cultural Resources Survey Report.

Mitigation Measure CUL-6: Prior to construction, an archaeological monitor shall be retained to monitor all ground-disturbing activities,
including brush clearance and grubbing, within the following areas: the proposed wellfield area; staging areas; CRA tie-in areas; and within 100
feet of all significant historical resources. The monitor shall work under the supervision of the qualified archaeologist. If ground-disturbing
activities are occurring simultaneously in areas located more than 500 feet apart, additional monitors shall be retained. If so requested by the
Native American community, a Native American monitor shall also monitor all ground-disturbing activities. The qualified archaeologist, in
consultation with the lead agency, shall have the discretion to modify the monitoring requirements based on in-field observations of subsurface
conditions. In the event that cultural resources are unearthed during ground-disturbing activities, the archaeological monitor and/or Native
American monitor shall be empowered to halt or redirect ground-disturbing activities away from the vicinity of the find so that the find can be
evaluated and appropriate treatment determined.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
Prior to construction, an archaeological monitor shall be Retain monitoring report in the project file. SMWD General Before and During
retained. Manager/ Chief Construction

Engineer

Mitigation Measure CUL-7: If archaeological resources are encountered, all activity in the vicinity of the find shall cease until it can be
evaluated by a qualified archaeologist. If the qualified archaeologist determines that the resources may be significant, he or she will develop an
appropriate treatment plan for the resources. Appropriate Native American representatives shall be consulted in determining appropriate
treatment for unearthed cultural resources if the resources are prehistoric or Native American in nature.

Work may proceed on other parts of the Project site while mitigation for cultural resources is being carried out.
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MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
If archaeological resources are encountered, construction  Retain monitoring report in the project file. SMWD General During Construction
activities shall cease until evaluated by a qualified Manager/ Chief
Engineer

archaeologist.

Mitigation Measure CUL-8: Prior to construction, those portions of the Project area (including the wellfield, CRA tie-in Options 2a and 2b,
access roads, staging areas, and borrow areas) not previously surveyed within the past 5 years, shall be surveyed by a qualified vertebrate
paleontologist, defined as one holding an advanced degree in paleontology, biology, or a related discipline, and having at least five years of
professional experience. If paleontological resources are encountered, they shall be documented or recovered, and curated, as appropriate, prior
to the start of construction. The evaluation will be documented in a report to be submitted for review and approval by the lead agency prior to

the start of construction. The report shall also be submitted to the San Bernardino County Museum.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1.  Prior to construction, a qualified vertebrate 1. Submit findings to the San Bernardino County SMWD General Before Construction
paleontologist shall survey areas not previously Museum. Manager/ Chief
surveyed within the past 5 years. ) o . . ) Engineer
2. Retain survey and findings reports in the project file.

2. Findings shall be documented and submitted for
review and approval by the lead agency.

Mitigation Measure CUL-9: Prior to the start of any earth moving activity, a qualified vertebrate paleontologist shall be retained. The
paleontologist shall prepare a Paleontological Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (PMMP) that shall be based on prior paleontological evaluations,
including the results of the paleontological survey as described in Mitigation Measure CUL-8, and shall address pre-construction salvage and
reporting; pre-construction contractor sensitivity training; procedures for paleontological resources monitoring including the identification of
specific paleontological monitoring locations as defined by areas where Pleistocene age sediments may be impacted during construction;
microscopic examination of samples where applicable; the evaluation, recovery, identification, and curation of fossils; and the preparation of a

final mitigation report.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
Prior to ground disturbing activities, a qualified vertebrate Retain PMMP in the project file. SMWD General Before and During
paleontologist shall prepare a Paleontological Mitigation Manager/ Chief Construction
Engineer

and Monitoring Plan (PMMP).

19



7. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan

Mitigation Measure CUL-10: All earth-moving activities within those formations identified as sensitive within the PMMP shall be monitored
on a full-time basis, unless the paleontologist determines that sediments are previously disturbed or there is no reason to continue monitoring in
a particular area due to other depositional factors which would make fossil preservation unlikely or deemed scientifically insignificant. In the
event fossils are exposed during earth moving, construction activities shall be redirected to other work areas until the procedures outlined in the
PMMP have been implemented or the paleontologist determines work can resume in the vicinity of the find.

When fossils are discovered, they and associated data shall be collected quickly and professionally. Fossil salvage procedures shall include the
collection of bulk matrix samples if scientifically significant microfossils are believed to be present based on field evidence. All fossils collected
during monitoring shall be transferred to a secure facility for laboratory preparation and identification. Laboratory preparation shall include
stabilization, matrix removal, and conservation of individual fossil specimens, as well as screenwashing and picking of bulk matrix samples.
Fossils shall be prepared to the point of curation and identified by technical specialists, as needed, to the lowest possible taxonomic level. At the
end of the Project, the paleontologist shall prepare a report that includes a description and inventory list of recovered fossil materials; a map
showing the location of paleontological resources found in the field; determinations of sensitivity and significance; and a statement that Project
impacts to paleontological resources have been mitigated. The results of the paleontological surveys, construction monitoring, and subsequent
laboratory work shall be compiled in a final paleontological mitigation report authored by the qualified paleontologist for the Project. The final
report shall include all Project data and a copy of the receipt of specimens from the paleontological repository.

Following preparation, the fossils and associated data and a copy of the final paleontological mitigation report shall be transferred to a public
museum (paleontological repository) where they will be available for the benefit of current and future generations.

MONITORING

IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1. A qualified vertebrate paleontologist shall monitor 1.  Submit findings to a public museum (paleontological SMWD General Before, During, and After

areas identified in the PMMP as sensitive unless repository). Manager/ Chief Construction

otherwise determined by the paleontologist. o ) ) Engineer

2. Perform site inspections to verify contractor

2. Recommendations identified in the PMMP shall be compliance. Retain survey, findings, and monitoring

implemented as required. reports in the project file.

Mitigation Measure CUL-11: If human remains are uncovered during Project construction, all work in the vicinity of the find shall be halted
and the County Coroner will be contacted to evaluate the remains and follow the procedures and protocols set forth in Section 15064.5 (e)(1) of
the CEQA Guidelines. If the County Coroner determines that the remains are Native American, the NAHC shall be contacted, in accordance
with Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, subdivision (c) and Public Resources Code 5097.98 (as amended by AB 2641). Per Public
Resources Code 5097.98, the landowner shall ensure that the immediate vicinity, according to generally accepted cultural or archaeological
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standards or practices, where the Native American human remains are located, is not damaged or disturbed by further development activity until
the landowner has discussed and conferred, as prescribed in this Section (PRC 5097.98) with the most likely descendents taking into
consideration their recommendations, and developing a treatment plan, taking into account the possibility of multiple human remains.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1. If human remains are discovered, all work shall Retain survey and findings reports in the project file. SMWD General During Construction
cease and the County Coroner shall be contacted. Manager/ Chief
Engineer

2. If remains are Native American, the NAHC shall be
contacted.

Geology, Soils, Seismicity, and Mineral Resources

Mitigation Measure GEO-1: The project design features in Chapter 6.3 of the GMMMP attached to the Final EIR Vol. 7, Appendix B1
Updated GMMMP shall be implemented to address the potential impact for land subsidence. Chapter 6.3 of the Updated GMMMP is provided
in full below.

6.3 Land Subsidence

Twenty land survey benchmarks will be established and surveyed by a licensed land surveyor on an annual basis to
identify and quantify potential subsidence within the Project area (see Figures 5-1 and 5-2). Three extensometers will be
constructed in areas of projected subsidence (see Figure 5-2). The extensometers, which would be monitored continuously
from installation through the post-operational period, would verify if the land surface changes (also potentially identified
from land surveys and INSAR satellite data obtained and analyzed every 5 years through the post-operational period) are
due to (1) subsidence due to groundwater withdrawal; or (2) other mechanisms (e.g. regional tectonic movement).

6.3.1 Action Criteria

The decision-making process will be initiated if either of the action criteria is triggered. The action criteria are: 1) a trend
in subsidence that would result in a decline in the ground surface elevation of more than 0.3 feet within 10 years when
compared to baseline Project conditions; or 2) a trend in subsidence which, if continued, would be of a magnitude within
10 years that impacts existing infrastructure within the Project area. The magnitude for the railroad tracks is more than one
inch vertically over 62 feet linearly along the existing railroad tracks.
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(0]

(0]

6.3.2 Decision-Making Process

If either of the action criteria is triggered, the decision-making process will include:

e Assessment as to whether the subsidence is attributable to Project operations;

o |f the subsidence is determined to be attributable to Project operations, then an assessment will be made to
determine whether the subsidence constitutes a potential adverse impact to the aquifer or surface uses. Potential
adverse impacts include potential damage to surface structures as a result of differential settlement or fissuring,
general subsidence sufficient to alter natural drainage patterns or cause damage to structures, or a non-recoverable
loss of aquifer storage capacity that affects the beneficial uses of the storage capacity of the aquifer system;

e If no such significant adverse impacts to critical resources are identified, potential actions may include:

No action;
Proposed refinements to the action criteria;

Additional verification monitoring, including a field reconnaissance to assess and detect any differential
settlement; or

Proposed revisions to the benchmark survey and/or INSAR monitoring frequency.

If the subsidence is determined to be attributable to Project operations and the subsidence is determined to
constitute a potential adverse impact to the aquifer or surface uses then one or more of the corrective
measures set forth in Section 6.3.3 shall be implemented.

6.3.3 Corrective Measures
Corrective measures that shall be implemented to repair damaged structures and/or arrest the subsidence shall include one
or more of the following:
e Repairing any structures damaged as a result of subsidence attributable to Project operations;
e Entering into a mitigation agreement with any impacted party(s).

If the forgoing corrective measures are ineffective or infeasible, Project operations shall be modified to arrest the
subsidence. For the purposes of these action criteria, “ineffective” shall be defined as a corrective measure that when put
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into place did not meet the objective set forth in the corrective action, i.e. to repair damaged structures and arrest the
subsidence. “Infeasible” is a corrective measure which cannot be implemented due to cost, technical challenges, or legal
restraints. Modifications to Project operations shall include one or more of the following:

e Reduction in pumping from Project well(s);

e Revision or reconfiguration of pumping locations within the Project wellfield; or

e Stoppage of groundwater extraction for a duration necessary to correct the adverse impact.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1. Include Mitigation Measure GEO-1 within See GEO-1 Enforcement: SMWD See GEO-1
construction contract specifications. General Manager/

. . . Chief Engineer
2. Implement Project Design Features in Chapter 6.3 of
the GMMMP. Monitoring: delegation
to County of San
Bernardino per CEQA
Guideline 15097(d)

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Mitigation Measure GHG-1: Within 90 days of completion of construction of the Groundwater Conservation and Recovery Component of the
Project, carbon offset credits shall be purchased from the Climate Registry, or other source that is approved by CARB as being consistent with
the policies and guidelines of the California Global Warming Solution Act of 2006 (AB 32), or that is approved by a local or regional agency
with jurisdiction over or within San Bernardino County as local emissions credits under a GHG reduction plan or similar program, in sufficient
guantity to reduce the Project’s first year total (direct plus indirect) GHG emissions below 10,000 MTCO.e per year. The first year offsets
identified in the binding agreement shall be purchased and retired no later than 12 calendar months from completion of the first full year of
operation. The estimated amount of offsets required is 18,153 MTCO.e per year (i.e., 28,153 — 10,000 MTCO,e per year) if the wellfield and
intermediate pump station are powered by natural gas. This volume may be reduced if less power is needed, solar power is provided, or diesel
powered wells are retired at the Cadiz Ranch that would count as an offset.

If electricity from the grid is used, the required offsets are estimated to be 5,810 MTCO,e per year (i.e., 15,810 — 10,000 MTCOze per year).
Since offsets for off-site electricity generation is the responsibility of the energy generators, the Project may obtain verification of these offsets
or purchase additional offsets as needed.
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A GHG inventory shall be completed which will be verified by an accredited third-party verification body and reported to the Climate Registry.
The Applicant shall purchase and retire such additional carbon offset credits (due to a net increase in emissions from the first full year of
operations) as may be needed each year to ensure that the Project’s total (direct plus indirect) GHG emissions are offset below the benchmark of
10,000 MTCOze above existing 2011 conditions.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1. Within 90 days of construction completion of the Retain records in the project file. SMWD General After Construction (within 90
Groundwater Conservation and Recovery Manager/ Chief days)
Component, carbon offset credits shall be purchased Engineer
from the Climate Registry or other source approved
by CARB.

2. An accredited third-party verification body shall
complete a GHG inventory and report to the Climate
Registry.

If after further environmental review Phase Il is approved, then Mitigation Measure GHG-2 would be imposed.

Mitigation Measure GHG-2: Imported Water Storage Component. Within 90 days of completion of Project construction, carbon offset
credits shall be purchased from The Climate Registry, or other source that is approved by CARB as being consistent with the policies and
guidelines of the California Global Warming Solution Act of 2006 (AB 32), or that is approved by a local or regional agency with jurisdiction
over or within San Bernardino County as local emission credits under a GHG Reduction Plan or similar program, in sufficient quantity to reduce
the Project’s total (direct plus indirect) GHG emissions below 10,000 MTCO:ze per year, and each year purchase additional carbon offset credits
(due to a net increase in emissions from first year operations) as may be needed to reduce emissions below 10,000 MTCOze.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1. Within 90 days of construction completion of the Retain records in the project file. SMWD General After Construction (within 90
Groundwater Conservation and Recovery Component, Manager/ Chief days)
carbon offset credits shall be purchased from the Climate Engineer

Registry or other source approved by CARB.

2. An accredited third-party verification body shall
complete a GHG inventory and report to the Climate
Registry.
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Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Mitigation Measure HAZ-1: On-site materials storage, fueling, and vehicle maintenance areas shall be equipped with secondary containment
and spill containment equipment. Storage, handling, and disposal of hazardous materials shall comply with applicable regulations including

submittal of a Business Plan to the County Fire Department.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
Include Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 within construction Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance. SMWD General Before and During
contract specifications. Retain inspection records in the project file. Manager/ Chief Construction
Engineer

Mitigation Measure HAZ-2: If excavation uncovers contaminated materials, excavation activities shall cease in the contaminated area. Soil
samples shall be collected to characterize the soils and contamination. The CUPA shall be notified of the sample results. The construction
contractor shall stockpile contaminated soils on plastic sheeting as necessary to prevent releasing contamination into the ground and shall
ultimately dispose of the materials in coordination with the CUPA in compliance with hazardous material regulations.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
Include Mitigation Measure HAZ-2 within construction Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance. SMWD General During Construction
contract specifications. Retain inspection records in the project file Manager/ Chief
Engineer

Mitigation Measure HAZ-3: No construction or other Project activities shall occur at the Cadiz Sonic Lake Target_ No. 5 and No. 9 areas, until
the USACE clears the proposed locations for the potential presence of unexploded ordnance from historical military uses. In the event that the
USACE encounters unexploded ordnance, the USACE is obligated to remove the unexploded ordnance under their ongoing investigations.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
Prior to installation of Project elements, the USACE shall Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance. SMWD General Before and During
clear the proposed locations for potential presence of Retain inspection records in the project file. Manager/ Chief Construction
unexploded ordnance. Engineer
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Hydrology and Water Quality

Mitigation Measure HYDRO-1: A construction and maintenance Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan shall be prepared and included in
construction specifications and Operations and Maintenance Manual (OMM) for the Project. At a minimum, the plan shall include the following
required Best Management Practices or equivalent measures:

o Install temporary sediment fences or straw waddles at stream crossings or washes to prevent erosion and sedimentation during
construction, including at each ARZC railroad trestle along the pipeline alignment.

o Establish designated fueling areas equipped with secondary containment,
e Require drip-pans under all idle equipment on the construction sites,

e Ensure that spill prevention kits are present at all construction sites.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1. Include preparation and implementation of a Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance. SMWD General During Construction
SWPPP, as required by state law. Retain inspection records in the project file. Manager/ Chief
Engineer

2. Keep SWPPP in the project file at the work site.

Mitigation Measure HYDRO-2: Project Design Feature 6.4 found in Chapter 6.4 of the GMMMP attached to the Final EIR Vol. 7, Appendix
B1 Updated GMMMP shall be implemented to address the potential impacts for the migration of the saline/freshwater water interface to
adversely affect groundwater quality. Chapter 6.4 of the Updated GMMMP is provided in full below.

6.4 Induced Flow of Lower-Quality Water from Bristol and Cadiz Dry Lakes

Saline water migration is allowed up to and not to exceed 6,000 feet from the baseline location of the saline-freshwater
interface. To prevent migration of saline groundwater beyond 6,000 feet, FVMWC will implement mitigation measures
that may include injection or extraction wells or other physical means to maintain the saline-freshwater interface. If these
physical measures prove ineffective, reductions in Project pumping will be required (see Sections 6.4.3, below).

6.4.1 Monitoring
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To monitor the influence of the Project’s operation on the migration of the saline-freshwater interface located between the
Project wellfield and the Bristol and Cadiz Dry Lakes, a network of “cluster type” observation wells will be established
between the Project wellfield and the saline-freshwater interface. Groundwater TDS concentrations in the well clusters will
be monitored on a quarterly basis during the pre-operational period of the Project, semi-annually throughout the
operational period, and annually during the post-operational period of the Project. Of the monitoring well network, SCE
Well no. 5 and SCE Well no. 11, along with other newly installed well clusters located between the interface and the
Project wellfield will be located such that that they are appropriate to serve as “sentinel” wells to determine whether there
is a progressive migration of the saline-freshwater interface. The locations of SCE Well no. 5, SCE Well no. 11, and the
other sentinel well clusters are shown in Figures 5-1 and 5-2.

6.4.2 Action Criteria

The decision-making process will be initiated if the action criterion is triggered. The action criterion is a migration of the
interface, as measured by an increase in TDS concentration in excess of 600 mg/L in any cluster or observation well
located within a distance of 6,000 feet from pre-Project locations of the interface.

6.4.3 Decision-Making Process
If the action criterion is triggered, the decision-making process will include:
o Assessment of whether the increased TDS concentration or migration of the saline-freshwater interface is
attributable to Project pumping;

e Assessment of trends and updated projections of whether and when the saline-freshwater interface is expected to
migrate 6,000 feet from its baseline location;

e If the increased TDS concentration within the monitoring wells is determined to be attributable to the Project and
the saline-freshwater interface is expected to migrate more than 6,000 feet from its baseline location within 10
years, then one or more of the corrective measures set forth in Section 6.4.3 shall be implemented.

6.4.4 Corrective Measures

Corrective measures that will be implemented to eliminate the further migration of saline groundwater towards the Project
wellfield may include the following:
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e Reduction in pumping from Project wells;

¢ Installing one or more extraction well(s) or injection well(s) at the northeastern edge of Bristol Playa and/or north
of Cadiz Playa where the salt mining source wells are located to maintain the saline-freshwater interface within its
6,000-foot limit subject to the same mitigation measures imposed on the Project well-field as set forth in the
SMWD Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (see Figures 5-1 and 5-2).

If the forgoing corrective measures are ineffective or infeasible, Project operations shall be modified to eliminate the
further migration of saline groundwater towards the Project wellfield. Modifications to Project operations will include

one or more of the following:

e Revision of pumping locations within the Project wellfield; or

e Stoppage of groundwater extraction for a duration necessary to correct the predicted impact.

IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE

MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION

MONITORING
RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE

1. Include Mitigation Measure HYDRO-2 in the
construction contract specification.

2. Implement Project Design Features in Chapter 6.4 of

the GMMMP.

See MM HYDRO-2

Enforcement: SMWD See MM HYDRO-2
General Manager/
Chief Engineer

Monitoring: delegation
to County of San
Bernardino per CEQA
Guideline 15097(d)

Mitigation Measure HYDRO-3: Project design features in Chapter 6.2 of the GMMMP attached to the Final EIR Vol. 7, Appendix B1
Updated GMMMP shall be implemented to address potential impacts to Third Party wells. Chapter 6.2 of the Updated GMMMP is provided in

full below.

6.2 Third-Party Wells

It is the intent of the Project to operate without adverse material impacts to wells owned by neighboring landowners in the
vicinity of the Project area, and those operated in conjunction with salt mining operations on the Bristol or Cadiz Dry
Lakes. To avoid such potential impacts, the groundwater monitoring network will include monitoring wells located in and
around the wellfield, near neighboring landholdings, and on and adjacent to the Dry Lakes (see Figures 5-1 and 5-2).
Groundwater levels will be monitored on a continuous to semi-annual basis (see Table 5-1) during the preoperational and
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operational periods, then annually during the post-operational period. Water quality will be monitored on a quarterly to
annual basis during the preoperational period, annually during the operational period of the Project, and triennially during
the post-operational period (see Table 5-1). Further, FVMWC shall monitor static (hon-pumping) water levels within any
third-party wells that are representative of the local groundwater impacts and located within the northern Bristol/Cadiz
Sub-Basin or elsewhere in the Fenner Watershed. Such monitoring of third-party wells will be performed on a semi-annual
basis during the pre-operational and operational periods, then annually during the post-operational period as established in
the Closure Plan.

6.2.1 Action Criteria

The decision-making process will be initiated if any of the action criteria are triggered. The action criteria are: 1) a decline
of static water levels of more than twenty feet from pre-Project static water levels or to a degree in which the reduction in
static water levels results in an inability to meet existing the production of any third-party well drawing water from the
northern Bristol/Cadiz Sub-Basin or elsewhere in the Fenner Watershed; and 2) the receipt of a written complaint from one
or more well owner(s) regarding decreased groundwater production yield, degraded water quality, or increased pumping
costs submitted by neighboring landowners or the salt mining operators on the Bristol and Cadiz Dry Lakes. Any written
complaint by a well owner in accordance with this action criterion shall be directed to FVMWC.

6.2.2 Decision-Making Process
If any of the action criteria are triggered, the decision-making process will include:
o |If a written complaint with a documented change in water level as provided for in Section 6.2.1 is received from a

third-party well owner located within the area of influence (see Figure 5-1), FVMWC will immediately implement
Corrective Measure 6.2.3.1, below;

o Assessment of whether water level changes, decreased yields, increased pumping costs, and/or degraded water
quality in the third-party wells are attributable to Project operations or other causes;

o |If such water level changes, decreased yields, increased pumping costs and/or degraded water quality are
determined to not be attributable to Project operations, then FVMWC would discontinue any interim arrangement
to provide water as set forth in Section 6.2.3.1;

o |If such water level changes, decreased yields, increased pumping costs and/or degraded water quality are
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determi

6.2.3.1

6.2.3.2

ned to be attributable to Project operations, then one or more of the corrective measures set forth in Section

6.2.3 shall be implemented.

6.2.3 Corrective Measures

Interim Water Supply. If a written complaint as provided for in Section 6.2.1 is received from a third-party
well owner located within the area described above (see Figure 5-1), FVMWC will arrange for an
immediate interim supply of water to the third-party well owner until the decision-making process is
complete in an amount necessary to fully offset any reduced yield to the third-party well owner, as
compared to the yield from the impacted well prior to Project operations or, if the impacted well was
installed after Project operations commenced, then as compared to the yield of the well immediately after
installation

Further Corrective Measures. If any of the Action Criteria set forth in 6.2.1 are triggered and the impacts
are determined to be attributable to Project operations, one or more of the following further corrective
measures shall be implemented to correct the impairment to the beneficial use of the groundwater:
Continued provision of substitute water supplies;

Deepening or otherwise improving the efficiency of the impacted well(s);

Blending of impacted well water with another local source;

Constructing replacement well(s) on disturbed land subject to the same mitigation measures imposed on
the Project wellfield as set forth in the SMWD’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program;

Paying the impacted third-party well owner for any increased material pumping costs incurred by the well
owner; or

Entering into a mitigation agreement with the impacted third-party well owner.
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MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
See MM HYDRO-3 . Enforcement: SMWD See MM HYDRO-3

1. Include Mitigation Measure HYDRO-3 in the

construction contract specification. General Manager/

) . ) Chief Engineer
2. Implement project design features in Chapter 6.2 of

the GMMMP. Monitoring: delegation

to County of San
Bernardino per CEQA
Guideline 15097(d)

Mitigation Measure HYDRO-4: All construction and operation plans shall be prepared that identify standard best management practices
(BMPs) to control drainage around the Project infrastructure including but not limited to wellpads, pump stations, an energy generation facility,
air relief valves, forebay and equalization storage facilities, spreading basins, and railcar wash areas. The BMPs shall include placing facility
and well pads and above-ground appurtenant facilities outside of visible drainages; and grading well pads to disperse runoff from the site in a
manner that minimizes scour potential of storm water. BMPs include the use of physical barriers to prevent or manage seepage, detain runoff
and prevent erosion during construction and operation and may include the use of siltation straw wattles, hay bales, setbacks and buffers, and

other similar methods that reduce the energy in surface water flow.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1. Include Mitigation Measure HYDRO-4 in the Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance. SMWD General Before and During
construction contract specification. Retain inspection records in the project file. Manager/ Chief Construction
Engineer

2. Construction plans shall include BMPs to control
drainage around the Project infrastructure.

Mineral Resources

Mitigation Measure MIN-1: The Project Design Features in Chapter 6.5 of the Updated GMMMP attached to the Final EIR Vol. 7, Appendix
B1 Updated GMMMP shall be implemented to address the potential impact for groundwater level drawdown on existing salt production
operations. Chapter 6.5 of the Updated GMMMP is provided in full below.

6.5 Brine Resources Underlying Bristol and Cadiz Dry Lakes

To monitor potential Project impacts on the salt mining operations on the Bristol and Cadiz Dry Lakes, a network of
“cluster type” monitoring wells will be established between the Project wellfield and the margins of the Dry Lakes (see
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Figures 5-1 and 5-2). Groundwater levels will be monitored on a continuous basis throughout the operational and post-
operational term of the Project.

6.5.1 Action Criteria

The decision-making process will be initiated if either of the action criteria is triggered. The action criteria are:

A declining trend in groundwater or brine water levels of greater than 50 percent of either (a) the water column
above the intake of any of the salt mining operators’ wells, or (b) the average depth of brine water level within
the brine supply trenches operated by the salt mining operators. Changes in such groundwater or brine water
levels, shall be determined by monitoring changes in the static water levels within the network of clustered
monitoring wells identified above, as changes in the static water levels within these monitoring wells are
correlated with the groundwater or brine water levels within the salt mining operator’s wells and brine supply
trenches; or

The receipt of a written complaint from a salt mining operator regarding decreased groundwater production yield
or increased pumping costs from one or more of its wells, or decreased water levels within its brine supply
trenches. Any written complaint by a salt mining operator in accordance with this action criteria shall be directed
to FVMWC.

6.5.2 Decision-Making Process

If either of the action criteria is triggered, the decision-making process will include:

Assessment of whether the change in groundwater/brine level in excess of the action criteria is attributable to
Project operations;

If the change in groundwater/brine water level in excess of the action criteria is determined to be attributable to
Project operations, then an assessment will be made to determine whether the groundwater/brine level change
constitutes a potential adverse impact to one or more of the salt mining operations on the Dry Lakes. Adverse
impacts include changes to brine chemistry or yields from existing brine production wells or brine supply
trenches attributable to Project operations. If no such impacts are identified, potential actions may include:

0 Continued or additional verification monitoring;

32




7. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan

0 Proposed refinements to the action criteria;

o0 Proposed revision to the monitoring frequency at the observation well clusters at the margins of the Dry
Lakes;

o If the decline in groundwater/brine water level(s) approaching the action criteria is determined to be
attributable to Project operations, and the changes constitute a potential adverse impact to one or more of the
salt mining operations on the Dry Lakes, then one or more of the corrective measures set forth in Section
6.5.3 shall be implemented.

6.5.3 Corrective Measures

Action(s) necessary to mitigate changes to brine chemistry or yields from existing brine production wells or brine supply
trenches attributable to Project operations, and thereby maintain or restore the beneficial use of the groundwater/brine
water by the salt mining operations, shall include one or more of the following:

e Compensating the mining operator(s) for the additional costs of pumping;

e Installing one or more brine extraction well(s) and/or injection well(s) where the salt mining source wells are
located subject to the same mitigation measures imposed on the Project well-field as set forth in the SMWD
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (see Figure 5-1); or

e Entering into a mitigation agreement with the salt mining operator(s).

If the forgoing corrective measures are ineffective or infeasible, Project operations shall be modified until adverse
impacts to the salt mining operations are eliminated. For the purposes of these action criteria, “ineffective” shall be
defined as a corrective measure that when put into place did not meet the objective set forth in the corrective action, i.e.,
to maintain or restore the beneficial use of the groundwater/brine water by the salt mining operations. “Infeasible” is a
corrective measure which cannot be implemented due to cost, technical challenges, or environmental and permitting
issues as defined under CEQA. Modifications to Project operations shall include one or more of the following:

e Reduction in pumping from Project wells;

e Revision of pumping locations within the Project wellfield; or

e Stoppage of groundwater extraction for a duration necessary to correct the predicted impact.
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IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE

MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION

MONITORING
RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE

1. Include Mitigation Measure MIN-1 in the operations

specification.

2. Implement Project Design Feature in Chapter 6.5 of

the GMMMP.

See MM MIN-1

Enforcement: SMWD See MM MIN-1
General Manager/
Chief Engineer

Monitoring: delegation
to County of San
Bernardino per CEQA
Guideline 15097(d)

Public Services and Utilities

Mitigation Measure UTIL-1: Storm water drainages traversed by the water conveyance pipeline alignment shall be returned to pre-
construction conditions. Existing structures such as storm flow diversion berms, railroad facilities including bridge supports, access roads, and
utility poles shall be returned to pre-construction conditions and protected from scouring by storm water flows, subject to the approval of the

railroad owner.

IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE

MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION

At the end of construction, return storm water drainages

to pre-construction conditions.

Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance.
Retain inspection records in the project file.

MONITORING

RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
SMWD General After Construction
Manager/ Chief

Engineer

Mitigation Measure UTIL-2: The owner of the natural gas pipelines traversing the Cadiz Property shall be notified in advance of construction
activities near the pipelines sufficient to allow for supervision and approval by the owner of construction methods and pipeline under-crossing

designs. The under-crossing designs shall require approval from the pipeline owner.

IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE

MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION

The owner of the natural gas pipelines traversing the
Cadiz Property shall be notified in advance of construction

activities.

Retain notification records in the project file.

MONITORING

RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
SMWD General Before and During
Manager/ Chief Construction

Engineer

Mitigation Measure UTIL-3: Pumps installed as part of the Project shall be rated for high efficiency to minimize energy consumption.
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MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
Include Mitigation Measure UTIL-3 in the construction Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance. SMWD General Before and During
contract specification. Retain inspection records in the project file. Manager/ Chief Construction

Engineer

Transportation and Traffic

Mitigation Measure TR-1: A Traffic Control Plan shall be implemented that includes the following elements:
o |dentify hours of construction and hours for deliveries and include a discussion of haul routes;
o |dentify all access restrictions, parking restrictions, and signage requirements on major roads (e.g., speed limit);
o |dentify signage and flag men necessary at turn-off lanes on SR-62 and US-66 to avoid traffic hazards on fast moving roads;

¢ Include a plan to coordinate all construction activities with emergency service providers in the area at least one month in
advance. Emergency service providers shall be notified of the timing, location, and duration of construction activities. All roads shall
remain passable to emergency service vehicles at all times;

e Arrange for a telephone resource to address public questions and complaints during Project construction.

MONITORING
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
1. Include Mitigation Measure TR-1 in the construction Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance. SMWD General Before and During
contract specifications. Retain inspection records in the project file. Manager/ Chief Construction
Engineer

2. Implement a Traffic Control Plan.

TR-2: The construction contractor shall submit construction plans for construction within the railroad easement to the railroad owner and
operator for their review and approval. Any plans to deliver materials on the rail lines shall be reviewed and approved by the railroad owner and
operator. The construction contractor shall obtain approval from the railroad operator for material delivery and staging activities within the
railroad right-of-way.
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IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE

MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION

1. Construction contractor shall submit construction

plans for construction within the railroad.

2. Submit construction plans for review and approval by

railroad owner and operator.

Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance
with construction plans. Retain inspection records in the

MONITORING
RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
SMWD General Before and During
Manager/ Chief Construction

Engineer

TR-3: During construction, all at-grade railroad crossings shall be clearly flagged and barricaded to ensure that all vehicular traffic comes to a

full stop prior to crossing railroad tracks.

IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE

MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION

Flag and barricade all at-grade railroad crossings.

Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance.
Retain inspection records in the project file.

MONITORING

RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
SMWD General During Construction
Manager/ Chief

Engineer

TR-4: The construction contractor shall implement mandatory railroad safety training and implement railroad safety measures requested by the

railroad operator.

IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURE

MONITORING AND REPORTING ACTION

MONITORING

Construction contractor shall implement mandatory
railroad safety training and safety measures.

Perform site inspections to verify contractor compliance.
Retain inspection records in the project file.

RESPONSIBILITY MONITORING SCHEDULE
SMWD General Before and During
Manager/ Chief Construction

Engineer
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