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Chapter 1 Introduction

Provost & Pritchard Consulting Group (Provost & Pritchard) has prepared this Initial Study/Mitigated
Negative Declaration (IS/MND) on behalf of the City of Huron (City) to address the environmental effects
of the Arroyo Pasajero Mutual Water Company Groundwater Recharge Project (Project or proposed Project).
This document has been prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),
Public Resources Code Section 21000 ez.seq. The City is the CEQA lead agency for this proposed Project.

The site and the proposed Project are described in detail in the Chapter 2 Project Description.

1.1 Regulatory Information

An Initial Study (IS) is a document prepared by a lead agency to determine whether a project may have a
significant effect on the environment. In accordance with California Code of Regulations Title 14 (Chapter 3,
Section 15000, ¢ seq.)-- also known as the CEQA Guidelines-- Section 15064 (a)(1) states that an
environmental impact report (EIR) must be prepared if there is substantial evidence in light of the whole
record that the proposed Project under review may have a significant effect on the environment and should
be further analyzed to determine mitigation measures or project alternatives that might avoid or reduce
project impacts to less than significant levels. A negative declaration (ND) may be prepared instead if the
lead agency finds that there is zo substantial evidence in light of the whole record that the project may have a
significant effect on the environment. An ND is a written statement describing the reasons why a proposed
Project, not otherwise exempt from CEQA, would not have a significant effect on the environment and,
therefore, why it would not require the preparation of an EIR (CEQA Guidelines Section 15371). According
to CEQA Guidelines Section 15070, a ND or mitigated ND shall be prepared for a project subject to CEQA
when either:

a. The IS shows there is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the agency, that the
proposed Project may have a significant effect on the environment, or

b. The IS identified potentially significant effects, but:

1. Revisions in the project plans or proposals made by or agreed to by the applicant before the
proposed MND and IS is released for public review would avoid the effects or mitigate the
effects to a point where clearly no significant effects would occur is prepared, and

2. There is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the agency, that the
proposed Project as revised may have a significant effect on the environment.

1.2 Document Format

This IS/MND contains six chapters and four appendices. Chapter 1 Introduction, provides an overview of
the proposed Project and the CEQA process. Chapter 2 Project Description, provides a detailed
description of proposed Project components and objectives. Chapter 3 Impact Analysis, presents the
CEQA checklist and environmental analysis for all impact areas, mandatory findings of significance, and
feasible mitigation measures. 1f the proposed Project does not have the potential to significantly impact a
given issue area, the relevant section provides a brief discussion of the reasons why no impacts are expected.
If the proposed Project could have a potentially significant impact on a resource, the issue area discussion
provides a desctiption of potential impacts, and appropriate mitigation measures and/or permit requirements
that would reduce those impacts to a less than significant level. Chapter 4 Mitigation Monitoring and



Chapter One: Introduction
Arroyo Pasajero Mutual Water Company Groundwater Recharge Project

Reporting Program (MMRP), provides the proposed mitigation measures, implementation timelines, and
the entity/agency responsible for ensuting implementation.

The CalEEMod Output Files, Biological Evaluation, Cultural Resources Inventory and NRCS Soils Report
are provided as technical Appendix A, Appendix B and Appendix C respectively, at the end of this
document.

The analyses of environmental impacts in Chapter 3 Impact Analysis are separated into the following
categories:

Potentially Significant Impact. This category is applicable if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be
significant, and no feasible mitigation measures can be identified to reduce impacts to a less than significant
level. If there are one or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an
EIR is required.

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. This category applies where the incorporation of mitigation
measures would reduce an effect from a “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less Than Significant Impact.”
The lead agency must describe the mitigation measure(s), and briefly explain how they would reduce the
effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from earlier analyses may be cross-referenced).

Less Than Significant Impact. This category is identified when the proposed Project would result in impacts
below the threshold of significance, and no mitigation measures are required.

No Impact. This category applies when a project would not create an impact in the specific environmental
issue area. “No Impact” answers do not require a detailed explanation if they are adequately supported by the
information sources cited by the lead agency, which show that the impact does not apply to the specific
project (e.g. the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be explained where
it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g. the project will not expose sensitive
receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).
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Chapter 2 Project Description

2.1 Project Background and Objectives
2.1.1 Project Title

Arroyo Pasajero/Westside Detention Basin Groundwater Rechatrge Project

2.1.2 Lead Agency Name and Address

City of Huron
36311 S. Lassen Ave
Huron, CA 93234
(559) 945-2241

2.1.3 Contact Person and Phone Number

Lead Agency Contact
Alfonso Manrique

alfonso.manrique(@am-ce.com

Jack Castro
jcastro001(@yahoo.com

City of Huron
36311 S. Lassen Ave
Huron, CA 93234
(559) 945-2241

CEQA Consultant
Provost & Pritchard Consulting Group
Briza Sholars, Environmental Project Manager

(559) 449-2700

2.1.4 Project Location

The Project is located in south-western portion of Fresno County, central California, approximately 182 miles
southeast of Sacramento and 82 miles northwest of Bakersfield (see Figure 2-1). The proposed project site is
located approximately 2 miles east of State Route 269 (SR 269), 2.8 miles south of SR 198, and 6 miles
northeast of Interstate 5 (I-5) and more specifically, on Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 075-380-10ST, 078-020-
548, 078-041-01S, 078-041-02S, 078-130-29S, 078-130-24ST, 078-130-28ST. See Figure 2-3.

2.1.5 Latitude and Longitude

The approximate location of each Project component are as follows: Pump #1: 36.196125, -120.057209,
Pump #2: 36.184526, -120.057094, Pump #3: 36.210829, -120.068031.

Provost & Pritchard Consulting Group e November 2019 2-1
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2.1.6 General Plan Designation

The Fresno County General Plan Land Use Designation is Agriculture. The City of Huron General Plan
Land Use Designation is Public Facility.

21.7 Zoning

The Fresno County Zoning designation is AE-20 (Exclusive Agriculture, 20-Acre Minimum). The City of
Huron Zoning designation is P-F (Public Facilities).

2.1.8 Description of Project

21.8.1 Project Description

The applicant, Arroyo Pasajero Mutual Water Company proposes to divert water which reaches the Westside
Detention Basin (WSDB) ponding area along the Aqueduct adjacent to Gale Avenue for the benefit of the
Arroyo Pasajero Mutual Water Company and the City of Huron for irrigated agriculture, municipal water
supply, and flood relief by direct diversion and underground storage. Runoff from the Arroyo Pasajero
Watershed an area of approximately 529 square miles which consists of Los Gatos, Warthan, Jacalitos, and
Zapato Chino Creeks of drains into the Arroyo Pasajero and then ponds at the WSDB along the westetly
embankment of the California Aqueduct (Aqueduct or San Luis Canal), north and east of the City of Huron.

The existing facilities are owned by the US Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation), the City of Huron, and
private landowners. Water builds up against the Aqueduct and in the WSDB and then onto the private
property in Sections 1, 6, 7, and 18 and during large rain events can possibly overflow at Gale Avenue into
Section 19 (Township 20 South, Range 18 East, M.D.B. & M.). The landowners will manage the water that
ponds and infiltrates on their property and propose to install up to four portable temporary pumps (totaling
20 cfs maximum) at the three points of diversion (each approximately 400 square feet) for the distribution of
water to percolate over additional existing bermed ponding areas. In addition to the pumps, approximately
6,100 linear feet of temporary, surface pipeline will be used to transport the water. With a 3-foot buffer will
equate to an approximate 18,300 square feet. The total area will be approximately 0.447 acres. The infiltration
area is approximately 538 acres and includes agricultural land and the City of Huron percolation ponds.
Recovery of stored water will be from existing agricultural irrigation wells near the ponded areas for beneficial
use of irrigated agriculture and municipal water supply with Place of Use of 6,664 acres. See Exhibit for the
location of facilities and diversion points.

The temporary diversion facilities include a booster pump with a flow rate between 3 and 7 cfs, the pipeline
will be 10" diameter aluminum pipe, a flow meter meeting the SB88 requirements for reporting under the
water right. The suction end will have a screen and a float assembly.

Flooding occurs at the Arroyo Pasajero Creek and Lassen Avenue, and once the WSDB fills, an under
extremely wet years, the excess water spills over Gale Avenue. The proposed diversion will relieve pressure
on the WSDB and therefore potentially reducing flooding and associated impacts at main roads used by City
of Huron residents.

2.1.8.1 Construction, Operation and Maintenance

There is no excavation of dirt or construction associated with the project. There are three pump locations
where temporary portable pumps and pipelines will be placed. There may be minor vegetation removal as
required.
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2.1.9 Surrounding Land Uses and Setting

The Project site is surrounded by agricultural lands, most of which is currently in production and percolation
ponds owned by the City of Huron. The Project will take place at three points of diversion (See Figure 2.3).
Points 1 and 2 are located on privately owned property. Point 3 will be located on property owned by the City
of Huron. Directly east of the three points is the Westside Detention Basin (WSDB). Beyond the WSDB is
the California Aqueduct. West of the Project is the City of Huron. The distance of which varies between
Points 1 and 2 (approximately 1.58 miles), however, Point 3 is within the City’s boundary. North of the
Project is the Union Pacific Railroad. South of the Project is W. Gale Avenue.

The Project site is zoned as AE-20 (Exclusive Agriculture, 20-Acre Minimum) by Fresno County and P-F
(Public Facilities) designated by the City of Huron. The Project is planned as Agriculture by the Fresno
County General Plan and Public Facilities by the City of Huron General Plan. The majority of neighboring
properties are also designated Agriculture by Fresno County.

2.1.10 Other Public Agencies Whose Approval May Be Required

e  Unites States Bureau of Reclamation

e City of Huron

2.1.11 Consultation with California Native American Tribes

Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52; codified at Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1, ¢7 seq.) requires that a lead
agency, within 14 days of determining that it will undertake a project, must notify in writing any California
Native American Tribe traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the project if that
Tribe has previously requested notification about projects in that geographic area. The notice must briefly
describe the project and inquire whether the Tribe wishes to initiate request formal consultation. Tribes have
30 days from receipt of notification to request formal consultation. The lead agency then has 30 days to
initiate the consultation, which then continues until the parties come to an agreement regarding necessary
mitigation or agree that no mitigation is needed, or one or both parties determine that negotiation occurred in
good faith, but no agreement will be made.

The City of Huron has not received any written correspondence from a Tribe pursuant to Public Resources
Code Section 21080.3.1 requesting notification of proposed projects. All other Tribal correspondence is
discussed in further detail in Section 3.5 and 3.18 of Chapter 3.
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Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, as indicated by the
checklist and subsequent discussion on the following pages.

[] Aesthetics X Agriculture Resources J Air Quality

X Biological Resources Cultural Resources [] Energy

Geology/Soils [0 Greenhouse Gas Emissions Hazards & Hazardous
Materials

Hydrology/Water Quality [ Land Use/ Planning [J Mineral Resoutces

[J Noise [J Population/Housing [ Public Services

[ Recreation O Transportation/ Traffic [ Tribal Cultural Resoutrces

[J Utilities/Service Systems X wildfire X Mandatory Findings of
significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

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

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

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

| I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been
addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that
remain to be addressed.

O] I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because
all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant
to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures
that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

. 1 )12 //7‘

Signature Date
L] Wnpsore
Printed Name/ I)Gsition

Provost & Pritchard Consulting Group » October 2019 2-7
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Chapter 3 Impact Analysis

3.1 Aesthetics

Table 3-1. Aesthetics Impacts

Less than

Except as provided in Public Resources Code ::::mgz Significant with Lse;?utf?:: No
Section 21099, would the project: limpact Mitigation il Impact
Incorporated
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? Il U O X

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

c) Innon-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 O O Il X
project is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict
with applicable zoning and other regulations governing
scenic quality?

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which 0 O
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

3.1.1 Environmental Setting

The Project is located in the southwestern portion of Fresno County in the Central San Joaquin Valley. Lands
in the vicinity consist of relatively flat irrigated agricultural land and percolation ponds owned by the City of
Huron. In Fresno County, a portion of State Route 180 (SR 180) has been officially identified by Caltrans as a
“designated State Scenic Highway;” however, that segment is approximately 54 miles northeast of the site.
The Project site is located approximately 11 miles east of the Coastal Range and approximately 52 miles west
of the foothills of the Sierra Nevada. Neither of these foothills or mountain ranges are typically visible from
the vantage point of the Project site. Rural roadways, agricultural lands, and regional water distribution canals
are in the immediate vicinity. The Project will be consistent with the aesthetics of the area.

3.1.1.1 Local

City of Huron General Plan': The City of Huron General Plan sets forth goals and policies that protect the
visual character of the City; none of which have potential relevance to the Project’s CEQA review.

3.1.2 Impact Assessment

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

a) No Impact. The primary scenic vistas in the region is the Coastal Range to the west or the vast expanse of
agricultural land. The Project will not interfere with public views of either scenic vista during implementation
or operation as all Project related activity will be restricted to the Project site (Figure 2-3). The Project will

! City of Huron General Plan. http:
Accessed April 30, 2019.
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consist of the installation of four portable temporary pumps and 6,100 linear feet of pipeline (totaling 20 cfs
maximum) at the three points of diversion for the distribution of water to percolate over additional existing
bermed ponding areas and percolation ponds (Figure 2-3). Furthermore, the Project site does not stand out
from its surroundings in any remarkable fashion because the three points of diversion will be approximately
1,200 square feet and 18,300 square feet of ground disturbance for the temporary above ground pipeline, for
a total of 19,500 square feet (or 0.45 acres) of ground disturbance. The pumps and above ground pipeline will
not be permanent. Impacts would be less than significant.

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

b) No Impact. The Scenic Highway Program? was created to preserve and protect scenic highway corridors
from change would diminish the aesthetic value of lands adjacent to highways. A highway may be officially
designated “scenic” depending upon how much of the natural landscape can be seen by travelers, the scenic
quality of the landscape, and the extent to which development intrudes upon the traveler’s enjoyment of the
view.

In Fresno County, a 24-mile segment of State Route 180 located in the eastern portion of Fresno County has
been officially identified by Caltrans as “designated State Scenic Highway”.> However, the Project site is
located approximately 54 miles southwest. Therefore, Project activities would not have the potential to affect
the scenic highway. There would be no impact.

I-c) Would the project, 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?

c) No Impact. The Project site is primarily surrounded by agricultural land and water infrastructure in a non-

urbanized setting. The current visual character of the Project site is primarily agricultural land and percolation

ponds. The Project will not affect the visual characteristics of the area. Additionally, the Project does not
conflict with the onsite zoning designation. There will be no impact.

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

d) No Impact. The Project site is primarily surrounded by agriculture lands. Lighting impacts will be
negligible because there is no construction proposed. The temporary pumps will be brought to each point of
diversion and pipes going from the WSDB into the proposed percolation area. If maintenance is to occur,
vehicular traffic will be limited to on an as-needed basis which will be performed during daylight hours,
except in an unforeseen emergency situation. Therefore, the Project will not create a new source of
substantial light or glare that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area or be inconsistent with
existing conditions.

2 State Scenic Highways

https://leginfo legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes displayexpandedbranch.xhtml?tocCode=SHC&division=1.&title=&part=&chapter=&article=
Accessed April 30, 2019.
3 Department of Transportation State Scenic Highway Designation for Fresno County
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/TandArch/16_livability/scenic_highways/ Accessed April 30, 2019.



https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displayexpandedbranch.xhtml?tocCode=SHC&division=1.&title=&part=&chapter=&article=
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3.2 Agriculture and Forestry Resources

Table 3-2. Agriculture and Forestry Resources Impacts

Agriculture and Forest Resources

Potentially | o -e5HaM 1) ocs than
Would the project: Significant Rl Significant b2
: Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated

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

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract? O O [ 2

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 O O O 2
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? O O O D

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

3.2.1 Environmental Setting

The Project is located in the California’s Central San Joaquin Valley. Specifically, within an unincorporated
area in Fresno County. Fresno County is located within California’s agricultural heartland. For crop year
2016-2017, Fresno County ranked third for the top agricultural counties in the State in the annual market
value of farm products.*

A wide range of commodities are grown in the county, with major production of milk, poultry, livestock, and
other animal commodities, row crops, nuts and fruit tree crops, and vegetables. Rich soil, irrigation water,
Mediterranean climate and steady access to local, national and global markets make this possible.

City of Huron General Plan®: The City of Huron General Plan sets forth goals and policies that pettain to
agricultural and forestry resources of the City; none of which have potential relevance to the Project’s CEQA
review.

4 USDA California C ounty Agncultura_l Commissioners’ Reports 2016-2017.

Acccssed April 30, 2019.


https://www.nass.usda.gov/Statistics_by_State/California/Publications/AgComm/2017/2017cropyearcactb00.pdf%20Accessed
http://cityofhuron.com/wp-content/uploads/2014/08/City-of-Huron-General-Plan-2025-Policies-Statement1.pdf
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3.2.2 Impact Assessment

ll-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?

a) No Impact. The Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program produces maps and statistical data used for
analyzing impacts to California’s agriculture resources. These maps are updated on a biennial basis with the
use of a computer mapping system, aerial imagery, public review, and field reconnaissance. The farmland
maps identify eight land use categories, five of which are agriculture related: prime agriculture, farmland of
statewide importance, unique farmland, farmland of local importance, and grazing land. The land use
categories onsite and in the proximity of the Project are summarized below:

o PRIME FARMIAND (P): Farmland with the best combination of physical and chemical features able to sustain
long term agricultural production. This land has the soil quality, growing season, and moisture supply needed o
produce sustained high yields. Land must have been used for irrigated agricultural production at some time during the
Sfour years prior to the mapping date.

o  UNIQUE FARMIAND (U): Farmiand of lesser guality soils used for the production of the state's leading
agricnltural crops. This land is usually irrigated but may include non- irrigated orchards or vineyards as found in some
climatic zomes in California. Land must have been cropped at some time during the four years prior to the mapping
date.

e OTHERILAND (VACANT OR DISTURBED LAND (V): Land not included in any other mapping
category. Common examples include low density rural developments; brush, timber, wetland, and riparian areas not
suitable for livestock graging; confined livestock, poultry or aguacnlture facilities; strip mines, borrow pits; and water
bodies smaller than forty acres. V acant and nonagricnltural land surronnded on all sides by nrban development and
greater than 40 acres is mapped as Other Land.

As demonstrated in Figure 3-1, the FMMP for Fresno County designates the site of the Project as Prime
Farmland, Unique Farmland, and Vacant or Disturbed Land. The intent of the Project will not convert the
existing agricultural uses that are taking place within the proposed percolation area. Implementation of the
Project will benefit the nearby agriculture lands by diverting water that has built up within the WSDB into an
existing bermed ponding areas. Recovery of stored water will be from existing agricultural irrigation wells in
the vicinity to be used to further irrigate agricultural land and municipal water supply. Also, the Project will
assist in meeting existing agriculture irrigation demands during the irrigation season when limited surface
water is available, especially during times of a drought. Please see Figure 3-1 for adjacent properties’
Farmland Designations. The Project has been zoned AE-20 (Exclusive Agriculture, 20-acre minimum) and P-
F (Public Facilities) by the City of Huron. It is designated for Agriculture uses by the Fresno County General
Plan and Public Facility and Agriculture by the City of Huron General Plan. There will be no impact.

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

b) No Impact. The Project has been zoned AE-20 (Exclusive Agriculture, 20-acre minimum) by Fresno
County and P-F (Public Facilities) by the City of Huron. The Project is located within seven parcels. One of
the three have a Williamson Act contract. Point of diversion 1 is within the Williamson Act Parcel. The
footprint will be approximately 400 square feet, which will include the temporary portable pump, temporary
pipeline (approximately 2,900 linear feet), and appurtenance devices. The Project will not conflict with the
existing use of the parcel. Implementation of the Project will not result in a conflict with existing zoning for
the AE-20 zone district or with a Willlamson Act contract. There will be no impact.

ll-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
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4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code section
51104(g))?

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

c and d) No Impact. There are no forest lands or timberlands within the Project site or vicinity. There will
be no impact.

Il-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?

e) No Impact. The Project involves the diverting of excess water built up within the WSDB into existing
bermed ponding areas. The Project includes a maximum of four portable temporary pumps (totaling 20 cfs
max), temporary above ground aluminum pipelines will be 10 inches in diameter. Pipelines vary from 300 feet
to 2,900 feet. The approximate area of ground disturbance will be 400 square feet for each pump and 18,300
square feet for the temporary pipelines. Ground disturbance will be very minimal and only involve placing the
equipment on the ground, with no grading or digging. The Project will not result in land use conversion of
farmland or forest land, either directly or indirectly. There will be no impact.

Provost & Pritchard Consulting Group e November 2019 3-5
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3.3 Air Quality

Table 3-3. Air Quality Impacts

Air Quality

Where available, the significance criteria
Less than

established by the applicable air quality Potentially | o oo \with | Less than No
management district or air pollution control district Significant gMitigation Significant TR
may be relied upon to make the following Impact Incorporated Impact
determinations. Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the ] ] [ X

applicable air quality plan?

b) 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 O O X [
air quality standard?

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations? O O > O
d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to
odors adversely affecting a substantial number of ] ] X ]
people)?

3.3.1 Environmental Setting

The Project lies within the eight-county San Joaquin Valley Air Basin (SJVAB), which is managed by the San
Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD). Air quality in the SJVAB is influenced by a variety
of factors, including topography, local and regional meteorology. National Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS) and California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) have been established for the following
criteria pollutants: carbon monoxide (CO), ozone (O3), sulfur dioxide (SOz), nitrogen dioxide (NO>),
particulate matter (PMio and PMzs), and lead (Pb). The CAAQS also set standards for sulfates (SOs),
hydrogen sulfide (HsS), vinyl chloride (C2H3Cl) and visibility.

Air quality plans or attainment plans are used to bring the applicable air basin into attainment with all State
and Federal ambient air quality standards designed to protect the health and safety of residents within that air
basin. Areas are classified under the Federal Clean Air Act as either “attainment”, “nonattainment”, or
“extreme nonattainment” areas for each criteria pollutant based on whether the NAAQS have been achieved
or not. Attainment relative to the State standards is determined by the California Air Resources Board
(CARB). The San Joaquin Valley is designated as a State and Federal nonattainment area for Os, a State and
Federal nonattainment area for PMy 5, a State nonattainment area for PM;o, a Federal and State attainment

area for CO, SO», and NO», and a State attainment area for sulfates, vinyl chloride and Pb®.

3.3.2 Methodology

An Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Evaluation Report (Appendix A) was prepared using
CalEEmod, Version 2016.3.2 for the Project on May 28, 2019. The sections below detail the methodology of
the air quality and greenhouse gas emissions report and its conclusions.

¢ San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District. Ambient Air Quality Standards and Valley Attainment Status.

http://www.valleyair.org/aqinfo/attainment.htm.


http://www.valleyair.org/aqinfo/attainment.htm
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3.3.21 Short-Term Construction-Generated Emissions

Short-term construction emissions associated with the Project were calculated using CalEEmod, Version
2016.3.2. The emissions modeling includes emissions generated by off-road used to haul the pumps and pipes
into place and worker commute trips. Emissions were quantified based on anticipated implementation
schedules provided by the Project applicant (approximately one week). All remaining assumptions were based
on the default parameters contained in the model. Localized air quality impacts associated with the Project
would be minor and were qualitatively assessed. Modeling assumptions and output files are included in
Appendix A.

3.3.2.2 Long-Term Operational Emissions

Long-term operational emissions associated with the Project are estimated to be negligible to minimal in
nature. Maintenance will be provided on an as needed basis by existing property owners, and the operational
equipment, up to four temporary portable diesel pumps, are assumed to be permitted already by the Air
District. Any operational emissions would be negligible. Modeling assumptions and output files are included
in Appendix A.

3.3.2.3 Thresholds of Significance

To assist local jurisdictions in the evaluation of air quality impacts, the SJVAPCD has published the Guide for
Assessing and Mitigating Air Onality Impacts. This guidance document includes recommended thresholds of
significance to be used for the evaluation of short-term construction, long-term operational, odor, toxic air
contaminant, and cumulative air quality impacts. Accordingly, the SJVAPCD-recommended thresholds of
significance are used to determine whether implementation of the Project would result in a significant air
quality impact. Projects that exceed these recommended thresholds would be considered to have a potentially
significant impact to human health and welfare. The thresholds of significance are summarized, as follows:

Short-Term Emissions of Particulate Matter (PM10): Construction impacts associated with the proposed
Project would be considered significant if the feasible control measures for construction in compliance with
Regulation VIII as listed in the SJVAPCD guidelines are not incorporated or implemented, or if project-
generated emissions would exceed 15 tons per year (TPY).

Short-Term Emissions of Ozone Precursors (ROG and NOx): Construction impacts associated with the
proposed Project would be considered significant if the project generates emissions of Reactive Organic
Gases (ROG) or NOx that exceeds 10 TPY.

Long-Term Emissions of Particulate Matter (PM10): Operational impacts associated with the proposed
Project would be considered significant if the project generates emissions of PMjg that exceed 15 TPY.

Long-Term Emissions of Ozone Precursors (ROG and NOX): Operational impacts associated with the
proposed Project would be considered significant if the project generates emissions of ROG or NOx that
exceeds 10 TPY.

Conflict with or Obstruct Implementation of Applicable Air Quality Plan: Due to the region’s nonattainment
status for ozone, PMazs, and PMiq, if the project-generated emissions of either of the ozone precursor
pollutants (i.e., ROG and NOy) or PMio would exceed the SJVAPCD’s significance thresholds, then the
project would be considered to conflict with the attainment plans. In addition, if the project would result in a
change in land use and corresponding increases in vehicle miles traveled, the project may result in an increase
in vehicle miles traveled that is unaccounted for in regional emissions inventories contained in regional air
quality control plans.
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Local Mobile-Source CO Concentrations: Local mobile source impacts associated with the Project would be
considered significant if the project contributes to CO concentrations at receptor locations in excess of the
CAAQS (i.e. 9.0 ppm for 8 hours or 20 ppm for 1 hour).

Exposure to toxic air contaminants (TAC) would be considered significant if the probability of contracting
cancer for the Maximally Exposed Individual (i.e., maximum individual risk) would exceed 10 in 1 million or

would result in a Hazard Index greater than 1.

Odor impacts associated with the Project would be considered significant if the project has the potential to
frequently expose members of the public to objectionable odors.

Table 3-4. Summary of Ambient Air Quality Standards and Attainment Designation

Summary of Ambient Air Quality Standards & Attainment Designation

. California Standards* National Standards*
Pollutant 