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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 

1.1 Initial Study’s Scope and Purpose 
 

The Yuima Municipal Water District (YMWD) (referred to hereinafter as the 
Lead Agency) is reviewing a proposed pilot hole and well casing installation at 
two separate locations.  They are located on the southwest slopes of Boucher Hill, 
which is at a maximum elevation approximately 5,438 feet above mean sea level 
(msl).  The project vicinity map is found in Exhibit 1. 
 
As part of the wells environmental review, YMWD has authorized the preparation 
of this Initial Study.  This Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) is an 
informational document.  According to the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA), the basic purpose of the environmental review process is to inform the 
governmental decision makers and the public understand the environmental 
implications of a specific region or project.  The purpose of this Initial Study is to 
ascertain whether the proposed project will have the potential for significant 
adverse impacts on the environment.  Pursuant to the CEQA guidelines, 
additional purposes of this Initial Study include the following: 
 

• To provide YMWD with information to use as the basis for deciding 
whether to prepare an Environmental Impact Report(EIR), Mitigated 
Negative Declaration, or Negative Declaration for a project; 

• To facilitate the project’s environmental assessment early in the design 
and development of the project; 

• To eliminate unnecessary EIRs; and, 
• To determine the nature and extent of any new impacts associated with the 

development. 
 

1.2 Initial Study’s Organization 
 
The following is an outline summarizing the contents of this study: 
 

• Section 1.0, Introduction, provides the procedural context surrounding this 
Initial Study and insight into its composition.  The Initial Study Checklist 
is provided in Appendix A. 
 

• Section 2.0, Project Description, provides an overview of the proposed 
project and the requested discretionary actions. 
 

• Section 3.0, Environmental Analysis, analyzes the potential impacts 
associated with the proposed pilot holes and well casings. 

 
• Section 4.0, Findings, provides a discussion of how the proposed project 

may have the potential for significant effect if any. 
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1.3 Initial Study’s Checklist 
 
The environmental analysis provided in Section 3.0 of this MND indicates that 
the proposed project will not result in any significant adverse impacts with the 
incorporation of the mitigation measures identified herein.  Potentially significant 
impacts requiring mitigation were identified for air quality impact, hazard and 
hazardous material impacts, hydrology and water quality impacts, and noise 
impact.  For this reason, YMWD as the lead agency has determined that a 
Mitigated Negative Declaration is the appropriate CEQA document for the 
proposed project.  The following findings may be made based on the analysis 
contained herein: 

• The proposed project will not have the potential to degrade the quality of 
the environment, with the implementation of the recommended mitigation 
measures. 

• The proposed project will not have the potential to achieve short-term 
goals to the disadvantage of long-term environmental goals. 

• The proposed project will not have environmental effects that will 
adversely affect humans, either directly or indirectly. 

 The findings of this Initial Study are summarized in Table 1.  As indicated in 
Table 1, the proposed pilot hole and well casing will not involve any significant 
unmitigable environmental effects.  As indicated previously, there are four (4) 
issues where mitigation will be required including air quality impact, hazard and 
hazardous material impacts, hydrology and water quality impacts, and noise 
impact.  The recommended mitigation will reduce the potential impacts for these 
issues to levels that are less than significant. 
 

2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 

2.1 Project Location and Setting 
 

The project site is located within the YMWD boundaries.  The two pilot holes and 
well casings are located in the upper reaches of the Yuima Creek Alluvial Fan and 
is near the outfall of Gregory Canyon.  Gregory Canyon is located approximately 
2 miles northeast of the community of Rincon, CA.  The two projects are located 
in Section 13Dd of T.10S., R.01W of the San Bernardino Base and Meridian on 
the Boucher Hill, CA-San Diego, 7.5 minute series USGS topographic quadrangle 
map as shown in Exhibit 2 – Location Map. 
 
The proposed project sites are located on the southwest slopes of Boucher Hill 
which is at a maximum elevation of about 5,438 feet mean sea level (msl) as 
shown in Exhibit 3 – Aerial Map. 
 
 
 

2.2 Project Description 
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The proposed projects involve drilling two pilot wells and installing well casings 
for each well.  The specific design details for the well casing have not been 
finalized at this time, but would be consistent with the most current requirements 
of the Yuima Municipal Water District.  Specifications would likely be similar to 
the District’s recently completed wells.  Based on the general understanding of 
the groundwater hydrology with in the YMWD boundaries, the pilot well is 
expected to be 200-300 feet deep if viable.   

 The Site Location Map for IDA Well No. 51 is shown in Exhibit 4 with a site 
 photo shown in Exhibit 5. 
 The Site Location map for IDA Well No. 52 is shown in Exhibit 6 with a site 
 photo shown in Exhibit 7. 
 

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 
 

3.1 Scope of Analysis 
 
This section of the Initial Study analyzes the potential environmental impacts that 
may result from the construction and subsequent operations of the proposed IDA 
Well No. 51 and IDA Well No. 52 pilot hole and well casings.  The issue areas 
evaluated in this Initial Study include: 
 

• Aesthetics (Section 3.2); 
• Agricultural and Forestry Resources (Section 3.3) 
• Air Quality (Section 3.4) 
• Biological Resources (Section 3.5) 
• Cultural Resources (Section 3.6) 
• Geology and Soils (Section 3.7) 
• Greenhouse Gas Emissions (Section 3.8) 
• Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Section 3.9) 
• Hydrology and Water Quality (Section 3.10) 
• Land Use and Planning (Section 3.11) 
• Mineral Resources (Section 3.12) 
• Noise (Section 3.13) 
• Population and Housing (Section 3.14) 
• Public Service (Section 3.15) 
• Recreation (Section 3.16) 
• Transportation/Traffic (Section 3.17)  
• Utilities and Service Systems (Section 3.18) 
• Findings  (Section 4.0) 

 
 The environmental analysis contained in this section reflects the Initial Study 

Checklist format used by the YMWD.  Under each issue area, an assessment of 
impacts is provided in the form of questions and answers.  For the evaluation of 
potential impacts, questions are stated and an answer is provided according to the 
analysis undertaken as part of this Initial Study’s preparation.  To each question, 
there are four possible responses: 
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• No Impact – The proposed project will not have any measureable 
environmental impact on the environment. 

• Less than Significant Impact – The proposed project may have the potential 
for affecting the environment, although these impacts are likely to be below 
levels or thresholds that the District or other responsible agencies consider to 
be significant. 

• Potentially Significant Impacts Unless Mitigated – The proposed project may 
have the potential to generate impacts that will have a significant impact on 
the environment.  However, the level of impact may be reduced to levels that 
are considered less than significant with the implementation of the mitigated 
measures. 

• Potentially Significant Impacts – The proposed project may result in 
environmental impacts that are significant. 

 
3.2 Aesthetic Impacts 

 
3.2.1 Threshold of Significance 

 
According to the District, acting as Lead Agency, a project may be 
deemed to have a significant adverse aesthetic impact if it results in any of 
the following: 

• An adverse effect on a scenic vista: 
• Substantial damage to scenic resources, including, but not limited 

to , trees, rock outcroppings, and historical buildings within a state 
scenic highway or,  

• A new source of substantial light and glare that would adversely 
affect day to nighttime views in the area. 

 
3.2.2 Analysis of Environmental Impacts 

 
A. Would the project affect a scenic vista? No Impact 

The existing views in the area are dominated by the Palomar 
Mountains to the northwest. The local setting is characterized by an 
area in transition from undeveloped hilly terrain to agricultural 
orchards. The proposed project sites will each occupy an area of 50-
foot by 75-foot located in undeveloped land.  

 
B. Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, 

but not limited to trees, rock outcroppings, and historic building within 
a state scenic highway? No Impact. 
 
The project sites and the surrounding area are located in undeveloped 
hilly terrain with no significant landforms located in the immediate 
vicinity. The sites have undergone clearing and vegetation for the most 
part has been removed. There are no historical significant buildings 
within or adjacent to the project sites that will be impacted by the 
proposed project. No Heritage trees or other protected trees are found 
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within the proposed project site. As a result, no significant adverse 
impacts will result. 

C. Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare that 
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?  
Less than significant impact. 
 
During the drilling of the well pilot holes and installation of well 
casing a temporary lighting system may be used. Future well house 
structures may have exterior lighting for security and maintenance. 
The project sites are located over 100 feet from the nearest residence; 
therefore sensitive light receptors are not located near the project. 
Potential light impacts from the project will be less than significant.  
 

3.2.3 Mitigation Measures 
 

During the drilling of the well pilot holes and installation of well casing 
temporary lighting will be used since the drilling operation usually is 
conducted around the clock until the drilling is complete. Temporary light 
shield blankets are recommended to contain construction light.  No other 
mitigation measures are necessary. 

 
3.3 Agricultural and Forestry Resources Impacts 

 
3.3.1 Threshold of Significance 

 
According to the District, acting as Lead Agency, a project may be 
deemed to have a significant impact on agriculture and forestry resources 
if it results in any of the following: 

• A conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson 
Act contract; 

• The conversion of unique farmland, prime farmland or farmland of 
state importance: 

• Changes to the existing environment due to their location of nature 
may result in the conversion of farmland to non-agricultural uses. 
 

3.3.2 Analysis of Environmental Impacts 
 

A. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural 
use, or a Williamson Act contract? No Impact 

 
No agricultural and forestry activities are located within the project 
site.  The project is not subject to a Williamson Act contract.  As a 
result, no impacts on existing or future Williams Act contracts will 
result from the approval and subsequent construction of the two 
pilot wells and well casings. 
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B. Would the project convert Unique Farmland, Prime Farmland, or 
Farmland of State Importance, as shown on the maps prepared 
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the 
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? No Impact. 
 
The project area does not include Unique, prime or Farmland of 
State importance therefore no impact on agriculture farmland will 
result as part of the proposed project. 
 

C. Would the project involve other changes in the existing 
environment that, due to their location or nature, may result in 
conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use? No Impact. 
No agricultural activities or farmland uses are located within the 
project.  The proposed pilot well and well casing project will not 
involve the conversion of any existing farmland area to urban uses 
and no such impact will occur. 
 

3.3.3 Mitigation Measures 
 

 The analysis of agriculture and forestry resources impacts 
indicated that no significant adverse impacts would result from the 
approval and subsequent implementation of the proposed project.  
As a result, no mitigation is required. 

 
3.4 Air Quality Impacts 

 
3.4.1 Threshold of Significance 

 
 According to the District, acting a lead agency, a project will normally be deemed 

to have a significant adverse environmental impact on air quality, if it results in 
any of the following: 

• A conflict with, or obstruct the implementation of, the applicable air 
quality plan; 

• A violation of an air quality standard or contributes substantially to an 
existing or projected air quality violation; 

• A cumulative considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which 
the project region in in non-attainment under an applicable federal or state 
ambient air quality standard; 

• The exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations; 
• The creation of objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of 

people; or 
• The alteration of air movement, moisture, temperature or cause any 

change in climate. 
 

3.4.2 Analysis of Environmental Impacts 
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A. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of 
applicable air quality plans? No Impact. 
 
The proposed pilot wells and well casings will not result in an increase 
in the frequency or severity of an existing air quality violation or 
contribute to the continuation of an existing air quality violation. 
As a result, the proposed project would not be in conflict with, or 
result in an obstruction of, an applicable air quality plan and no 
adverse impacts are anticipated. 

 
B. Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute 

substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation? Less 
Than Significant Impact. 
 
The potential air emissions may be placed into the following two 
categories: short-term (construction-related) emissions and long-term 

 (operational) emissions.  New construction activities will be limited to 
excavation for the pilot holes and well casings.  The proposed project 
will also generate long-term emissions associated with energy 
consumption though very limited stationary emissions are anticipated 
given the nature of the project.   

 
C. Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of 

any criteria pollutant for which the project region is in non-attainment 
under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard 
(including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds 
for ozone precursors)? No Impact 
 

 As indicated in the previous section, the proposed project will result in 
both short-term (construction) emissions and long-term (operational) 
emissions.  The equipment emissions are projected to be below the 
SCAQMD’s thresholds that are considered to represent a significant 
adverse impact.  As a result, the cumulative air quality impacts are 
considered to have no impact. 

 
D. Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 

concentrations? No Impact. 
 

 Sensitive receptors refer to land uses and/or activities that are 
especially sensitive to poor air quality.  Sensitive receptors typically 
include homes, school, playgrounds, hospitals, convalescent homes, 
and other facilities where children or other elderly may congregate.  
These population groups are generally more sensitive to poor air 
quality.  The proposed project will not exceed thresholds for 
construction or operation activities.  In addition, the proposed project 
will not result in any traffic generation (or mobile emissions) once 
operational.  As a result, no impacts on sensitive receptors are 
anticipated. 
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E. Would the project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial 

number of people? No Impact. 
 

 The project would not involve any activities that would generate odor.  
As a result, no impacts are anticipated. 
 

F. Would the project alter air movement, moisture, or temperature, or 
cause any change in climate? No Impact. 
 
The project will not alter air movement, moisture, temperature, or 
cause changes in local or regional climate.  As a result, there will not 
be any impact upon climate or temperature. 

 
3.4.3 Mitigation Measures 
 
 As indicated, the proposed project will not result in any significant 
 adverse air quality impacts. All equipment that is installed on site will 
 be in conformance with all pertinent protocols. As a result no 
 mitigation is required. 
 

3.5 Biological Resource Impacts 
 
3.5.1 Threshold of Significance 

 
  According to the District, acting a lead agency, a project will normally be  
  deemed to have a significant adverse environmental impact on biological  
  resources if it results in any of the following: 

• 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 the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; 

• A substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive 
natural plant community identified in local or regional plans, policies, 
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; 

• A substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as 
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act through direct 
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means. 

• A substantial interference with the movement of any native resident 
or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native 
resident or wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife 
nursery sites;  

• A conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance; 
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• A conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation 
Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan or other approved local, 
regional or state habitat conservation plan. 

  
3.5.2 Analysis of Environmental Impacts 

 
A. Would the project 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 the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service? No Impact 

   The project will not impact or have an adverse effect on any species in the  
  area. There are no known sensitive or special status species located near  
  the project sites. 

 
B. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat 

or other sensitive natural plant community identified in local or regional 
plans, policies, regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and 
Game or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? No Impact 
 
The project will not disturb or have an adverse effect on riparian habitat or 
other sensitive natural plant communities located near the sites. 
 

C. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected 
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act through direct 
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means? No Impact 
 
The project sites do not contain any wetland habitat. No blue line streams 
are identified within the project sites. No other surface water bodies are 
located on-site or nearby. As a result the project will not impact any 
wetland area or designated blue line stream 
 

D. Would the project have a substantial interference with the movement of 
any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established 
native resident or wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife 
nursery sites? No Impact. 
 
The project will not interfere with the movement of wildlife species in the 
area.  
 

E. Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting 
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance? No 
Impact. 
 
The project will not result in the removal of any protected varieties of 
plants or trees. As a result no tree removal impacts will occur.  
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F. Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan or other 
approved local, regional or state habitat conservation plan? No Impact  
 
The project sites are not located in an area governed by a habitat 
conservation or community conservation plan. As a result no adverse 
impacts on local, regional or state habitat conservation plans will result 
from the projects implementation 

 
3.5.3 Mitigation Measures 

   The analysis determined that the proposed well drilling projects   
  would not result in any significant adverse impacts on biological   
  resources. As a result no mitigation is required. 

3.6 Cultural Resource Impacts 
 
3.6.1 Threshold of Significance 

  
  According to the District, acting a lead agency, a project will normally be  
  deemed to have a significant adverse environmental impact on cultural  
  resources if it results in any of the following:  
 

• A substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical 
resource as defined in §15064.5 0f the State CEQA Guidelines; 

• A substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological 
resource pursuant to §15064.5 of the State CEQA Guidelines; 

• The direct or indirect destruction of a unique paleontological 
resource, site or unique geological feature; 

• The disturbance of any human remains, including those interred 
outside of formal cemeteries; 

• A physical change that would affect unique ethnic cultural values; 
• The restriction of an existing religious or sacred uses within the 

potential impact area. 
 

3.6.2 Analysis of Environmental Impacts 
 

A. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of 
a historical resource as defined in §15064.5 0f the State CEQA 
Guidelines? No Impact. 
 
There are no historical structures or significant sites within the project site 
boundaries. The proposed project will not have an adverse impact on any 
historic site. 
 

B. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of 
an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5 of the State CEQA 
Guidelines? No Impact 
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The project site is not historically or culturally significant. As a result, no 
impacts on cultural resources are anticipated with the proposed project. 
 

C. Would the project cause the direct or indirect destruction of a unique 
paleontological resource, site or unique geological feature? No Impact. 
 
The project site does not contain any known paleontological resource or 
unique geological feature. As a result, no impacts are anticipated with the 
proposed project. 
 

D. Would the project cause a physical change that would affect unique ethnic 
cultural values? No Impact. 
 

 The project site does not contain any known historic or cultural 
 significance to any ethnic or cultural group. No impact on ethnic 
 cultural values is expected. 
 
E. Would the project restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the 

potential impact area? No Impact. 
The project sites do not contain any religious or sacred structures. As a 
result no significant adverse impacts are anticipated. 

 
3.6.3 Mitigation Measures 

 
The analysis determined that the proposed project will not result insignificant 
adverse impacts on cultural or historic resources. As a result no mitigation is 
required. 
 

3.7 Geology and Soils Impacts 
 
3.7.1 Threshold of Significance 

 
According to the District, acting a lead agency, a project will normally be 
deemed to have a significant adverse environmental impact if it results in any 
of the following:  
• The exposure to people or structures to potential substantial adverse 

effects, including the risk of loss, or death related to  fault rupture from a 
known earthquake fault; 

• The exposure of people or structures to potential substantial adverse 
effects, including the risk of loss or death involving strong ground shaking 
or seismic related ground failure including liquefaction; 

• Substantial soil erosion resulting in the loss of topsoil; 
• Locating a project on expansive soil, creating a substantial risk to life or 

property; 
• Locating a project on soils incapable of supporting the use of septic tanks 

or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available 
for the disposal of wastewater;  
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• Exposing people to potential impacts, including geological and physical 
features. 
 

3.7.2 Analysis of Environmental Impacts 
 
A. Would the project cause the exposure to people or structures to potential 

substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, or death related to 
fault rupture from a known earthquake fault? Less than significant. 
 
The earthquake fault zones are in the project vicinity are shown in the 
following Exhibit 8. The nearest fault line to the project site is the Elsinore 
Fault. The fault extends in a north-south direction generally below 
Boucher Hill. The fault line is not apparent on maps, however it is located 
approximately one mile from the project sites. The project does not 
include components that are permanently occupied. As a result, the risk of 
loss or death involving fault rupture is considered less than significant.    
 

B. Would the project cause the exposure of people or structures to potential 
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss or death involving 
strong ground shaking or seismic related ground failure including 
liquefaction? Less than significant impact. 
 
The project does not include components that are permanently occupied. 
As a result, impacts associated with strong ground shaking or seismic 
ground failure are considered less than significant. 
 

C. Would the project cause the exposure of people or structures to potential 
substantial adverse effects including substantial soil erosion resulting in 
the loss of topsoil? No impact. 
 
The project will not be exposed to substantial soil erosion. As a result, no 
adverse impacts related to soil erosion are anticipated.  
 

D. Would the project cause the exposure of people to potential impacts, 
including location on expansive soils as defined in Uniform Building 
Code, creating substantial risks to life or property? No impact. 
 
The sites soils are suitable for construction of the project components. As 
a result, no expansive soil impacts will occur.  
 

E. Would the project result in or expose people to potential impacts, 
including soils incapable of supporting the use of septic tanks or 
alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for 
the disposal of wastewater? No Impact. 
 
The project does not include components that will require the disposal of 
wastewater. As a result, no impacts are envisioned.  
 



N.T.S.
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F. Would the project expose people to potential impacts, including geological 
and physical features? No impact. 
 
There are no unique natural or geological features at the project sites. The 
site topography is generally level with adjacent ravines and slopes. As a 
result, the proposed project will not result in significant adverse impacts 
related to natural or geological features. 
 

3.7.3 Mitigation Measures 
 
The analysis determined that no significant impacts on geology and soils 
would result from the proposed project. As a result, no mitigation is required. 
 

3.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions Impacts 
  

3.8.1 Threshold of Significance  
 
According to the District, acting a lead agency, a project will normally be 
deemed to have a significant adverse environmental impact if it results in any 
of the following: 
 

• Would the project result in the generation greenhouse gas emissions, 
either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the 
environment; 

• Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emission of greenhouse 
gasses. 
 

3.8.2 Analysis of Environmental Impacts 
 
A. Would the project result in the generation greenhouse gas emissions, 

either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the 
environment? Less than Significant Impact. 
 
The project will use heavy construction equipment such loaders, drilling 
rigs and trucks. The project duration is expected to be less than 30 days 
and will not create any new uses at the sites that would contribute to 
greenhouse gasses. The small scale and short duration of the impacts 
would not create a significant impact on the environment. 
 

B. Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emission of greenhouse gasses? 
No Impact. 
 
The project will utilize heavy equipment including potentially loaders, 
drilling rigs and trucks, This equipment emits compounds that may 
contribute to pollution in the Pauma Valley during the project 
construction. These emissions are temporary and only occur during a short 
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period of time. The project will not generate a substantial amount of 
vehicle trips after the construction period. As a result no significant 
impacts will occur. 
 

3.8.3 Mitigation Measures 
 
The analysis determined that no significant impacts on greenhouse gas 
emissions would result from the proposed project. As a result, no mitigation is 
required. 
 

3.9 Hazards and Hazardous Materials Impacts 
 

3.9.1 Threshold of Significance 
 
According to the District, acting a lead agency, a project will normally be 
deemed to have a significant adverse environmental impact if it results in any 
of the following: 

• The creation of a significant hazard to the public or environment 
through the routine transport , use or disposal of hazardous materials; 

• The creation of a significant hazard to the public or environment 
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions 
involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment; 

• The generation of hazardous emissions or the handling of hazardous or 
acutely hazardous materials, substances or waste within one-quarter 
mile of an existing or proposed school; 

• Locating on a site that is included on a list of hazardous material sites 
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 resulting in a 
significant hazard; 

• Locating within an area governed by an airport land use plan, or where 
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport 
or a public use airport; 

• Locating in the vicinity of a private airstrip that would result in a 
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area; 

• The impairment of the implementation of, or physical interference 
with, an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan; or, 

• The exposure of people or structures to a significant loss, injury or 
death involving wild land fire. 
 

3.9.2 Analysis of Environmental Impacts 
 
A. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or environment 

through the routine transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials? No 
Impact. 
 
The project will not include the use of hazardous materials that are defined 
by Federal and State governments as injurious substances. 
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B. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or environment 

through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving 
the release of hazardous materials into the environment? No Impact. 
 
The project will not include the use of hazardous materials that are defined 
by the Federal and State governments as injurious substances. 
 

C. Would the project result in the generation of hazardous emissions or the 
handling of hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances or waste 
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? No Impact. 

   The project will not result in the generation of hazardous materials or  
  substances, thus there will be no impact on an existing or near by   
  school.  

D. Would the project be located on a site that is included on a list of 
hazardous material sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 
65962.5 resulting in a significant hazard? No Impact. 
 
The project will not be located on sites that are included on a list of 
hazardous material sites as compiled in Government Code Section 
65962.5. 
 

E. Would the project be located within an area governed by an airport land 
use plan, or where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a 
public airport or a public use airport? No Impact. 
 
The project will not be located in the area of an airport land use plan or 
within two miles of a public airport or a public use airport.  
 

F. Would the project be located in the vicinity of a private airstrip that would 
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area? 
No Impact. 
 
The project will not be located in the vicinity of a private airstrip that 
would result in a safety hazard for people working in the project area. 
 

G. Would the project result in the impairment of the implementation of, or 
physical interference with, an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? No Impact. 
 
The project will not result in the impairment of the implementation of, or 
physical interference with, an adopted emergency response plan or 
evacuation plan. 
 

H. Would the project result in the exposure of people or structures to a 
significant loss, injury or death involving wild land fire? No Impact. 
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The project areas are located in areas that may involve native vegetation; 
however the project components will not create wild fire risks.  
 

3.9.3 Mitigation Measures 
 

The analysis determined that no significant impacts on hazards and hazardous 
materials would result from the proposed project. As a result, no mitigation is 
required. 
 

3.10 Hydrology and Water Quality Impacts 
 

3.10.1 Threshold of Significance 
 

According to the District, acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to 
have significant adverse environmental impact on water resources or water 
quality if it results in any of the following: 

• A violation of any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements; 

• A substantial depletion of groundwater supplies or interference with 
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer 
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater level; 

• A substantial alteration of the existing drainage pattern of the site or 
area through the alteration of the course of a stream or river in a 
manner that would result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off-
site; 

• The creation or contribution of water runoff that would exceed the 
capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage systems or the 
generation of substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; 

• The substantial degradation of water quality; 
• The placement of structures within a 100-year flood hazard areas that 

would impede or redirect flood flows; 
• The exposure of people or structures to a significant risk of flooding as 

a result of dam or levee failure; 
• The exposure of a project to inundation by seiche, tsunami or 

mudflow; 
• The potential of storm water runoff from construction activities; 
• The potential for storm water runoff from post construction activities; 
• The potential for the discharge of storm water runoff to affect the 

beneficial uses of receiving waters; 
• The creation of a potential for significant change in the flow velocity 

or volume of storm water runoff to cause environmental harm; or, 
• The creation of significant increases in erosion of the project site or 

surrounding areas.  
 

3.10.2 Analysis of Environmental Impacts 
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A. Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements? No Impact. 
 
Given the nature and extent of the existing site there will not be an 
increase in the quantity of storm water runoff. As a result no impacts are 
anticipated. 
 

B. Would the project cause a substantial depletion of groundwater supplies or 
interference with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net 
deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater level? No 
impact. 
 
The project will replace lost ground water production in other District 
wells due to the lowering groundwater table in the area. As a result, no 
impacts will result from the proposed well’s construction and subsequent 
operation. 
 

C. Would the project cause a substantial alteration of the existing drainage 
pattern of the site or area through the alteration of the course of a stream 
or river in a manner that would result in substantial erosion, flooding or 
siltation on or off-site? No Impact. 
 
No streams or rivers are located within the project sites. As a result, the 
future well and pumps house projects will not impact any natural drainage 
feature or stream. 
 

D. Would the project create or contribute to water runoff that would exceed 
the capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage systems or the 
generation of substantial additional sources of polluted runoff? No Impact. 
 
The project will not create substantial water runoff that will exceed the 
capacity of existing drainage systems and will not generate addition 
sources of polluted runoff. 
 

E. Would the project cause the substantial degradation of water quality? No 
Impact. 
 
No significant change in the amount of surface runoff volumes from the 
project is anticipated due to the nature and extent of the proposed project 
sites. No surface bodies are found within the immediate vicinity that 
would be affected by the project. 
 

F. Would the project involve the placement of structures within a 100-year 
flood hazard that would redirect or impede flood flows? No Impact. 
 
The proposed project does not involve construction of any structures 
within a flood plain area. The project sites are not located within a 
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designated flood hazard area. As a result no flood related impacts are 
anticipated. 
 

G. Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of 
flooding as a result of dam or levee failure? No Impact. 
 
The project is not located in an area that would be subject to flows from a 
potential dam or levee failure. As a result no impacts are anticipated. 
 

H. Would the project result in the inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow? 
No Impact. 
 
No dams, reservoirs or volcanos are located near the project sites that 
would present seiche or volcanic hazards. The project is not near the ocean 
therefore it would not be subject to a tsunami event. As a result, no 
impacts related to seiche, tsunami or mudflow will occur due the 
implementation of the proposed project.  
 

I. Would the project cause the potential of storm water runoff from 
construction activities? Less than significant impact. 
 
During construction of the wells drilling waste water will be contained on 
site and properly disposed of offsite after well drilling is complete. 
 

J. Would the project cause the potential for storm water runoff from post 
construction activities? No Impact. 
 
After construction the site will be graded to reduce storm water runoff 
from the site. 
 

K. Would the project cause the potential for the discharge of storm water 
runoff to affect the beneficial uses of receiving waters? No Impact. 
 
The project will not cause discharge of storm water that will affect the 
beneficial uses of any receiving waters in the area. 
 

L. Would the project create the potential for significant change in the flow 
velocity or volume of storm water runoff to cause environmental harm? 
No Impact. 
 
The project will not create the potential for significant change in the flow 
velocity or volume of storm water runoff that would cause environmental 
harm. 
 

M. Would the project create significant increases in erosion of the project site 
or surrounding areas? No Impact. 
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 Storm runoff from the sites will be minimal and will not create significant 
erosion at the project sites or surrounding areas. 

 
3.10.3  Mitigation Measures 

 
The analysis determined that no significant impacts on hydrology and water 
quality would result from the proposed project. As a result, no mitigation is 
required. 
 

3.11 Land Use and Planning Impacts 
 

3.11.1 Threshold of Significance 
 

According to the District, acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to 
have significant impact on land use and development if it results in any of the 
following: 

• The disruption or division of the physical arrangement of an 
established community; 

• A conflict with an applicable land use plan, policy or regulation of the 
agency with jurisdiction over the project; or  

• A conflict with any applicable conservancy plan or natural community 
conservation plan. 
 

3.11.2 Analysis of Environmental Impacts 
 

A. Would the project disrupt or divide an established community or otherwise 
result in an incompatible land use? No Impact. 
The project is consistent with applicable land use designations. The 
existing and future properties in the vicinity will not be impacted by the 
proposed well development. As a result, no impacts will result from the 
proposed projects implementation with respect to the division of an 
established community. 
 

B. Would the project cause a conflict with an applicable land use plan, policy 
or regulation of the agency with jurisdiction over the project? No Impact. 
 
As noted previously, the project is consistent with applicable land use 
designations. The existing County of San Diego Land Use Zoning for the 
area of the projects is shown in Exhibit 9. The site current zoning 
designation will remain unchanged. The project sites are not subject to a 
Habitat Conservation Plan or a Coastal Plan. As a result, no impacts are 
anticipated 
 

C. Would the project conflict with any applicable conservancy plan or natural 
community conservation plan? No Impact 
 
The project sites are not located near or within a Habitat Conservation 
Plan or Natural Community Conservation Plan. As a result, the proposed 
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project will not result in any impact on a habitat conservation plan or 
natural community conservation plan. 
 

3.11.3 Mitigation Measures 
 

The analysis of land use and development impacts indicates that no significant 
adverse impacts on land use and planning will result from the implementation 
of the project. As a result, no mitigation measures are required. 
 

3.12 Mineral Resource Impacts 
 

3.12.1 Threshold of Significance 
 

According to the District, acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to 
have a significant adverse impact on energy and mineral resources if it results 
in any of the following: 

• The loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of 
value to the region and the residents of the state; or 

• 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. 
 

3.12.2 Analysis of Environmental Impacts 
 

A. Would the project 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? 
No Impact. 
 
The project is not located within a significant Mineral Aggregate Resource 
Area nor is it located in an area with active mineral extraction activities. 
Furthermore, the project is not located above any oil field. As a result, no 
impacts on existing mineral resources will result from the proposed 
projects implementation. 
 

B. Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally important 
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a general plan, specific plan 
or other land use plan? No Impact. 
 
There are no mineral, oil or energy extraction and/or generation activities 
located within the project sites or in adjacent areas. Review of State 
Department of Conservation maps indicates that no oil wells are located 
within the project sites or in the vicinity. The resources and materials to be 
used for the proposed well project will not include any materials that are 
considered rare or unique. As a result, the proposed project will not result 
in any significant adverse effects on mineral resources in the region. 
 

3.12.3 Mitigation Measures 
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The analysis determined that the proposed well project will not result in any 
significant adverse impacts. Therefore no mitigation is required. 
 

3.13 Noise Impacts 
 

3.13.1 Threshold of Significance 
 

According to the District, acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to 
have significant impact on the environment if it results in any of the 
following: 

• The exposure of persons to, or the generation of, noise levels in excess 
of standards established in the local general plan, noise ordinance or 
applicable standards of other agencies; 

• The exposure of people to, or generation of excessive ground borne 
noise levels; 

• A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity 
of the project above levels existing without the project; 

• A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in 
the project vicinity above existing levels without the project; or, 

• Locating within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an area governed by 
an airport land use plan that would result in the exposure of people 
residing and working in the project area to excessive noise levels. 
 

3.13.2 Analysis of Environmental Impacts 
 

A. Would the project result in the exposure of persons to, or the generation 
of, noise levels in excess of standards established in the local general plan, 
noise ordinance or applicable standards of other agencies? Potentially 
Significant Unless Mitigated. 
 
The current noise environment within the area is typical of a rural area. An 
area such as this will have a typical background noise level of less than 50 
dBA. The facilities involved with the project will have a potential 
construction noise impact and a post construction impact. The goal for the 
project would be to limit sound levels to 60 dBA measured at any point 50 
feet from the project noise source.  
 
Construction noise will occur as a result of the development of the 
proposed project. Although construction noise is a short term impact on 
ambient noise levels, noise generated by construction equipment and 
construction activities can reach as high 70 -90 dBA 50 feet from the noise 
source. Construction equipment noise is under the control of the EPA’s 
Noise Control Program (Part 204 of Title 40, Code of Federal 
Regulations).  The proposed project will be required to comply with the 
San Diego County Noise Control and Abatement Ordinance.  
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B. Would the project result in the exposure of people to or generation of 
excessive ground borne noise levels? Potentially Significant Unless 
Mitigated. 
 
Noise generated by construction equipment and construction activities 
represents a short term impact on ambient noise levels. During well 
drilling the drilling process involves the operation of a diesel powered drill 
rig around the clock until the proper well depth is reached. Other 
construction activities will involve the use of back hoes, compressors, 
loaders and other types of construction equipment with varying noise 
levels. As before the project will be required to comply with the San 
Diego County Noise Control and Abatement Ordinance. 
 

C.  Would the project result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient 
noise levels in the project vicinity above existing levels without the 
project? Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigated. 
 
Once operational the project will result in the following potential noise 
sources: 

• The wells will include an electric powered pump motor. The 
electric motor will generate a continuous hum while operational. 

• A power transformer will be located outside the well structure. The 
electric transformer will not result in any noise that would be 
audible off site. 

As before, the project will be required to comply with the San Diego 
County Noise Control and Abatement Ordinance. 
 

D. Would the project result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above existing levels without 
the project? Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigated. 
 
As discussed previously noise generated by construction equipment and 
activities represent a short term impact on ambient noise levels. The well 
drilling process involves the operation of a diesel powered drill rig around 
the clock until the proper well depth is reached. Other construction 
activities include the use of back hoes, compressors, loaders and other 
types of construction equipment with varying noise levels. The project 
will be required to comply with the San Diego County Noise Control and 
Abatement Ordinance. 
 

E. For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an area 
governed by an airport land use plan, would the project result in the 
exposure of people residing and working in the project area to excessive 
noise levels? No Impact. 
 
The project is not located within two miles of an operational airport. As a 
result, no impacts related to the exposure of persons to aircraft noise from 
a private airstrip will occur. 
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3.13.3 Mitigation Measures 

 
The analysis determined that the proposed project may result in significant 
adverse short term or long term noise impacts unless mitigation measures are 
implemented. As a result, the following measures are required: 

• Mitigation Measure 1 (Operational Noise). The proposed well 
equipment must conform to the San Diego County Noise Control and 
Abatement Ordinance. All machinery and noise generating equipment 
will be enclosed in a pump house structure. 

• Mitigation Measure 2 (Operational Noise). All ventilation, ducts or 
other openings into the pump house must be properly baffled to 
facilitate noise attenuation. Vents and other openings should be located 
away from sensitive receptors. 

• Mitigation Measure 3. (Operational Noise). No audible alarms will be 
permitted. All alarm devices shall consist of silent alarms. 

• Mitigation Measure 4. (Construction Noise). All construction activities 
must comply with the requirements of the San Diego County Noise 
Control and Abatement Ordinance. A noise attenuating curtain should 
be used during well drilling to block construction equipment noise. All 
construction equipment shall be equipped with noise reduction 
devices. 

 
3.14 Population and Housing Impacts 

 
3.14.1 Threshold of Significance 

 
According to the District, acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to 
have a significant impact on housing and population if it results in any of the 
following: 

• A substantial growth in the population within an area, either directly or 
indirectly related to a project; or 

• The displacement of a substantial number of people or existing 
housing units, necessitating the construction of replacement housing. 
 

3.14.2 Analysis of Environmental Impacts 
 

A. Would the project induce substantial population growth in an area, either 
directly or indirectly? Less than Significant Impact. 
 
The proposed project involves the construction of new wells and pump 
houses. The proposed project is designed to accommodate an existing 
demand and will replace lost ground water supplies due to inefficient older 
wells. 
 



24 
 

B. Would the project displace a substantial number of people or existing 
housing units, necessitating the construction of replacement housing? No 
Impact. 
 
No residential units are located within the project sites. The sites were 
previously used for agriculture. As a result no adverse impacts due 
housing related displacement or people displacement will occur.  
 

3.14.3 Mitigation Measures 
 

The analysis of housing and population impacts indicates that no significant 
adverse impacts would result from the proposed projects construction and 
subsequent operation. As a result no mitigation is required. 
 

3.15 Public Service Impacts 
 

3.15.1 Threshold of Significance 
 

According to the District, acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to 
have a significant adverse impact on public services if it results in any of the 
following: 

• A substantial adverse physical impact associated with the provisions of 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of 
which would cause significant environmental impact in order to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, response time or other performance 
objectives relative to fire protection; 

• A substantial adverse physical impact associated with the provisions of 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of 
which would cause significant environmental impact in order to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, response time or other performance 
objectives relative to police protection services; 

• A substantial adverse physical impact associated with the provisions of 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of 
which would cause significant environmental impact in order to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, response time or other performance 
objectives relative to school services; 

• A substantial adverse physical impact associated with the provisions of 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of 
which would cause significant environmental impact in order to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, response time or other performance 
objectives relative to library services; 

• A substantial adverse physical impact associated with the provisions of 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of 
which would cause significant environmental impact in order to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, response time or other performance 
objectives relative to other governmental services; 
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3.15.2 Analysis of Environmental Impacts 
 

A. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impact associated 
with the provisions of new or physically altered governmental facilities, 
the construction of which would cause significant environmental impact in 
order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response time or other 
performance objectives relative to fire protection? No Impact. 
 
The proposed project will receive fire protection from local fire agencies. 
The proposed project will not place significant demands on  fire protection 
services over that which presently exist. The proposed project will be 
subject to review and approval by the Fire Department to ensure that 
safety and fire prevention measures are incorporated into the project. No 
impacts are anticipated with compliance with fire code requirements. 
 

B. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impact associated 
with the provisions of new or physically altered governmental facilities, 
the construction of which would cause significant environmental impact in 
order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response time or other 
performance objectives relative to police protection? No Impact. 
 
Law enforcement services are provided by the San Diego County Sheriffs 
Department with the local substation located in Valley Center. The 
proposed project will not place any incremental demand on local law 
enforcement services. As a result, no impacts are anticipated. 
 

C. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impact associated 
with the provisions of new or physically altered governmental facilities, 
the construction of which would cause significant environmental impact in 
order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response time or other 
performance objectives relative to school services? No Impact. 
 
The project area is located within the Valley Center-Pauma Unified 
School District. The proposed well projects will not result in any demand 
on school facilities or services. As a result, no impacts are anticipated. 
 

D. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impact associated 
with the provisions of new or physically altered governmental facilities, 
the construction of which would cause significant environmental impact in 
order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response time or other 
performance objectives relative to library services? No Impact. 
 
The proposed project will not involve the construction of any land use that 
would generate new population or employment. As a result, no adverse 
impacts on library facilities and/or services are anticipated. 
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E. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impact associated 
with the provisions of new or physically altered governmental facilities, 
the construction of which would cause significant environmental impact in 
order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response time or other 
performance objectives relative to other government services? No Impact. 
No new governmental services will be needed to serve the proposed 
project. As a result the proposed project is not expected to have any 
impact on existing government services. 
 

3.15.3 Mitigation Measures 
 

The analysis determined that the proposed project would not result in any 
significant adverse public service impacts. Therefore no mitigation is needed. 
 

3.16 Recreation Impacts 
 

3.16.1 Threshold of Significance 
 

According to the District, acting as Lead Agency, A project may be deemed to 
have a significant effect on the environment if it results in any of the 
following: 

• 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; or, 

• The construction or expansion of recreational facilities, which might 
have an adverse impact on the environment 
 

3.16.2 Analysis of Environmental Impacts 
 

A. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood parks or other 
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the 
facility would occur or be accelerated? No impact. 
The proposed well project will not impact any park or recreational facility. 
As a result, no impacts are anticipated. 

B. Would the project affect existing recreation facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of recreation facilities that might have an 
adverse effect on the environment? No Impact. 
The proposed project will not impact any park or recreation facility. As a 
result, no impacts are anticipated.  
 

3.16.3 Mitigation Measures 
 

No mitigation is required or recommended since there are no impacts 
identified related to parks and recreation facilities. 
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3.17 Transportation/Traffic Impacts 
 

3.17.1 Threshold of Significance 
 

According to the District, acting as Lead Agency, a project will have an 
significant adverse impact on traffic and circulation if it results in any of the 
following: 

• An increase in traffic that is substantial in relation to the existing 
traffic and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial 
increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity 
ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections); 

• An increase in the level of service standard established by the County 
Congestion Management Agency for designated roads or highways. 

• An increase in hazards due to design features(e.g., Sharp curves or 
dangerous intersection) or incompatible uses (e.g., Farm equipment); 

• Inadequate emergency access; 
• Inadequate parking capacity; 
• A conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting 

alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks); 
• Waterborne or air traffic impacts; or, 
• Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists. 

 
3.17.2 Analysis of Environmental Impacts 

 
A. Would the project cause an increase in traffic that is substantial in 

relation to the existing traffic and capacity of the street system (i.e., result 
in a substantial increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the volume 
to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections); 
No Impact. 
 
The proposed well project will not involve trip generation other than 
occasional trips that would be required for routine maintenance. 
Vehicular access to the sites will be via existing roads that have low 
traffic volumes. As a result, no traffic impacts are anticipated. 
 

B. Would the project exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of 
standard established by the County congestion management agency for 
designated roads or highways? No Impact. 
 
The proposed project will not involve trip generation other than 
occasional trips that would be required for routine maintenance. As a 
result, the proposed project will not result in any impact on a designated 
CMP facility. 
 

C. Would the project substantially increase hazards due to design features 
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., 
farm equipment)? No Impact. 
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The project sites will be served by driveway connection to existing 
roadways. No modifications of any existing roadways will be required to 
serve the project. As a result, no impacts are anticipated. 
 

D. Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? No Impact. 
 
The majority of construction activities will be confined on-site. Thus no 
closure of roadways or emergency access routes in the vicinity of the 
project sites is anticipated. As a result, no impacts are anticipated. 
 

E. Would the project result in inadequate parking capacity? No Impact. 
 
The proposed project will not involve full time onsite activities that 
would require dedicated onsite parking. As a result, no adverse impacts 
will result from the proposed project. 
 

F. Would the project conflict with adopted policies, plans or programs 
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? 
No Impact. 
 
The proposed project will not impact any bus stop or result in the 
alteration of any bus route. As a result, no conflicts with any adopted 
policies regarding alternative transportation are anticipated. 
 

G. Would the project result in waterborne or air traffic impacts? No Impacts. 
 
The project is not adjacent to any air traffic or rail facilities that would 
create waterborne or air traffic impacts. As a result, no adverse impacts 
due to waterborne or air traffic are anticipated. 
 

H. Would the project result in hazards or barriers for pedestrians or 
bicyclists? No Impact. 
 
The project will not create any hazards or barriers to pedestrians or 
bicyclists. As a result, no impacts are anticipated. 
 

3.17.3 Mitigation Measures 
 

The proposed project will not result in significant impacts on traffic and 
circulation. As a result no mitigation is required. 
 

3.18 Utilities and Service System Impacts 
 

3.18.1 Threshold of Significance 
 

According to the District, acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to 
have significant adverse impact on utilities if it results in any of the following: 
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• An exceedance of the wastewater treatment requirements of the 
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board; 

• The construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which would cause 
significant environmental impacts; 

• The construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion 
of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects; 

• An over capacity of the storm drain system causing local area 
flooding; 

• A determination by the wastewater treatment provider that serves or 
may serve the project that it has inadequate capacity to serve the 
project’s projected demand; 

• The project will be served by a landfill with insufficient capacity to 
accommodate the projects solid waste disposal needs; 

• Non-compliance with federal, state and local statutes and regulations 
relative to solid waste; 

• A need for new systems or substantial alterations in power or natural 
gas facilities; or, 

• A need for new systems or substantial alterations in communications 
systems. 
 

3.18.2 Analysis of Environmental Impacts 
 

A. Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? No Impact. 
 
The proposed project is designed to provide potable water to the 
community. The proposed project will not consume any water or generate 
any effluent. As a result, the project will not exceed wastewater treatment 
requirements in the area and no adverse impacts are anticipated. 
 

B. Would the project require the construction of new water or wastewater 
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities? Less than 
significant impact. 
 
The project will require construction of new water pipeline facilities to 
connect the discharge from the proposed wells to the Districts water 
distribution system. The new wells and pipelines will not result in added 
capacity for the District’s water system as they are meant to replenish lost 
capacity in existing wells.  
 

C. Would the project require the construction of new storm water drainage 
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental effects? No Impact. 
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The proposed project will be required to comply with all pertinent Federal 
Clean Water Act requirements. Each the sites are relatively small in terms 
of land area and will not create significant quantities of storm runoff, 
therefore the construction of new storm water drainage facilities are not 
required. 
 

D.  Will the proposed project cause an over capacity condition of the storm 
drain system causing local area flooding? No Impact. 
 
Existing storm drain systems in the areas of construction are natural 
channels with adequate capacity to handle local area drainage. The project 
sites are relatively small and will not create significant quantities of storm 
runoff. 
 

E. Will the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment 
provider that serves or may serve the project that it has inadequate 
capacity to serve the project’s projected demand? No Impact. 
 
The proposed project will not result in any wastewater effluent generation 
that would cause a wastewater treatment provider determining that it has 
inadequate capacity to serve the project. As a result, no impacts will result. 
 

F. Will the project be served by a landfill with insufficient capacity to 
accommodate the projects solid waste disposal needs? No impact. 
 
The proposed projects will result in little if any solid waste, As a result, no 
solid waste impacts are associated with the proposed facility operation. 
 

G. Will the project comply with federal, state and local statutes and 
regulations relative to solid waste? No Impact. 
 
The project will not cause any adverse impact on regulations pertaining to 
solid waste generation. As a result, no impacts are associated with the 
proposed project implementation. 
 

H. Will the project result in a need for new systems or substantial alterations 
in power or natural gas facilities? No Impact. 
 
Electrical and natural gas providers provide service on demand. Existing 
electrical facilities near the project sites will serve the new well 
requirements for power with minimal improvements. All electrical 
improvements would be installed overhead. No natural gas service will be 
required at the project sites. As a result, no impacts on power and natural 
gas services will occur due to the project. 
 

I. Will the project result in a need for new systems or substantial alterations 
in communications systems? No Impact. 
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The proposed project will not require conventional telephone service to 
the sites. Any communication system installed at the sites would involve 
radio transmission. As a result, no impacts on communication system will 
occur due to the project.  
 

3.18.3 Mitigation Measures 
 

The analysis of utility impacts indicates that no significant adverse impacts 
will result from the proposed projects construction and subsequent operation. 
No mitigation is required.  
 

4.0  Findings  
 

4.1 Findings 
 

The Initial Study for the proposed project determined that the proposed 
project is not expected to have significant adverse environmental impacts, 
with the implementation of recommended mitigation measures. The 
following findings can be made regarding the mandatory findings of 
significance set forth in Section 15065 of the CEQA Guideline based on 
the results of this environmental assessment: 

• The approval and subsequent implementation of the proposed 
project will not have the potential to degrade the quality of the 
environment, with the implementation of the recommended 
standard conditions and mitigation measures included herein. 

• The approval and subsequent implementation of the proposed 
project will not have the potential to achieve short term goals to the 
disadvantage of long term environmental goals, with the 
implementation of the recommended standard conditions and 
mitigation measures referenced herein. 

• The approval and subsequent implementation of the proposed 
project will not have impacts that are individually limited, but 
cumulatively considerable, when considering planned or proposed 
development within the immediate vicinity, with the 
implementation of the recommended standard conditions and 
mitigation measures contained herein. 

• The approval and subsequent implementation of the proposed 
project will not have environmental effects that will adversely 
affect, humans, either directly or indirectly, with the 
implementation of the recommended standard conditions and 
mitigation measures contained herein. 

 
4.2 Mitigation Measures 

 
The analysis determined that the proposed project would potentially result in 
light and glare impacts. For this reason the following mitigation is required: 
 



32 
 

Mitigation Measure No. 1(Light and Glare). The applicant shall utilize shields 
on any exterior lighting to reduce the generation of off-site light and glare. If 
exterior lighting is required during construction adequate shields shall be used 
to reduce off-site light and glare. 
 
The analysis determined that the proposed project would potentially short 
term or long term noise impacts in the absence of mitigation. As a result the 
following measures are required: 

 
Mitigation Measure No. 2 (Operational Noise). The proposed well equipment 
must conform to the San Diego County Noise Control and Abatement 
Ordinance. All machinery and noise generating equipment will be enclosed in 
a pump house structure. 
 
Mitigation Measure 3 (Operational Noise). All ventilation, ducts or other 
openings into the pump house must be properly baffled to facilitate noise 
attenuation. Vents and other openings should be located away from sensitive 
receptors. 
 
Mitigation Measure 4. (Operational Noise). No audible alarms will be 
permitted. All alarm devices shall consist of silent alarms. 
 
Mitigation Measure 5. (Construction Noise). All construction activities must 
comply with the requirements of the San Diego County Noise Control and 
Abatement Ordinance. A noise attenuating curtain should be used during well 
drilling to block construction equipment noise. All construction equipment 
shall be equipped with noise reduction devices. 

 
5.0  References 
 
 The following references were used in the completion of the initial Study 

Checklist. 
 

- Conservation Element, San Diego County General Plan 
- Fault-Rupture Hazard Zones in California 
- Geologic Resources Map, County of San Diego 
- Regional Land Use Element, San Diego County General Plan 
- San Diego County Important Farmland Map 
- County of San Diego Zoning and Property Information 
- Pala/Pauma Community Plan 
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APPENDIX A:  
CEQA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM 

 

1. Project title:  IDA Wells No. 51 and 52 Pilot Hole and Well Casing Project 
 
2. Lead Agency name and address:  Yuima Mutual Water Company  
       34928 Valley Center Rd. 
       Pauma Valley, CA 92061 
 
3. Contact person and phone number:   Susan Meyer 
        (760) 742-3704 
 
4. Project location:  Pauma Valley, CA – See Attached Map Exhibit 2 
 
5. Project sponsor's name and address:  Susan Meyer 
        Yuima Mutual Water Company  
        34928 Valley Center Rd. 
        Pauma Valley, CA 92061 
6. General plan designation:  Well No. 51 Site- Semi-Rural Residential (SR-10) 
      Well No. 52 Site- Rural Lands (RL-20) 
7.  Zoning:   Agricultural 
 
8. Description of project: Yuima Mutual Water Company will be installing two pilot holes and 

well casings for IDA Well No. 51 and IDA Well No. 52. 
 
9. Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the project's surroundings: The areas 

surrounding the project are predominantly agricultural and open space. 
 
10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or 

participation agreement.)  County of San Diego, California Department of Water Resources. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, 
involving at least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the 
checklist on the following pages. 

 Aesthetics  
Agriculture and Forestry 
Resources  Air Quality 

 Biological Resources  Cultural Resources  Geology /Soils 

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions  
Hazards & Hazardous 
Materials  

Hydrology / Water 
Quality 

 Land Use / Planning  Mineral Resources  Noise 

 Population / Housing  Public Services  Recreation 

 Transportation/Traffic  Utilities / Service Systems  
Mandatory Findings 
of Significance 

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency) 

On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

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

 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 or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be 
prepared. 

 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. 

 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. 

   
Signature  Date  
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Signature  Date  
 

 

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately 
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each 
question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show 
that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (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).  

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, 
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as 
operational impacts.  

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist 
answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with 
mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is 
substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one or more "Potentially 
Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.  

4) "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the 
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to 
a "Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and 
briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from 
"Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below, may be cross-referenced).  

5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, 
an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 
15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:  

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.  
b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the 

scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, 
and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier 
analysis.  

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures 
Incorporated," describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the 
earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.  

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for 
potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or 
outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the 
statement is substantiated.  

7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or 
individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.  

8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead 
agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's 
environmental effects in whatever format is selected.  

9) The explanation of each issue should identify:  
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a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and  
b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance  

 
TABLE 1 

SUMMARY (INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST) 
 

Environmental Issues Examined No 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Aesthetic Impacts: Would the project: 
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? X    
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including but not limited 

to trees, rock outcroppings and historic buildings within a state 
scenic highway?  

X 
   

c) Create a source of substantial light or glare that would adversely 
affect day or nighttime views in the area?  

  X  

Agricultural Resource Impacts: Would the Project: 

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

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

X 
   

c) Involve other changes in the existing environment that, due to 
their location or nature, may result in conversion of farmland to 
non-agricultural use? 

X 
   

Air Quality Impacts. Would the project: 
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air 

quality plan? X    

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

 X   

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

X 
   

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? X    

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

f) Alter air movement, moisture or temperatures or cause any 
change in climate? X    

Biological Resource Impacts. Would the Project have a substantial adverse effect: 
a) Either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species 

identified as a candidate species, 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? 

X 
   

b) 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 

X    
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Environmental Issues Examined No 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Wildlife Service? 
c) On federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the 

Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal 
pool, coastal, etc.) Through direct removal, filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other means? 

X 
   

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

X 
   

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

X 
   

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

X 
   

Cultural Resource Impacts. Would the project: 
 a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 

historic resource as defined in §15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines? X    

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

X 
   

 c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource 
or site or unique geological feature? X    
d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of 

formal cemeteries? X    

e) Have the potential to cause a physical change that would affect 
unique ethnic cultural values? X    

f) Restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential 
impact area? X    

Geology and Soils Impacts. Would the project result in or expose people to potential impacts involving: 
a) The risk of loss or death involving the rupture of a known 

earthquake fault? 
 X   

b) Substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury or 
death involving strong seismic ground shaking or seismic 
related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

 
X 

  

c) Substantial soil erosion resulting in the loss of topsoil? X    
d) Location on expansive soils as defined in Uniform Building 

Code, creating substantial risk to life or property? X 
   

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

X 
   

f) Unique geological or physical features? X    
Greenhouse Gas Emission Impacts. Would the project: 
a) Result in the generation of greenhouse gas emissions either 

directly or indirectly that may have significant impact on the 
environment? 

 
X 

  

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for 
the purpose of reducing the emission of greenhouse gasses? X    
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Environmental Issues Examined No 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Hazardous and Hazardous Materials Impacts. Would the project: 
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 

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

X 
   

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

X 
   

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

X 
   

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

X 
   

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

X 
   

f) Within the vicinity of a private airstrip, resulting in a safety 
hazard for people residing or working in the project area? X    

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

X 
   

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk or loss, injury or 
death involving wildland fire? 

 
X 

   

Hydrology and Water Quality Impacts. Would the Project: 
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 

requirements? X    

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially with groundwater recharge in such a way that 
would cause a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the 
local groundwater table level? 

X 
   

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

X    

d) Create or contribute runoff water, which would exceed the 
capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage systems or 
provide substantial sources of polluted runoff? 

X 
   

e) Substantially degrade water quality? X    
f) Place within a 100 year flood hazard area, structures that would 

impede or redirect flood flows? X    

g) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of flooding 
because of dam or levee failure? X    

h) Result in inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow? X    
i) Potentially impact storm water runoff from construction 

activities?  X   

j) Potentially impact storm runoff from post-construction activities? X    
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Environmental Issues Examined No 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

k) Result in the potential for discharge of storm water to affect the 
beneficial use of the receiving waters? X    

l) Create the potential for significant change in the flow velocity or 
volume of storm water runoff to cause environmental harm? X    

m) create significant increases in erosion of the project site or 
surrounding areas? X    

Land Use and Planning Impacts. Would the project: 
a) Physically divide an established community or otherwise result 

in an incompatible land use? X    

b) Conflict with an applicable land use plan, policy or regulation of 
an agency with jurisdiction over the project? X    

c) Conflict with any applicable conservancy plan or natural 
community conservation plan? X    

Mineral Resources Impacts. Would the project: 
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that 

would be of value to the region and the residents of the state? X    

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

X 
   

Noise Impacts. Would the project result in: 
a) Exposure of persons to, or generation of noise levels in excess of 

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

  
X 

 

b) Exposure of people to or generation of excessive ground borne 
noise levels? 

  X  

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

  X  

d) Substantial temporary or periodic increases in ambient noise 
levels in the project above levels existing without the project? 

  X  

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

X 
   

Population and Housing Impacts. Would the project: 
a) Induce substantial growth in an area either directly or indirectly? X    
b) Displace substantial numbers of people or existing housing units, 

necessitating the construction of replacement housing? X    

Public Service Impacts. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which would cause significant environmental impacts in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives in any of the following areas: 

a) Fire protection services? X    
b) Police protection services? X    
c) School services? X    
d) Library services? X    
e)  Other governmental services? X    
Recreation Impacts. Would the project: 
a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or 

other recreation facilities such that substantial physical X    
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Environmental Issues Examined No 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

deterioration of the facility would occur or accelerate? 
b) Affect existing recreational facilities or require the construction 

or expansion of recreational facilities that might have an 
adverse physical effect on the environment? 

X 
   

Transportation Impacts. Would the project: 
a) Cause an increase in traffic, which is substantial in relation to the 

existing traffic load and capacity of the street system (e.g., 
result in a substantial increase in either the number of vehicle 
trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads or congestion at 
intersections)? 

X 
   

b) Exceed a level of service standard established by the County 
congestion management agency for designated roads or 
highways? 

X 
   

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

X 
   

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? X    
e) Result in inadequate parking capacity? X    
g) Result in waterborne or air traffic impacts? X    
h) Result in hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists? X    
Utilities Impacts. Would the project: 

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

b) Require the construction of new water or wastewater treatment 
facilities or expansion of existing facilities? X    

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

X 
   

d) Cause an over capacity condition of the storm drain system 
causing local area flooding?  X    

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider 
that serves or may serve the project that is inadequate capacity 
to serve the project’s project demand? 

X 
   

f) Be served by a landfill will insufficient capacity to accommodate 
the projects solid waste disposal needs? X    

g) Comply with federal, state and local statues and regulations 
relative to solid waste? X    

h) Result in a need for new systems or substantial alterations in 
power or natural gas facilities? X    

i) Result in a need for new systems or substantial alterations in 
communications systems? X    
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