CRESCENTA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT

2700 Foothill Boulevard
La Crescenta, California

Agenda for the
Regular Meeting of the Board of Directors
of the Crescenta Valley Water District
to be held on Tuesday, October 6, 2015 at 7:00 p.m.

Posted: October 2, 2015 at 3:00 p.m.

Any written materials distributed to the Board in connection with this agenda will be made
available at the same time for public inspection at the District office located at the above address.

Call to Order and Determination of Quorum
Pledge of Allegiance

Adoption of Agenda

Public Comments

At this time the public shall have an opportunity to comment on any non-agenda item relevant to
the subject matter jurisdiction of the Board. This opportunity is non-transferable and speakers
are limited to one three (3) minute comment.

Foothill Municipal Water District Report

1. Report on activities at Foothill Municipal Water District.
Consent Calendar
1. Consideration and approval of the Minutes of the Adjourned Regular Meeting on
September 15, 2015.
2. Consideration for attendance at the ACWA Fall Conference to be held December 1-4,

2015 in Indian Wells, CA.

Action Calendar

The public shall have an opportunity to comment on any action item as each item is considered by the
Board prior to action being taken. This opportunity is non-transferable and speakers are limited to one
two (2) minute comment.

1. Claim for Damages — Consideration and motion regarding a Claim for Damages from
Roderick & Karen Longpre for the bursting of their water pipes due to replacement of
the water service lateral and meter box.

2. Resolution of Appreciation — Presentation of a Resolution of Appreciation to Larry R.
Byers for his 28 years of service to the District upon the occasion of his retirement.
3. Public Hearing, on Negative Declaration for Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility

for Well 2 at Ordunio Reservoir, Project E-956 — Public Hearing to adopt a negative
declaration in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for
the proposed Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility for Well 2 at Ordunio Reservoir.

4. Resolution No. 727 — Consideration and motion to adopt a negative declaration and a
notice of determination for the proposed Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility for Well 2
at Ordunio Reservoir, Project E-956.

5. CVWD’s Well 2 and Related Facilities at Ordunio Reservoir, Project E-956 -
Consideration and motion to authorize the General Manager to enter into an agreement with SA
Associates, Inc. to provide professional engineering services for the desigh of CVWD’s Well 2 and
related facilities at Ordunio Reservoir for a cost of $114,000 and establish a contingency amount of
11,400 (10% of contract) to cover the cost of unforeseen or additional work.
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6. Well 16 Building and Related Facilities, Project E-940 — Consideration and motion
to authorize the General Manager to enter into an agreement with Cannon Corporation
for quality control inspection services related to the construction of the Well 16 building
and related facilities at a cost of $69,380.

Information Items

Written Communications to District

Staff Reports
Secretary-Treasurer

1. Cash and Investments
General Manager
1. Administrative Report.

District Engineer
1. Water Production Report —September 1 - 30, 2015.

2. Report on Administrative and Field Operations.
Program Specialist
1. Report of Water Conservation issues.
Information Technology
1. Report of Information Technology issues.
Attorney
1. Report on legal and related matters relevant to the District.

Reports of Committees

Engineering Committee

1. Consideration of engineering issues affecting the District.
Finance Committee

1. Consideration of financial issues affecting the District.
Employee Relations Committee

1. Consideration of employee relations issues affecting the District.
Policy Committee

1. Consideration of policy issues affecting the District.
Community Relations/Water Conservation Committee

1. Consideration of community relations/water conservation issues affecting the

District.

Emergency Planning Committee

1. Consideration of emergency planning issues affecting the District.

Director’s Oral Reports
Report on issues, meetings, or activities attended by Directors.
Closed Session

e Conference with Legal Counsel

o Initiation of litigation pursuant to paragraph (4) of subdivision (d) of Section 54956.9:
One case.

Board Members' Request for Future Agenda ltems

Adjournment
g:\management\agenda\regular\15-16\10062015ra.doc




CRESCENTA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT

ADJOURNED REGULAR MEETING, BOARD OF DIRECTORS
September 15, 2015

Pursuant to the order of the Board of Directors of the Crescenta Valley Water District, made at
the Regular Meeting of September 1, 2015, an Adjourned Regular Meeting was held on
September 15, 2015, at 7:00 p.m. at the District office at 2700 Foothill Blvd., La Crescenta,
California, with President Kenneth R. Putnam presiding.

At roll call, the following Directors and staff members were present:

Directors: James D. Bodnar
Michael L. Claessens
Kerry D. Erickson
Kenneth R. Putnam
Judy L. Tejeda

Attorney: Roland Trinh

General Manager: Thomas A. Love
Secretary-Treasurer: Ron L. Mitchell

District Engineer: David S. Gould

Others Present: Mark Hass, IT Manager

Wendy Holloway, Customer Accounts Supervisor
Kathy Ross, FMWD Director

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
President Putnam opened the meeting by asking Director Erickson to lead the Board and staff in
reciting the Pledge of Allegiance.

ADOPTION OF AGENDA

It was moved by Director Bodnar, seconded by Director Erickson and carried by a 5-0 vote
that the Agenda for the Adjourned Regular Meeting of September 15, 2015 be amended to
move Action item #5 between Action item #1 and Action item #2.

PUBLIC COMMENT - None

FOOTHILL MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT REPORT - Kathy Ross reported that at the
last FMWD Board Meeting they discussed the nomination for the various ACWA Region 8
positions. They also had a Water Resource Committee meeting to discuss recommendation of
SA Associates for the UWMP. Also she attended the Descanso Gardens events and said it went
really well, and went over the allotted time scheduled. They discussed supporting the Delta
Tut?nels and that Mr. Atwater said there is another MWD tour of the Delta on October 9™ and
10™.
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CONSENT CALENDAR

It was moved by Director Tejeda, seconded by Director Bodnar and carried by a 5-0 vote
to approve the Minutes of the Regular Board Meeting held on September 1, 2015, and to
ratify the disbursements for August 2015 which consisted of:

Payment of demands against the Crescenta Valley Water District on or before August 31,
2015 the same having been approved by the General Manager, Thomas A. Love, and
heretofore paid, be ratified and approved subject to audit, in the aggregate sum of Five
Hundred Thirty Three Thousand One Hundred Forty Dollars and Twenty Two cents
(533,140.22), which is composed of the individual items set forth herein.

ACTION CALENDAR

Appeal of a High Water Bill - Mr. McPherson addressed the Board regarding the leak on his
property at 2533 Olive. He explained that a sprinkler valve that he had not used in
approximately 10 years was broken and he has now turned off the valve. Mr. Mitchell explained
that staff has processed the maximum $300 adjustment and in similar situations the Board has
directed staff to recalculate the bill charging only a tier 2 rate for all usage over the average
consumption for that period. This customer normally only uses 10 units for this billing period
and was billed for 212 units. By recalculating the 202 units at the tier 2 rates the adjustment
would be for $873.48, and since staff has already credited the account for the $300.00, the
additional adjustment would be for $573.48.

Following discussion:

It was moved by Director Bodnar, seconded by Director Claessens and carried by a 5-0
vote to authorize the General Manager to provide an additional credit of $573.48 with an
amortization schedule for up to two years of the balance due on the account.

Lower Pickens Canyon Pipeline Crossing Repair, Project E-957 — Mr. Gould reported that
last May 30™, the 8” water main that crosses Pickens Canyon had a break and was repaired with
a stainless steel clamp to restore water to the area. The pressure in the pipeline is 150 psi and the
natural slope above and below the pipeline was severely eroded by the water. The existing
pipeline was also undermined and there is no soil supporting it. Staff and the Engineering
Committee have met to discuss the project at length. Mr. Gould provided an overview and
AMEC Foster Wheeler discussed the geotechnical investigation of the area that was eroded. Mr.
McGregor discussed the property line mapping, topography and the location of the pipeline, and
recommended that a temporary erosion control plan be implemented in the short-term to
minimize any further erosion during the upcoming rainy season. It was suggested by the
Engineering Committee that staff should proceed with preparing and installing temporary
erosion control measures to protect the pipeline and slope. Mr. Gould suggested for staff to
proceed with the design and construction of a temporary erosion control system for a cost of
$60,000, and have staff meet with the property owners to discuss the project.

Following discussion:
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It was moved by Director Bodnar, seconded by Director Tejeda to authorize the General
Manager to enter into agreements for the design and construction of temporary erosion
control measure for the Lower Pickens Canyon pipeline crossing at a cost of $60,000.

It was moved by Director Claessens, seconded by Director Bodnar and carried by a 5-0
vote to amend the original motion to allow the General Manager more discretion on use of
the money for up to $100,000.

ACWA Reqgion 8 Elections — Mr. Mitchell reported that it is time to elect the 2016-17 ACWA
Region 8 officers and board members who will represent and serve the members of Region 8.
Staff received a ballot that has a slate of candidates identified by the Region 8 Nominating
Committee for the officers and board member positions. The District could vote the slate as
presented or cast votes for individual candidates for the 2016-17 terms.

Following discussion:

It was moved by Director Bodnar, seconded by Director Tejeda and carried by a 5-0 vote
to cast the District’s vote for the Nominating Committee recommended slate.

Management Positions — Superintendent and Program Specialist — The Board had several
questions for legal counsel regarding this matter and discussed differing this matter to the
October 20, 2015 Board meeting in order to allow more time to gather information.

Following discussion:

It was moved by Director Bodnar, seconded by Director Tejeda and carried by a 5-0 vote
to table the discussion for the reclassification of the Program Specialist.

Water and Wastewater Cost of Service Study, Project M-958 — Mr. Gould reported that staff
prepared and sent a request for proposal (RFP) to nine (9) consulting firms that provide Water
and Wastewater Cost of Service Study services for other water and wastewater agencies
throughout Southern California. The proposal was due on September 2, 2015 and three (3) firms
provided proposals. The budget for this study is $120,000. Staff has reviewed each proposal
and provided input at the Engineering and Financial Committee meetings. Staff has
recommended Raftelis Financial Consultants at a cost of $117,266.

Following discussion:

It was moved by Director Bodnar, seconded by Director Claessens and carried by a 4-1
(Erickson) vote to authorize the General Manager to enter into an agreement for the Water
and Wastewater Cost of Service Study with Raftelis Financial Consultants.

INFORMATION ITEMS - None.

WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS TO DISTRICT — None.

REPORTS OF PERSONNEL
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SECRETARY-TREASURER — Mr. Mitchell reported that last week he attended a CUEMA
Summit in San Diego. The 1% presentation was on managing conflict. It was called Win-win
Conflict Resolution, the 2" was Workforce Development, 3 was Anatomy of Today’s
Boardrooms, talking about the dynamics of the board room, and the 4™ was Work/Life Balance.
He also reported that today he purchased a US Treasury for $1M at 1.55% yield.

GENERAL MANAGER - Mr. Love reported that the Crescenta Valley community continues
to exceed the State mandated water conservation goal of 24%. August water production was
3.61 MGD compared with 5.11 MGD in 2013 representing a 29% reduction in water use.
Cumulative water consumption June to August was 3.49 MGD compared with the conservation
target of 3.75 MGD. This month there are six staff anniversaries: Bryan Jones — 20 years;
Lynne Sovich — 11 years; Brook Yared — 8 years; Pete Hilke and Cesar Avila — 3 years; and Alan
Verdi — 2 years. As of September 1%, we have worked 448 days without a lost time accident.
August meetings that the General Manager attended included; August 4™ — National Night Out,
August 7" — Civic Alliance Breakfast with Congresswoman Judy Chu, August 13" — Water
System Tour — SCADA/Electrical.

DISTRICT ENGINEER

Water Production — For the period of September 1 through September 10, 2015, water
production averaged 35.2 million gallons per day, which is 25.7% less than the daily average
production of the same period in 2014. This is 30.7% less from the daily average production of
the previous five years. SWRCB Conservation — 29.3% less than June 2013- February 2014
period.

Rainfall: August 2015 0.00”
Season-to-date: 12.28”

Administrative and Field Operations — Mr. Gould provided a memorandum and discussed the
following:

Rainfall Update — 0.00” for August 2015. Rainfall total for 2014-15 is at 12.28”.
Report on Engineering:

CIP Projects — Ocean View Chlorination Project — Building — Mobilization — Early
November 2015. Treatment Equipment — Shop Drawing Review. Electrical Work —
Finalizing design. Site work for CVWD crews - Scheduled for October 2015. Oak
Creek MCC - Project complete. Pipeline Projects — Under design. 2600 Block Harmony
— 2700 Block Brookhill — 3900 Block Park Place — 2800 Block Prospect — 4400 Block
Glenwood. Well 16 — Pipeline & Building — Building & Facilities — Mobilization -
September 14, 2015. Pipeline — Completion date — September 11, 2015. Pickens Canyon
Slope Repair — To be discussed at meeting.

Water and Wastewater Cost of Service — To be discussed at meeting.

Crescenta Valley County Park -Local Groundwater Assistance Grant — Preliminary
report — 45% complete. Task Force Meeting — Tentative set for October 2015.

Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility at Well 2 Project — Grant application —
Preliminary approval — November 2015. Sent out RFP for Design services — Award —
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October 2015. CEQA — Negative Declaration — Review period — August 28 — September
29, 2015. Public Hearing — October 6, 2015.

ULARA — Administrative Committee Meeting — October 21, 2015.
La Canada Flintridge — Water Committee — No Report.

Water Meter Replacement Program: FY 15/16 Water Meter Replacement Program —
replaced 65 meters to date.

Report on Administrative and Field Operations:

Well Status — Well production capacity — Averaging 2.0 MGD for September
Field Maintenance and Operations update for July 1 — July 15, 2015

Water lateral leaks & repairs
2336 Henrietta Ave.

2614 Pontiac

3037 Prospect

4355 Rosemont

2156 Crescent

5439 Ocean View Blvd.
2463 Montrose

1956 Waltonia

Water Main Leaks — Pennsylvania & Altura — Mills Pump line

Sewer Maintenance — 4100 - 4500 Block of Rosemont. 2300 Blocks Chapman, Orange
Cove, Panorama, ElI Moreno, Mountain & Los Amigos. 4800 & 4900 Blocks El Sereno.
4500 — 4800 Blocks of Briggs, including easement areas. 2400 — 2500 Blocks Foothill.
4400 Block Sunset. 2400 — 2500 Blocks Mary and Community.

PROGRAM SPECIALIST - No Report

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY - Mr. Hass reported that it has been 1 year since the
District started taking credit cards for payments. Customers like using their credit cards a lot. He
also reported that the Bureau of Reclamation has assigned some money for smart grid propellers
and for gas and now it is flowing over into the Federal level. Staff will be looking into some
grants that could be available for smart meters and then we could accelerate the water meter
replacement program.

ATTORNEY — No Report

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Engineering Committee — Director Putnam reported that the Committee met on September 11,
2015 at 8:00 a.m. and discussed the Lower Pickens Canyon Pipeline Crossing Repair; they
reviewed the Water and Wastewater Cost of Survey Rate Study, Project M-958, and the FY
15/16 CIP Project Budget and Schedule.
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Finance Committee — Director Bodnar reported that the Committee met on September 11, 2015
at 4:00 p.m. and reviewed the Proposal for the Water and Wastewater Cost of Service Rate
Study, Project M-958

Employee Relations Committee — Director Erickson reported that the Committee met on September
11, 2015 at 10:30 a.m. and discussed the Superintendent and Program Specialist management
positions.

Policy Committee — Director Tejeda reported that the Committee had not met; however a meeting
will be scheduled as needed.

Community Relations/\WWater Conservation Committee — Director Claessens reported that the
Committee had not met; however a meeting will be scheduled as needed.

Emergency Planning Committee — Director Bodnar reported that the Committee had not met;
however a meeting will be scheduled as needed.

DIRECTORS ORAL REPORTS

Director Claessens — No Report

Director Erickson reported that he attended the Descanso Gardens event and to pick up his rain
barrels. He also said in the AWCA News, East Valley received a grant for budget based billing.
DWR has put up$30M for turf & toilet rebates, which is statewide, however MWD is not eligible.
Director Tejeda — No Report

Director Bodnar reported that he attended the Employee Relations & Finance Committee meetings
on September 11", He also attended the Descanso Gardens Event where he picked up his rain barrels
and he gave a presentation.

Director Putnam — No Report

CLOSED SESSION — None

ADJOURNMENT

There being no other business to come before the Board at 9:10 p.m., it was moved by Director
Bodnar, seconded by Director Tejeda and carried that the meeting be adjourned to October 6, 2015 at
7:00 p.m.

APPROVED

Kenneth R. Putnam Ron L. Mitchell
President Secretary-Treasurer







































CRESCENTA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT

BOARD OF DIRECTORS - STAFF REPORT
Agenda Item No. 1

To: Honorable President and Members of the Board of Directors October 6, 2015
From: Ron L. Mitchell — Secretary-Treasurer
Subject: Claim for Damages — Roderick & Karen Longpre

AGENDA ITEM

Claim for Damages — Consideration and motion regarding a Claim for Damages from Roderick &
Karen Longpre for the bursting of their water pipes lawns due to replacement of their lateral and meter
box.

BACKGROUND:

Roderick & Karen Longpre are the property owners at 2357 Mountain Ave. and are claiming that pipes in their
home burst as the result of work performed by District personnel in connection with the replacement of the
service lateral and meter box at their home on August 5-6, 2015 in the amount of $4,137.55.

The day the work was performed, Mr. Longpre noticed water on the hallway carpet. The next morning they had
a flooded carpet due to a burst interior pipe. Mr. Longpre claims that the plumbing was working fine before the
work performed by the District and when our crews restored water to his property they turned the water pressure
back on too quickly causing the rupture. Mr. Longpre contacted the office and the Construction Supervisor,
Bryan Jones, responded to the property. He informed Mr. Longpre that interior leaks are the customer’s
responsibility and explained how the crews restore water service to a home that has been shutoff.

Mr. Jones has provided a write-up of what was done at the property, how water is restored to a property after
water has been shutoff for repairs, and possible reasons why the pipe burst in the Longpre residence. A copy of
this is included in this packet.

Per the District’s policy on claims for damages (Article 19 of the Rules and Regulations Manual) shown below,
the Board may allow the claim, direct staff to attempt to compromise the amount of the claim, deny the claim, or
direct staff to present this claim to our insurance carrier (ACWAV/JPIA) to handle. Legal counsel has reviewed
the claim and says that it is a sufficient claim and needs to be acted upon by the Board.

RECOMMENDATION:

It is staff’s recommendation that the Board of Directors deny the claim for damages by Roderick &
Karen Longpre in the amount of $4,137.55. The District followed established best practices while
restoring water service and is not responsible for the plumbing conditions on a customer’s property.

Prepared by: Submitted by:

Ron L. Mitchell Thomas A. Love
Secretary-Treasurer General Manager
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ARTICLE 19: POLICY REGARDING CLAIMS

19.01

19.02

19.08

19.04

19.05

19.06

GENERAL

From time to time people present claims against the District under the Government Tort
Claims Act. Many of these claims are for property damage and the District’s insurance
carrier allows the District the option of settling or denying certain covered claims not
involving bodily injury. Therefore, the Board has adopted the following categories and
guidelines in the handling of said claims against the District.

REVIEW OF CLAIMS

The General Manager or District’s Attorney shall review all claims for sufficiency and
timeliness. The General Manager or the Attorney is authorized to return insufficient or
late claims.

CLAIMS OF $1,000 OR LESS

The General Manager is authorized to perform the functions of the Board with respect
to claims of $1,000 or less and not involving bodily injury. These functions include but
are not limited to, ruling on the sufficiency, reasonableness, or timeliness of claims;
returning insufficient or late claims; allowing, compromising, or settling claims; and
presenting claims to the District’s insurance carrier. On the written order of the General
Manager, the District shall pay the amount for which these claims have been allowed,
compromised, or settled.

CLAIMS GREATER THAN $1,000 BUT NOT MORE THAN $5000

All legally sufficient claims against the District not involving bodily injury in amounts
greater than $1,000 but not more than $5000 shall be presented to the Board at a Board
Meeting. The Board may perform such functions with respect to these claims set forth
under Article 19.03 above. The District shall pay the amount for which these claims
have been allowed, compromised, or settled.

CLAIMS GREATER THAN $5000 OR INVOLVING BODILY INJURY

The District shall immediately refer all claims greater than $5000 or those involving
bodily injury directly to its insurance carrier. However, after such consultation with the
District’s insurance carrier as may be appropriate in the particular case, the General
Manager or District’s Attorney may review the claim and the Board may consider or act
on the claim, if to do so would be in the best interests of the District.

CLAIM FORM

A Standard District Claim Form, as revised from time to time and approved by the
Board is included in Appendix C herein.

G:\Management\Board Meeting Staff Reports\2015\10-06-2015 Staff Report - Claim for Damages - Roderick & Karen Longpre.doc
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CRESCENTA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT
BOARD OF DIRECTORS - STAFF REPORT

Agenda Item No. 3

To: Honorable President and Members of the Board of Directors October 6, 2015
From: David S. Gould. P.E. — District Engineer
Subject: Public Hearing — Negative Declaration for the Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility

for Well 2 at Ordunio Reservoir, Project E-956

AGENDA ITEM

Public Hearing, on Negative Declaration for Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility for Well 2
at_Ordunio_Reservoir, Project E-956 — Public Hearing to adopt a negative declaration in
accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for the proposed Nitrate
Removal Treatment Facility for Well 2 at Ordunio Reservoir, Project E-956.

BACKGROUND:

Crescenta Valley Water District owns 12 groundwater wells and currently 11 wells are in operation to
extract groundwater from the Verdugo Groundwater basin. All of these wells were drilled prior to
1951 (except Well 15). The production rates and the specific capabilities of the majority of the
groundwater wells have steadily decreased over the years due to the drought conditions.

CVWD has an inactive groundwater well (Well 2) that was drilled in 1927, using the cable tool drilling
method to 157 feet below ground surface. CVWD’s records show that Well 2 was in service from
1949 to 1976. However, in 1976, Well 2 was taken out of service due to the Maximum Contaminant
Level (MCL) for nitrate being lowered from 90 mg/L to 45 mg/L and the lack of a nitrate removal
treatment facility. Well 2 is located at CVWD’s Ordunio Reservoir site at 4029 Lowell Avenue.

CVWD desires to reactivate Well 2, which has a pump capacity of 150 gpm (240 ac-ft/yr) and install a
new nitrate removal treatment facility. The project will utilize a local water resource, increase
CVWD’s ability to use its adjudicated rights within the Verdugo Basin, reduce CVWD’s dependence
on imported water from MWD and reduce nitrates levels within the Verdugo Basin.

The project will include a new 150 gpm pump and motor, onsite piping, small building, electrical and
telemetry system, sewer line to pump the well to waste, and on-site improvements. The project will
also include the installation of a nitrate removal treatment facility which will treat the groundwater
below the MCL and remove nitrates from the Verdugo Basin.

The nitrate removal treatment system to be installed will use ARoNite (Autotrophic Reduction of
Nitrate) biological treatment process to reduce the nitrate level from about 50 mg/L to 30 mg/L.

DISCUSSION:

Staff has submitted a grant application for a Proposition 84 2015 IRWM Implementation Grant to the
Greater Los Angeles County Region (GLAC). The GLAC has approved CVWD'’s grant application
which was sent to the Department of Water Resources (DWR) as part of the overall grant application
for Los Angeles County. DWR will review the proposed projects and will make a recommendation in
November for approval for submittal of a final project application.

A requirement of the grant application is that all California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
documentation be completed before the final grant application is approved by DWR.

Staff completed an environmental initial study and determined that the proposed project would not
have a significant effect on the environment and a Negative Declaration (see attached) was prepared.

A Notice of Intent to adopt a Negative Declaration (see attached) was completed and recorded at the
Los Angeles County Recorder’s office on August 27, 2015.
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The Notice of Intent to adopt a Negative Declaration was also sent to all property owners within 500
feet of the project, and to local agencies with jurisdiction over the project. Finally, 22 copies of the
Negative Declaration were sent to the State Clearinghouse for a 30 day review period (see attached).

The review period was from August 28, 2015 to September 29, 2015. Staff did not receive any
comments from the public.

RECOMMENDATION:
It is staff's recommendation to:

1. Following the public hearing, the Board of Directors finds on the basis of the initial study and
comments received, that there is no substantial evidence the project will have a significant
effect on the environment and that the negative declaration reflects the District’s independent
judgment and analysis.

2. Direct staff to file a Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the
Public Resources Code.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW:
See above

FUNDING AVAILABILITY:
N/A

Prepared by: Submitted by:

P Ny

David S. Gould, P.E. Thomas A. Love
District Engineer General Manager

Attachment:

1. Negative Declaration for the proposed Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility for Well 2Project E-956
2. Notice of Intent to Adopt a Negative Declaration

3. California State Clearinghouse Notice

4. Notice Of Determination

\\CVFSXX\data\Management\Board Meeting Staff Reports\2015\10-06-15 Board Memo - Well 2 CEQA Neg Dec.docx



NEGATIVE DECLARATION
for the proposed

Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility for Well 2
at Ordunio Reservoir

PROJECT E-956
CRESCENTA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT

Lead Agency:
Crescenta Valley Water District
2700 Foothill Boulevard
La Crescenta, California 91214

Applicant:
Crescenta Valley Water District
2700 Foothill Boulevard
La Crescenta, California 91214

Prepared by:

David Gould, P.E.
District Engineer
Crescenta Valley Water District
2700 Foothill Boulevard
La Crescenta, California 91214

September 1, 2015



CRESCENTA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

Project Title: Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility for Well 2 at Ordunio Reservoir,
Project E-956

Lead Agency Name Crescenta Valley Water District

Address: 2700 Foothill Boulevard
La Crescenta, California 91214

Contact Person David Gould P.E., District Engineer

Phone Number: (818) 236-4119

E-mail Address: dgould@cvwd.com

Project Location: The project site is located at 4029 Lowell Avenue, at the intersection of
Lowell Avenue and Honolulu Avenue. (Reference Exhibit A)

Project Sponsor: Crescenta Valley Water District

Name and Address: David S. Gould P.E.

2700 Foothill Boulevard
La Crescenta, California 91214

General Plan Designation: Glendale: R1 - Low Density Residential
Los Angeles: PF - Public Facilities
Zoning: Glendale: R1 - Low Density Residential

Los Angeles: PF-1XL — Public Facilities

Description of Project: (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to later phases
of the project, and any secondary, support, or off-site features necessary for its implementation.
Attach additional sheets if necessary.)

The project property site is located at 4029 Lowell Avenue, at the intersection of Lowell Avenue and
Honolulu Avenue. The east side of property is within the City of Glendale and west side of property is
within the City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles County The proposed project site will be located within the
City of Glendale (Reference Exhibit A).

The proposed project consists of installation of a nitrate removal treatment facility, operations building, and
pump assembly to re-activate CVWD’s Well 2, which was out of service since 1976 for potable water use.

The project will include the following:

A submersible pump and motor

A small operations building with chlorination room and electrical room on a concrete pad

A nitrate removal treatment facility within a covered area on a concrete pad

Chlorination feed system with sodium hypochlorite solution

Electrical system to provide power for the pump and nitrate removal treatment facility

Telemetry system to provide the ability to remotely monitor and control the pump and nitrate removal
treatment facility

e Above ground discharge piping with a flow meter to connect to Ordunio Reservoir

e Underground discharge piping to waste

e Asphaltic concrete paving and on-site improvements

Additionally, a new automated gate will be installed on the east side of the property. The existing fences
along the north, west and south property lines will remain in place. The site will be graded to accommodate
construction equipment and future maintenance of the facility. Outdoor lights will be installed and only
used during nighttime emergencies.

Negative Declaration for the
Crescenta Valley Water District
Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility for Well 2
at Ordunio Reservoir, Project E-956
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10.

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: (Briefly describe the project's surroundings.)

The project property site is located at 4029 Lowell Avenue, at the intersection of Lowell Avenue and
Honolulu Avenue. The east side of property is within the City of Glendale and west side of property is
within the City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles County (Reference Exhibit A).

CVWD owns the property and the existing surrounding uses include single family residences on the east
and north sides, a private school property on the west side and 210 Freeway on the south side.

Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement.)

City of Glendale, Public Works Department

Glendale Water & Power

City of Glendale, Planning Department

City of Glendale, Building & Safety Department

City of Glendale, Fire Department

State Water Resources Control Board — Division of Drinking Water
Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region
South Coast Air Quality Management District

© 0o N o g kR~ 0w D PE

California Department of Water Resources

Negative Declaration for the
Crescenta Valley Water District
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City of Los Angeles

Exhibit A

\

\ City of Glendale

4029 Lowell Ave. - L ocation Map

Negative Declaration for the
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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.

O

O 00000 0O

Aesthetics [0 Agriculture Resources O Air Quality

Biological Resources O Cultural Resource 0 Geology/Soils
Greenhouse Gas Emissions [0 Hazards & Hazardous Materials

Hydrology/Water Quality 0 Land Use and Planning 0 Mineral Resources
Noise 0 Population and Housing O Public Services
Recreation I Transportation/Traffic O Utilities/Service Systems
Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION (To be completed by the Lead Agency)
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

| find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. | 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 the
mitigation measures described on an attached sheet have been added to the project. A 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. | find that the proposed project MAY have a
significant effect(s) 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, if the effect is a "potentially
significant impact" or "potentially significant unless mitigated.” An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

| 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 all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed
adequately in an earlier EIR pursuant to applicable standards and (b) have been avoided or mitigated
pursuant to that earlier EIR, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the
proposed project.

D F) g—ﬂ Auqust 27, 2015

Signature Date

David S. Gould

Printed Name

Negative Declaration for the
Crescenta Valley Water District
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1.0 INTRODUCTION
11 DOCUMENT PURPOSE AND SCOPE

The Crescenta Valley Water District, in its capacity as the Lead Agency for this project, has determined the need
for preparation of an Initial Study (IS) pursuant to provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) of 1970, Guidelines for Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act (State CEQA
Guidelines), and the District's CEQA implementation requirements, all as amended. CEQA formally calls this
document an Initial Study, and it is a critical component of the environmental review process. The IS provides
the decision-makers, other public agencies, private groups, and/or individuals with an objective assessment of
whether significant environmental impacts may result from implementing the proposed project. Additional
information which explains this document is provided below.

1.2 STATUTORY AUTHORITY AND RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER DOCUMENTS

This Initial Study/Negative Declaration (IS/ND) has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of
CEQA, and the State CEQA Guidelines, codified in the California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 14,
Chapter 3, 815000 et seq., for the purpose of analyzing the direct, indirect, and cumulative environmental effects
associated with the proposed project.

The State CEQA Guidelines in §15063(a) require that, "Following preliminary review, the Lead Agency shall
conduct an Initial Study to determine if the project may have a significant effect on the environment.” If, as a
result of the Initial Study (IS), the Lead Agency finds that there is evidence that any aspect of the proposed
project may cause a significant environmental effect, the Lead Agency shall further find that an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) is warranted to analyze environmental impacts. However, if on the basis of the IS, the
Lead Agency finds that the proposed project will not cause a significant effect on the environment, either as
proposed or as modified to include the mitigation measures identified in the IS, a Negative Declaration or
Mitigated Negative Declaration shall be prepared for that pending action.

Presented in this document are the results of the environmental analysis required under §15063 of the State
CEQA Guidelines. That analysis supports the findings that, on the basis of information presented herein, the
development of the proposed project, as described below, will not result in any significant effects on the
environment with incorporation of mitigation measures.

Statutory Requirements

Section 15063(d) of the State CEQA Guidelines identifies specific disclosure requirements for inclusion in an
IS. Pursuant to those requirements, an IS includes the following:

e A description of the project, including the location of the project,
e Anidentification of the environmental setting,

¢ An identification of environmental effects by use of a checklist, matrix, or other method, provided that
entries on a checklist or other form are briefly explained to indicate that there is some evidence to support
the entries. The brief explanation may be either through a narrative or a reference to another information
source such as an attached map, photographs, or an earlier EIR or negative declaration. A reference to
another document should include, where appropriate, a citation to the page or pages where the information
is found,

e A discussion of ways to mitigate any significant effects identified, if any,

e An examination of whether the project is compatible with existing zoning, plans, and other applicable land
use controls, and

e The name of the person or persons who prepared or participated in the preparation of the IS.

Negative Declaration for the
Crescenta Valley Water District
Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility for Well 2
at Ordunio Reservoir, Project E-956
Page 6



Relationship to Other Documents

Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines, 815150, this IS incorporates by reference all or portions of other technical
documents that are a matter of public record. Those documents either relate to the proposed project or provide
additional information concerning the environmental setting in which the project is proposed. Where all or a
portion of another document is incorporated by reference, the incorporated language shall be considered to be
set forth in full as part of the text of this IS.

The information contained in this IS are based in part, on the following technical studies and/or planning
documents which include the project site or provide information addressing the general project area:

Crescenta Valley Water District - Water Well Replacement Study (August 1999)

Crescenta Valley Water District - Preliminary Recommendations for Final Pumping Rate and Pump
Depth Setting for Permanent Pump in Well No. 2 (January 2007)

City of Glendale - General Plan Noise Element (Amended 2007)

City of Glendale - General Plan Public Safety Element (Amended 2003)

City of Glendale - General Plan Land Use Element (Amended 2012)

City of Glendale - General Plan Circulation Element (Amended 1998)

City of Glendale - General Plan Housing Element (Amended 2014)

City of Glendale - General Plan Open Space and Conservation Element (Amended 2005)
City of Glendale - General Plan Recreation Element (Amended 2003)

. City of Glendale - General Plan Historic Preservation Element (Amended 1997)

. City of Glendale. General Plan Air Quality Element (Amended 1996).

. City of Glendale - Greener Glendale Plan for Community Activities (Adopted 2012)

. South Coast Air Quality Management District - CEQA Air Quality Handbook. (Adopted 1993)

. Fault-Rupture Hazard Zones in California - Division of Mines & Geology Special Publication 42

(Amended 1999)

The public may request the District's assistance in obtaining and/or reviewing any of the documents referenced
above. The documents listed above are on file with the Crescenta Valley Water District and may be reviewed or
obtained by contacting:

David S. Gould P.E., District Engineer
Crescenta Valley Water District

2700 Foothill Boulevard

La Crescenta, California 91214

(818) 236-4119

dgould@cvwd.com

Negative Declaration for the
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SECTION 2: PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A Project Background/Project Location

Project Background

The Crescenta Valley Water District owns and operates eleven groundwater wells that extract groundwater from
the Verdugo Groundwater basin. All of these wells were drilled prior to 1951 (except Well 15). The production
rates and the specific capabilities for the majority of the groundwater wells have steadily decreased over the
years.

Well No. 2 was drilled in 1927, using the cable tool drilling method to 157 feet below ground surface. CVWD’s
records show that Well 2 was in service from 1949 to 1976. In 1976, Well 2 was taken out of service due to the
Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) for nitrate changing from 90 mg/L to 45 mg/L.

In 2007, CVWD performed a study to look at the possibility of putting Well 2 back into water production. As
shown in the Final Pumping Rate and Pump Depth Setting for Permanent Pump in Well No. 2, prepared by
Richard C. Slade and Associates, Well 2 had a pump capacity of 225 gpm. Also, water quality testing was
performed to determine the nitrate level and if there were any other contaminates. The water quality results
showed the nitrate level between 44 mg/L to 48 mg/L, which was close to the MCL. The results also did not
show any other contaminates above the MCL. The project was discontinued due to the high costs for
installation of a nitrate removal treatment system and disposal of the brine waste generated from the ion-
exchange process.

Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility for Well 2 Project

The proposed project consists of installation of a nitrate removal treatment system and Well 2 Operations
Building to re-activate Well 2 back into water production. With the ongoing drought within the State, this
project will allow CVWD to utilize a local water source that has been out of service since 1976.

Nitrate Removal Treatment System

The nitrate removal treatment system to be installed will use ARoNite (Autotrophic Reduction of Nitrate)
biological treatment process to reduce the nitrate level from about 50 mg/L to 30 mg/L.

The ARoNite process is a fixed-film biological treatment technology for the removal of oxidized contaminants.
ARoNite systems rely on naturally occurring bacteria that use hydrogen gas as an electron donor to reduce
contaminants in the influent stream. The bacteria take carbon needed for cell synthesis from naturally occurring
bicarbonate in water from the influent stream. The resulting process is remarkably tolerant of nitrate variations
in feed water quality and produces consistently high quality effluent. Hydrogen, which is generated on site and
carbon dioxide, which is delivered to the site are fed to the ARoNite reactor creating the optimum environment
for the growth of biofilm (bacteria). The process will include using naturally occurring bacteria that will grow
on a hollow membrane fibers system. The bacteria will use the nitrates as a food source and reduce the nitrates
to nitrogen and water.

The process also include an aeration tank to add oxygen to the water, a filtration tank to remove turbidity
(particles in the water) and a chlorination tank for disinfection before the water is discharged to Ordunio
Reservoir.

There will be a one to three month testing period to insure the system works properly and approval by the State
Water Resources Control Board — Division of Drinking Water before the water is used in the water distribution
system.

The nitrate removal treatment system will be constructed on a 30 ft long x 20 feet wide concrete pad with a
carport like structure for easy access for operations and maintenance. Also, the open air area will be used to
vent excess hydrogen to the atmosphere.

Negative Declaration for the
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Well 2 Operations System:

The Well 2 operation system will include the construction of a 30 ft long x 20 feet wide x 10 foot high masonry
building that will enclose a chlorination system and the electrical and telemetry system.

The chlorination system will include a 300 gallon double walled PVC tank that will hold 12.5% solution of
sodium hypochlorite. The system will also be located with a containment system that will prevent leakage from
leaving the building.

Well 2 will include the installation of a submersible pump and motor, above ground piping to the nitrate
removal treatment plant and to Ordunio Reservoir, underground discharge piping to the City of Glendale sewer,
site paving from the west entrance to the well building, site improvements, and other miscellaneous
appurtenances.

The existing gate on the west side of the property will be upgraded with an automated rolling gate. The site will
be graded to accommodate construction equipment and future maintenance of the facility. Outdoor lights will
be installed and only used during nighttime emergencies.

Project Location

The project site is located at 4029 Lowell Avenue, at the intersection of Lowell Avenue and Honolulu Avenue.
(Reference Exhibit A)

East side: City of Glendale, Los Angeles County
West side: City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles County
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SECTION 3:
DISCUSSION OF RESPONSES TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

I.  AESTHETICS
Would the project:

- Less Than
Potgr_mal Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
Significant R Significant
Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? O O O

No impact. The project site is not visible from any known scenic vistas within the area. In and of itself, the
proposed project will not result in any substantial aesthetic changes over existing conditions and thus no significant
impacts would occur and no mitigation would be required.

The proposed nitrate removal treatment facility and operations building will be designed to match as close as
possible to the existing structures in the area and would not cause views from residential areas to be obstructed.
Therefore, the proposed project will not result in any substantial aesthetic changes over existing conditions and

thus no significant impacts would occur and no mitigation would be required.

Less Than

Potential . - Less Than
Significant Slgl\r}:_fl.cany with Significant No
itigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not 0O 0 0
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings
within a state scenic highway?

No impact. The General Plan Circulation Element for the cities of Glendale and Los Angeles does not identify
any state scenic highways within this area. Furthermore, there are no significant trees, rock outcroppings,
historic buildings or other significant scenic resources on the project site. Therefore, no scenic resources would
be damaged with implementation of the proposed subdivision and no significant impacts would occur.

Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.

. Less Than
Potential . - Less Than
L Significant with L No
Significant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
c. Substantially degrade the existing visual character or O O O
quality of the site and its surroundings?

No impact. The project site is located in a developed area characterized by residential uses. In and of itself, the
proposed project will not degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site. Existing views from
surrounding residential uses are already and will continue to be obstructed by vegetation, fences, walls, and trees.
Therefore, the visual character of the site and the surrounding area would not be significantly affected by the
proposed subdivision. Therefore no mitigation measures would be required.
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- Less Than
I_Dotgr_mal Significant with I_'ess_ 'I_'han No
Significant Mitigati Significant I t
Impact tigation Impact mpac
Incorporated
d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which 0O 0 0
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Less than significant impact. In and of itself, the proposed project will not adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area. Outdoor lighting will be installed and will be only used in the case of night-time emergencies
and will have less than significant impact. Therefore no mitigation measures would be required

Mitigation Measures

No Mitigation Measures are required.

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

Would the project:

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

- Less Than
I_Dotgr_mal Significant with I_'ess_ 'I_'han No
Significant Mitigati Significant
Impact itigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland 0O 0 0

No impact: The project will not result in the conversion of existing agricultural land nor is the site shown on
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program. The project site does not contain
any agricultural uses, nor would it affect any other existing agricultural resources. Therefore no mitigation

measures would be required.

- Less Than
S'?Ot?r.]t'al Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigati Significant
itigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a 0O 0 0
Williamson Act contract?

No impact. The project is currently zoned for residential use and is not subject to a Williamson Act contract.
Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not conflict with existing zoning. Therefore no
mitigation measures would be required.
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Less Than

forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section
12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources
Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Code section
51104(q))?

Potential Sianificant with Less Than No
Significant gM. A Significant
Impact itigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
c. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, 0O 0 0

No impact. The project is currently zoned for residential use and is not subject to the forest land or timberland
zoning. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not conflict with existing forest land or
timberland zoning. Therefore no mitigation measures would be required.

Less Than

land to non-forest use?

Potential Sianificant with Less Than No
Significant gM. A Significant
Impact itigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
d. Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest 0O 0 0

No impact. The project will not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. No

impact would result and no mitigation measures would be required.

Less Than

due to their location or nature, could result in conversion
of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of
forest land to non- forest use?

Potential Significant with Less Than No
Significant R Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
e. Involve other changes in the existing environment which, O O O

No impact. The project will not involve other changes in the existing environment that will result in the
conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non- forest use. No impact would

result and no mitigation measures would be required.

Mitigation Measures

No Mitigation Measures are required.

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

Would the project:

Less Than

air quality plan?

Potential Significant with Less Than No
Significant R Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable O O O

No impact. The applicable air quality plan for the project area is the 2012 Air Quality Management Plan
(AQMP) prepared by the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD).

Negative Declaration for the
Crescenta Valley Water District
Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility for Well 2
at Ordunio Reservoir, Project E-956

Page 12




CEQA requires that projects be consistent with the AQMP. A consistency determination plays an essential role
in local agency project review by linking local planning and unique individual projects to the AQMP in the
following ways.

It fulfills the CEQA goal of fully informing local agency decision-makers of the environmental costs of the
project under consideration at a stage early enough to ensure that air quality concerns are fully addressed, and it
provides the local agency with ongoing information assuring local decision-makers that they are making real
contributions to clean air goals contained in the AQMP.

The City of Glendale General Plan Air Quality Elements includes the AQMP strategy and the project is
consistent with the General Plan since construction and subsequent maintenance emissions from the proposed
Project would only result in temporary impacts to air quality. The project would be considered consistent with
the AQMP. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.

- Less Than
Potential | g0 iicantwith | eSS Than No
Significant Mitigati Significant
itigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
b. Violate any air quality standard or contribute 0O 0 0
substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation?

Less than significant impact. The proposed project is located in Los Angeles County, which comprises a
portion of the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB). The topography of the SCAB is a major contributing factor to the
air quality and atmospheric pollution levels evident within the basin. During daytime periods, the prevailing
coastal winds and the surrounding mountain ranges block in inland wind flow and air masses. As a result, the
restricted airflow makes the SCAB highly susceptible to air pollutant accumulation. With an annual average
wind speed of only about six miles per hour, the air basin has a limited capacity to disperse air contaminants
horizontally.

Air pollutant emissions are comprised of two basic source categories:

(1) Construction-related or short term emissions and,;
(2) Operational or long-term emissions.

Construction-related air pollutant emissions are associated with the temporary construction phase of a project
and include both fugitive dust emissions and exhaust emissions from contractors' equipment, worker-related
vehicle trips, and haul vehicles.

Long-term air pollutant emissions are generally associated with operational activities that occur over the life of a
project. Operational emissions typically include those stationary source emissions associated with the offsite
generation of electrical energy for onsite use and mobile source emissions generated by project related traffic.

The project's short-term construction activities would include air pollutants caused by exhaust from construction
equipment, workers' vehicles, and fugitive dust emissions from grading activities. These air emissions are
considered short-term in nature and are considered less than significant impact.

The project's long-term activities would not include air pollutants because the new well pump will be equipped
with an electrical motor, which does not required onsite generation of electrical energy are considered less than
significant impact.
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Less Than

criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient
air quality standard (including releasing emissions, which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

Potential Sianificant with Less Than No
Significant gM. A Significant
Impact itigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
c. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any 0O 0 0

Less than significant impact. As discussed under Response 111 b), above, the project would result in less than
significant air quality impacts and therefore, would not contribute to a cumulatively considerable net increase of

pollutants.
. Less Than
Sl?otgr_]tlal Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant O O O
concentrations?
Less than significant impact. Refer to Response 111 b), above.
. Less Than
Sl?otgr_]tlal Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
e. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number 0 0 0

of people?

No impact. With regard to nuisance odors during construction, any air quality impacts will be confined to the
immediate vicinity of the construction equipment for the duration of the construction period. By the time such
emissions reach any sensitive receptors away from the project site, they will be diluted to well below any level

of air quality concern.

An occasional "whiff" of diesel fuel exhaust from trucks accessing the site from public roadways or from a
temporary diesel well test pump may result. However, such brief exhaust odors are not considered a significant
adverse air quality impact. No long-term odor impacts are anticipated to be associated with the operation of the
proposed project. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.

Mitigation Measures

No Mitigation Measures are required.
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V. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Would the project:
. Less Than
SPOt?r.]t'al Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigati Significant
itigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 0 0 0

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

No impact. The project site is within an urban area and vegetation currently exists on the site consists of
"common roadside weeds." There are existing trees on the site, but are not within the project limits.
Implementation of the proposed project would not have a substantial adverse effect directly or indirectly on any
species identified as candidate, sensitive or special status species. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be

required.

- Less Than
Potgr_mal Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
Significant R Significant
Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat 0 0 0

or other sensitive natural community identified in local or
regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the
California Department Fish and Game or US Fish and
Wildlife Service?

No impact. There are no locally designated riparian habitats or other sensitive natural communities on the
project site. No impacts will occur as a result of the proposed project and no mitigation measures would be

required.

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?

. Less Than
I?otgr]tlal Significant with L'ess_ Than No
Significant Mitigati Significant
Impact itigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
c. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected 0 0 0

No impact. There are no federally protected wetlands on the subject property as defined in Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act. Therefore no impacts will occur as a result of project implementation and no mitigation

measures would be required.

Negative Declaration for the
Crescenta Valley Water District
Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility for Well 2
at Ordunio Reservoir, Project E-956

Page 15




Less Than

resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors,
or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

Potential Sianificant with Less Than No
Significant gM. A Significant
Impact itigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
d. Interfere substantially with the movement of any native 0 0 0

No impact. The project site is not considered a migratory wildlife corridor due to the existing surrounding
urban development. Therefore no substantial impacts will occur as a result of project implementation and no
mitigation measures would be required.

Less Than

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

Potential Significant with Less Than No
Significant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact I Impact
ncorporated
e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting 0O 0 O

No impact. No locally designated species exist on the project site. In addition, there are no policies or
ordinances regulating biological resources that pertain to the project site. Therefore, project implementation will
not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources and no mitigation measures are

required.
. Less Than
SI_Dotgr_maI Significant with I_'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigati Significant
itigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
f.  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 0 0 0
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?
No impact. See Response IV(a) above.
Mitigation Measures
No Mitigation Measures are required.
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES
Would the project:
. Less Than
SPOt?r.]t'al Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigati Significant
itigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of O O O

a historical resource as defined in §15064.5?

No impact. A records search failed to indicate the presence of any listed National Register of Historic Places or
properties within a one-mile radius of the project area. Additionally, no California Historical Landmarks or
California Points of Historical Interest properties were identified on the site or vicinity. The California State
Historic Resource Inventory (HRI) lists no buildings in the vicinity that have been previously evaluated for
historical significance.
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Additionally, the pipelines will be located within an existing street, sidewalk, fenced reservoir site or buildings.
Therefore, the proposed project could not cause an adverse change to any historic properties potentially eligible
for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places, the California Register of Historic Places, or the
California Historic Landmarks. Therefore, no mitigation measures are required.

. Less Than
Sl?otgr_]tlal Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of O O O
an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?

No impact. The results of the archaeological record search conducted at the South Central Coastal Information
Center at UCLA indicated that no prehistoric or historic archaeological sites have been recorded within the
proposed project boundary. Therefore, the project would not have any significant cultural resource impacts and

no mitigation measures are required.

Less Than

Potential . . Less Than
Significant Slgl\r}II'f |'canF with Significant No
itigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
c. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological O O O
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

No impact. The results of the paleontological record search conducted at the South Central Coastal Information
Center at UCLA indicated that no prehistoric or historic archaeological sites have been recorded within the
proposed project boundary. Therefore, the project would not have any significant cultural resource impacts and

no mitigation measures would be required.

. Less Than
Sonificant | Sionificantuith | GES IO No
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
d. Disturb any human remains, including those interred O O O
outside off formal cemeteries?

No impact.

There are no known human remains within the project site or vicinity. As referenced under

Response V a), the results of the records search and archaeological field study were both completely negative
for significant cultural resources. Therefore, it is unlikely that the project would disturb any human remains and

no mitigation measures would be required.

Mitigation Measures
No Mitigation Measures are required.
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VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Would the project:

- Less Than
Potgr_mal Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
Significant R Significant
Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
a. Expose people or structure to potential substantial adverse 0 0 0

effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving?

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

Less than significant impact. Principal faults in the area include the La Tuna Canyon Fault along the
southwestern margin of the Verdugo Basin and the Sierra Madre fault zone along the northeastern margin of the
Verdugo Basin. Relative motion on each fault is such that the adjoining mountain blocks have moved upward
relative to the central alluvial portion of the basin. Thus, the Verdugo Basin has been down-dropped by these
two faults relative to the uplifting of the two adjoining mountain masses. These two faults are considered to
have very limited effect on the flow of groundwater within the Verdugo basin. It is not likely that the nitrate
removal treatment facility and new building will be adversely affected as a result of fault rupture. No significant
impacts are anticipated.

- Less Than
Potgr_mal Significant with Less 'I_'han No
Significant R Significant
Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
ii. Strong seismic ground shaking? O O m|

Less than significant impact. Although surface faulting does not appear to be a potential hazard within the areas
where the improvements are proposed, the La Tuna Canyon Fault and the Sierra Madre fault zone potentially
could be seismically active and capable of producing a magnitude 7.0 earthquake. It is not likely that the nitrate
removal treatment facility and new building will be adversely affected as a result of ground shaking. No

significant impacts are anticipated.

Less Than

Potential . . Less Than
Significant S'gl\r}l'.f ic anF with Significant No
itigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? O O =l O

Less than significant impact. Although the area is subject to potential moderate ground shaking from
earthquakes occurring with region, the potential impacts associated with ground shaking are considered less than
significant. The Fault-Rupture Hazard Zones in California - Division of Mines & Geology Special Publication
42 does not identify any ground shaking or liquefaction potential for the site. It is not likely that the proposed
well and related facilities will be adversely affected as a result of ground shaking. No significant impacts are
anticipated.
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- Less Than
I_Dotgr_mal Significant with I_'ess_ 'I_'han No
Significant Mitigati Significant I
Impact itigation Impact mpact
Incorporated
iv. Landslides? O O O

No impact. The subject property is on a slight slope from north to south. However, there is no potential for
failure or mudslide in case of seismic activity or other triggering mechanism, such as rainfall or runoff; therefore
no such impact will occur.

- Less Than
I_Dotgr_mal Significant with I_'ess_ 'I_'han No
Significant Mitigati Significant
Impact itigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? O O O

No impact. Since the site has not been used for agricultural production, the loss of topsoil would not have an
impact. In addition, compliance with the General Construction Activities Storm Water Permit and development
of Best Management Practices (further discussed below under Section 1X a), Hydrology and Water Quality) will
ensure that no substantial erosion occurs during construction and therefore no mitigation measures would be
required.

- Less Than
I_Dotgr_mal Significant with I_'ess_ 'I_'han No
Significant Mitigati Significant
Impact itigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or 0 0 0

that would become unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

No impact. The Fault-Rupture Hazard Zones in California - Division of Mines & Geology Special Publication
42 does not identify any unstable slopes or liquefaction potential for the site. There is no known subsidence
potential. It is not likely that the proposed well and related facilities will be adversely affected as a result of
ground shaking. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.

. Less Than
Signfcant | Sinfcantuitn | GESET | No
Impact | ncorgo rated Impact P
d. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of 0 0 O
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial
risks to life or property?

No impact. Any expansive soils will be removed from the site and re-compacted prior to construction.
Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.
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Less Than

Potential Sianificant with Less Than No
Significant gM. A Significant
Impact itigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
e. Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of 0 0 0

septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?

No impact. The project will necessitate a connection to the local sewer system and no alternative wastewater
disposal systems (i.e., septic tanks) will be required. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.
Mitigation Measures

No Mitigation Measures are required.

VIl.  GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Would the project:

. Less Than
Potential . - Less Than
A Significant with L No
Significant R Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or 0O 0 O
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the
environment?

Less than significant impact. Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions are said to result in an increase in the
earth's average surface temperature commonly referred to as global warming. This rise in global temperature
is associated with long-term changes in precipitation, temperature, wind patterns, and other elements of the
earth's climate system, known as climate change. These changes are now broadly attributed to GHG
emissions, particularly those emissions that result from the human production and use of fossil fuels.

Climate changes resulting from GHG emissions could produce an array of adverse environmental impacts
including water supply shortages, severe drought, increased flooding, sea level rise, air pollution from
increased formation of ground level ozone and particulate matter, ecosystem changes, and increased wildfire
risk, agricultural impacts, ocean and terrestrial species impacts, among other adverse effects.

In 2006, the State passed the Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, commonly referred to as AB 32,
which set the greenhouse gas emissions reduction goal for the State of California into law. The law requires
that by 2020, State emissions must be reduced to 1990 levels by reducing greenhouse gas emissions from
significant sources via regulation, market mechanisms, and other actions

Senate Bill 375 (SB 375), passed in 2008, links transportation and land use planning with global warming. It
requires the California Air Resources Board (CARB) to set regional targets for the purpose of reducing
greenhouse gas emissions from passenger vehicles. Under this law, if regions develop integrated land use,
housing and transportation plans that meet SB 375 targets, new projects in these regions can be relieved of
certain review requirements under CEQA. The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG)
has prepared the region's Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) which is part of the Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP).

Glendale has an adopted the Greener Glendale Plan for Community Activities in 2012. Glendale's Plan
meets regional greenhouse gas reduction targets, as established by SCAG and adopted by the CARB.

Negative Declaration for the
Crescenta Valley Water District
Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility for Well 2
at Ordunio Reservoir, Project E-956
Page 20



The Greener Glendale Plan uses land use development patterns, transportation infrastructure investments,
transportation measures and other policies that are determined to be feasible to reduce GHG. It should be
noted that an individual project's GHG emissions will generally not result in direct impacts under CEQA, as
the climate change issue is global in nature, however an individual project could be found to contribute to a
potentially significant cumulative impact.

This project will have short-term construction activities and is consistent with Greener Glendale Strategies to
reduce GHGs. The project also includes electrical motors for the pumping operation. The motors will be
premium efficiency motors, which will decrease the amount of power required and therefore, would result in
cumulatively less than significant impacts associated with GHG emissions.

. Less Than
Signfcant | Sinfcantuitn | GELET | No
Impact | ncorgo rated Impact P
b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation 0O 0 O
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases?

Less Than Significant Impact. In an effort to implement State mandates under AB32 and SB375 that
address climate change in local land use planning, local land use jurisdictions are generally preparing GHG
emission inventories and reduction plans and incorporating climate change policies

For the reasons discussed above, this project will not conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulations
that are adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases and therefore, would result in
cumulatively less than significant impacts associated with GHG emissions..
Mitigation Measures
No Mitigation Measures are required.

VIIl.  HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Would the project:

goentl | senitcanwin | LT | o
Impact Ir?élé?gﬁ:gg d Impact Impact
a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the 0O 0 O
environment through the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials?

No impact. The project will include the installation of a chlorination station that will use 12.5% solution of
sodium hypochlorite (NaOCI) which is a compound that can be effectively used for water purification. Sodium
hypochlorite is not considered a hazardous material for the transport, use and disposal of the material. The
sodium hypochlorite system will be installed with a containment system to prevent leakage onto the site.

The nitrate removal treatment systems will include the use of carbon dioxide, hydrogen and phosphoric acid.

Carbon dioxide is not considered a hazardous material. It will be delivered and stored in a stationary, insulated
container for use in generating hydrogen on-site.

Hydrogen will be generated on-site with a small "reformer" which combines natural gas (methane) and pure
water over a catalyst to generate hydrogen and carbon dioxide. Excess hydrogen will be vented to atmosphere.
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Phosphoric Acid is a not considered a hazardous material, but is considered corrosive. It is used during the
process to create the biofilm (bacteria) for the biological nitrate reduction. Phosphoric Acid will be contained in
a 5 gallon PVC container will be located within a ventilate area.

All the liquid chemicals will be housed together each in their own secondary containment in one room of the
Operations Building.
It is not anticipated that there would be any routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials from the

proposed project which would create a significant health hazard. No impacts are anticipated and no mitigation
measures would be required.

- Less Than
SI_Dotgr_maI Significant with I_'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigati Significant I t
Impact tigation Impact mpac
Incorporated
b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the 0 0 0
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?
No impact. Refer to Response VI a), above.
. Less Than
Sl?otgr_]tlal Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely 0O 0 O
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-
quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

Less Than Significant Impact: There is an existing private school, Crescenta Valley Adventist School that is
located along the project’s west side, which is within one-quarter mile of the project. The sodium hypochlorite
may emit a chlorine smell during the loading and unloading process. Typically, the chlorine smell is detected
within a 100-foot radius of the building and will not be detected by the School. If there were a sodium
hypochlorite leak, it will be contained within the building and will not be detected by the School. Therefore,
would result in a cumulatively less than significant impacts associated with hazardous materials.

. Less Than
Potential . - Less Than
Significant Slgl\r}II'f |'canF with Significant No
itigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
d. Be located on a site which is included on a list of 0 0 0

hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would
it create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

No impact. The project site is not listed as a hazardous materials site compiled pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, project implementation would not create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.
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Less Than

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

Potential Sianificant with Less Than No
Significant gM. A Significant
Impact itigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, 0 0 0

No impact. The project site is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public use
airport. No mitigation measures would be required.

would the project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?

. Less Than
Potential . - Less Than
Significant Slgl\r}II'f |panF with Significant No
itigation Impact
Impact I Impact
ncorporated
f. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 0 0 0

No impact. The project site is not within the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, no mitigation measures
would be required.

adopted emergency plan or

evacuation plan?

response emergency

- Less Than
Potgr_mal Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
Significant R Significant
Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
g. Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an 0 0 0

No impact. The proposed project would not involve any use that would interfere with the City of Glendale or
City of Los Angeles's Emergency Operations Plan or with major emergency evacuation routes out of the area.
Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.

injury or death involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

. Less Than
Potential - . Less Than
A Significant with o No
Significant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
h. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, 0O 0 O

No Impact._The project site is not in a fire hazard area as depicted on the City of Glendale and City of Los
Angeles’s Safety and Noise Element. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.

Mitigation Measures

No Mitigation Measures are required.
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IX.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
Would the project:
. Less Than
SPOt?r.]t'al Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Y Impact P
Incorporated

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 0 0 0

requirements?

No impact. The re-activation of Well 2 as part of the project will produce water greater than MCL for nitrate for
domestic water use of 45mg/l. The proposed construction of a Nitrate Removal Treatment Plant will reduce the
nitrate level to 30 mg/L or less, which is below the MCL. Waste discharge from Well 2 and the Nitrate
Removal Treatment Plant will be directed to an on-site sewer lateral and disposed to the City of Glendale sewer.
Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.

. Less Than
Sl?otgr_]tlal Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere 0O 0 0

substantially with groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of
the local groundwater table level?

No impact:_ Well 2 is located 2.7 miles away from the nearest existing groundwater well. Crescenta Valley
Water District has determined from historical data that Well 2 will not have any significant impact on CVWD’s
existing groundwater wells. Well 2 will not substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially
with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated.

- Less Than
Potgr_mal Significant with Less 'I_'han No
Significant R Significant
Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site 0 0 0

or area, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

No impact. The grading and paving for the project would not result in a substantial change in the existing
drainage patterns, nor would it cause substantial erosion or alteration of the course of a stream or river.
Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.

. Less Than
Sl?otgr_]tlal Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site 0O 0 O

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

No impact. Refer to Response 1X ¢), above.
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Less Than

capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage
systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

Potential Sianificant with Less Than No
Significant gM. A Significant
Impact itigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
e. Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the 0 0 0

No impact. Operational activities from project implementation will be directed to the local sewer and will not
result in substantial additional sources of polluted runoff. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.

- Less Than
I_Dotgr_mal Significant with I_'ess_ 'I_'han No
Significant Mitigati Significant I t
Impact tigation Impact mpac
Incorporated
f.  Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? O O O

No impact. The re-activation of Well 2 and the new nitrate removal treatment facility will not substantially
degrade the existing water quality. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.

mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?

. Less Than
I?otgr]tlal Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
Significant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
g. Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as 0O 0 O

No impact. No residential uses are proposed as part of this project. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be

required.
- Less Than
I_Dotgr_mal Significant with I_'ess_ 'I_'han No
Significant Mitigati Significant
Impact itigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
h. Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures, 0 0 0

which would impede or redirect flood flows?

No impact. According to the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map, Panel 06037C1335F (updated 9/26/08), the
proposed project area is outside the designated 100-year flood zone. Therefore, no mitigation measures would

be required.
. Less Than
Sl?otgr_]tlal Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
i. [Expose people or structure to a significant risk of loss, 0O 0 O

injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the failure of a levee or dam?

No impact. As identified in the City of Glendale, Safety and Noise Element, "the Planning Area will not be
subject to inundation from dam failure." Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.
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. Less Than
I_Dotgr_mal Significant with I_'ess_ 'I_'han No
Significant Mitigati Significant I
Impact itigation Impact mpact
Incorporated
J. Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? O O O

No impact. The proposed project will not be subject to seiche, tsunami, or volcanic hazards. Therefore no
mitigation measures would be required.

Mitigation Measures

No Mitigation Measures are required.

X.  LAND USE AND PLANNING
Would the project:
gotnel | sgntcantuin | LT | o
a. Physically divide an established community? O O O

No impact. The project would not divide an established community. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be

required.
. Less Than
Sl?otgr_]tlal Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
b. Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or 0O 0 O

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

No impact. The area in which the new nitrate removal treatment facility will be constructed is an established
residential neighborhood. The City of Glendale General Plan has designated the area where the proposed
project is located as "R1 - Low Density Residential”.

In accordance with California Government Code 8 53091, building and zoning ordinances do not apply to local
agencies such as Crescenta Valley Water District, with respect to the location or construction of facilities for the
production, generation, storage or transmission of water. Therefore, the proposed project is not subject to the
City of Glendale General Plan. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.

goentel, | st | LT |
Impact | ri\élc;?ggg)tre] d Impact Impact
c. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or 0O 0 O
natural community conservation plan?
No impact. As discussed under Response IV f) above, the project site is not within any adopted habitat

conservation area. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.

Mitigation Measures

No Mitigation Measures are required.
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Xl.  MINERAL RESOURCES
Would the project:

- Less Than
SPOt?r.]t'al Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigati Significant
itigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
a. Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral 0 0 0
resource that would be of value to the region and the
residents of the state?

No impact. According to the City of Glendale General Plan - Conservation/Open Space/Recreation Elements,
no mineral deposits of statewide or regional importance exist on the project site. Therefore, no mitigation

measures would be required.

. Less Than
Potential . - Less Than
L Significant with o No
Significant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally important 0O 0 O
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?
No impact. See Response Xl a), above.
Mitigation Measures
No Mitigation Measures are required.
XIl.  NOISE
Would the project result in:
. Less Than
Sgnifcant | Stoniicantuith | GEREET | No
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
a. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in 0O 0 O

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

No impact. Construction equipment generates noise levels in the range of 60 to 90 dBA. Construction in this
area will expose residents of the area to intermittently higher noise levels, including those, which approach 90
dBA, depending on the type of equipment used during construction. Although the increase in noise in the
project area will be greater than that which currently exists, it will be temporary in nature and cease upon
completion of the project.

The new pump and motor assembly will be a submersible pump that will not emit any additional noise levels
after construction is completed. The new Nitrate Removal Treatment Plant will have equipment that will emit
noise that are not consistent with the area, however, the noise level will not exceed the noise standard for the
area. Equipment that may produce higher noise levels will be located within the new operations building, which
will attenuate the noise level outside the building. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.
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Less Than

groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

Potential Sianificant with Less Than No
Significant gM. A Significant
Impact itigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
b. Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive 0 0 0

No impact. Based on the type of proposed activity and construction that would occur, no excessive groundborne
vibration or noise levels would be generated that are typically associated with the type of construction.

Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.

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

- Less Than
SPOt?r.]t'al Significant with L'ess_ Than No
ignificant Mitigati Significant
itigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
c. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels 0 0 O
in the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project?
No impact. Refer to Response XII (a), above.
- Less Than
SI_Dotgr_]tlaI Significant with I_'ess_ Than No
ignificant Mitigati Significant I t
Impact tigation Impact mpac
Incorporated
d. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient 0 0 0
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?
No impact. Refer to Response XIlI (a), above.
. Less Than
Sl?otgr_]tlal Significant with L'ess_ Than No
ignificant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, 0O 0 O

No impact. The project site is not located within two miles of an active public use airport. Therefore, No

mitigation measures would be required.

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

- Less Than
Potgr_mal Significant with L'ess_ Than No
Significant R Significant
Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
f. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 0 0 0

No impact. The project site is not located in the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, no mitigation measures

would be required.

Mitigation Measures

No Mitigation Measures are required.
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XIII.

POPULATION AND HOUSING
Would the project:
- Less Than
SPOt?r.]t'al Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigati Significant
itigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
a. Induce substantial population growth in an area, either 0 0 0

directly (for example, by proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)?

No impact. The proposed project is not anticipated to directly or indirectly induce substantial population

growth. No residential uses are associated with the project and the project will not require considerable
extension of infrastructure in an area not previously served. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be
required.
. Less Than
Potential - . Less Than
A Significant with L No
Significant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact I Impact
ncorporated
b. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, 0O 0 O

necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

No impact. No existing housing is located on the project site nor would any housing be displaced by the
implementation of the proposed project. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.

Less Than

construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Potential Significant with Less Than No
Significant R Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
c. Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the 0O 0 O

No impact. No residential use occurred on the project site nor would any persons be displaced by the
implementation of the proposed project. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.

Mitigation Measures

No Mitigation Measures are required.
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XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES

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

Fire protection?

. Less Than
Potential . . Less Than
A Significant with L No
Significant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
a. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical 0 0 O

No impact. Project implementation will not result in any adverse impacts to fire protection. Once construction
of the facilities is completed, no impacts to fire services are anticipated. Therefore, no mitigation measures

would be required.

. Less Than
I?otgr]tlal Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
Significant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
b. Police protection? O O m|

No impact. The project does not propose development that would affect the existing level of police protection.

No mitigation measures would be required.

. Less Than
oo | St | LT o
Mitigation Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
c. Schools? O O O

No impact. No significant impacts on existing school facilities are expected to occur as a result of this project.

Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.

. Less Than
Potential . . Less Than
Significant SlgnlflpanF with Significant No
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
d. Parks? O O |

No impact. No significant impacts on existing parks are expected to occur as a result of the proposed project
Therefore, no mitigation measures would be

since the project would not displace any recreational uses.
required.

. Less Than
Potential . - Less Than
A Significant with o No
Significant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
e. Other public facilities? O O O X

No impact. No additional impacts to other public facilities have been identified. Refer to Section XVII for a

discussion on utilities and service systems.
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Mitigation Measures
No Mitigation Measures are required.

XV. RECREATION
. Less Than
Sl?otgr_]tlal Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
a. Would the project increase the use of existing 0O 0 O

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

No impact. The proposed project will have no direct effect on existing recreational facilities. No increases in
the demand for such facilities will occur as a result of this project. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be
required.

. Less Than
Potential . - Less Than
Significant S'gl\r}l'.f'FanFW'th Significant No
itigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
b. Does the project include recreational facilities or require 0 0 0
the construction or expansion of recreational facilities,
which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?
No impact. Project does not include any recreational facilities or construction or expansion of recreational

facilities of existing facilities. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be required.

Mitigation Measures

No Mitigation Measures are required.

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

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
Would the project:
goenl | snianiwin | ST |
Impact In C(')?gg?;g d Impact Impact
a. Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy O 0O O

No impact. Implementation of the proposed project will not increase vehicle trips, however, construction
activities associated with the construction and installation of the nitrate removal treatment facility, operations
building and related facilities may result in temporary increased congestion along Lowell Avenue and Honolulu
Ave. The construction activity of vehicles entering and exiting the site may affect local residential traffic,
particularly the residents in the area. Lowell Ave and Honolulu Ave are high traffic volume areas for access to
the 210 Freeway.
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The construction activity will not result in any significant traffic control and will be relatively short-term and
traffic congestion will be minimal since no work will be within the public right-of-way. Therefore, no mitigation
measures would be required.

- Less Than
SPOt?r.]t'al Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigati Significant
itigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
b. Conflict with an applicable congestion management 0 0 0
program, including, but not limited to level of service
standards and travel demand measures, or other
standards established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads or highways?
No impact. Refer to Response XVI (a), above.
. Less Than
Potential . - Less Than
A Significant with L No
Significant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
c. Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either 0O 0 O
an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that
results in substantial safety risks?

No impact. The project does not propose any use which could cause any changes to air traffic patterns, an
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks. Therefore, no mitigation

measures would be required.

- Less Than
SI_Dotgr_maI Significant with I_'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigati Significant I t
Impact tigation Impact mpac
Incorporated
d. Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature 0 0 0
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

No impact. The proposed project will be constructed within the existing property. Therefore, no hazards to
safety from design features or incompatible uses are anticipated. Therefore, no mitigation measures would be
required.

. Less Than
Sgnifcan: | Stniicantuith | GREE | No
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
e. Result in inadequate emergency access? O O O

No impact. The proposed project will be constructed within the existing property and emergency access will be
available from the adjacent roadways. Therefore, no mitigation measures required.
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Less Than

Potential Sianificant with Less Than No
Significant gM.. . Significant
Impact itigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs 0 0 0

regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities,
or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such
facilities?

No impact. The proposed project will be constructed within the existing property and will not conflict with
adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise
decrease the performance or safety of these programs. Therefore, no mitigation measures required.

Mitigation Measures

No Mitigation Measures are required.

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
Would the project:
- Less Than
I_Dotgr_mal Significant with I_'ess_ 'I_'han No
Significant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 0 0 0
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?

No impact. The wastewater discharge from the project will not exceed the wastewater treatment requirements of
the City of Glendale and/or the Regional Water Quality Control Board. Therefore, no mitigation measures
required.

- Less Than
Potgr_mal Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
Significant R Significant
Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
Require or result in the construction of new water or 0 0 0

wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the constriction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

No impact. The proposed project includes a new nitrate removal treatment plant (water facility) however; the
waste discharge for the new plant will discharge to the sewer and will not cause any significant environmental
effect. Therefore, no mitigation measures required.

- Less Than
Potgr_mal Significant with L'ess_ Than No
Significant R Significant
Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
Require or result in the construction of new storm water 0 0 0

drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

No impact. The proposed project does not include construction of any new storm water drainage facilities that
could have significant environmental effect. Therefore, no mitigation measures required.
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Less Than

project from existing entitlements and resources, or are
new or expanded entitlements needed?

Potential Sianificant with Less Than No
Significant gM. A Significant
Impact itigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
d. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the 0 0 0

No impact. The project has sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from the City of Glendale
and Crescenta Valley Water District and no new or expanded entitlements are needed. Therefore, no mitigation

measures required.

provider which serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand
in addition to the provider's existing commitments?

. Less Than
Potential - . Less Than
A Significant with L No
Significant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
e. Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment 0O 0 O

No impact. CVWD has discussed the project with the City of Glendale and have determined that there is
adequate wastewater capacity to serve the project. Therefore, no mitigation measures required.

Less Than

to accommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs?

Potential Sianificant with Less Than No
Significant gM. A Significant
Impact itigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
f. Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity 0 0 0

No impact. The proposed implementation of the project will not require or produce any significant solid waste

disposal needs. Therefore, no mitigation measures required.

regulations related to solid waste?

. Less Than
I?otgr]tlal Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
Significant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
g. Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and 0O 0 O

No impact. All local, state, and federal guidelines regarding solid waste will be complied with during project
construction and operation including Assembly Bill 1327 which requires that adequate areas for collecting and
loading recyclable materials be provided. Therefore, no mitigation measures required.

Mitigation Measures

No Mitigation Measures are required.
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XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
. Less Than
Potential . . Less Than
Significant Slg'\r}:_ftl_carg with Significant I No t
Impact I ftigation Impact mpac
ncorporated
a. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality 0O 0 O

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

No Impact. Based on the preceding analysis, the pending project does not have the potential to degrade the
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or prehistory.

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

. Less Than
Potential . - Less Than
Significant Slgl\r}II'f |panF with Significant No
itigation Impact
Impact I Impact
ncorporated
b. Does the project have impacts that are individually 0 0 0

No impact. The project will not contribute to cumulatively considerable impacts. Cumulative effects, along
with impacts of developing the proposed project have been considered for all environmental categories
contained in this section and no significant impacts after mitigation have been identified.

cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly?

. Less Than
Sl?otgr_]tlal Significant with L'ess_ 'I_'han No
ignificant Mitigation Significant Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
c. Does the project have environmental effects which will 0O 0 O

No impact. With the implementation of permit and code requirements as well as adoption of the recommended
mitigation measures no direct or indirect adverse effects would occur on human beings.
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To:

California Environmental Quality Act
NOTICE OF INTENT
To Adopt a Negative Declaration

_X_ Office of Planning and Research From: Crescenta Valley Water District
1400 Tenth Street, Room 121 2700 Foothill Boulevard
Sacramento, CA 95814 La Crescenta, CA 91214

X_ County Clerk
County of Los Angeles
12400 Imperial Highway
Norwalk CA 90650

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Title: Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility for Well 2 at Ordunio Reservoir File No. Project E-956

Project Location: 4029 Lowell Avenue, Glendale, CA 91214
Division/Department Responsible for Proposed Project: ~ Crescenta Valley Water District

Address: 2700 Foothill Boulevard
La Crescenta, CA 91214
Contact Person: David S. Gould, District Engineer
Telephone: (818) 236-4119
E-mail: dgould@cvwd.com
Description:

The project property site is located at 4029 Lowell Avenue, at the intersection of Lowell Avenue
and Honolulu Avenue. The east side of property is within the City of Glendale and west side of
property is within the City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles County The proposed project site will be
located within the City of Glendale (Reference Exhibit A).

The proposed project consists of installation of a nitrate removal treatment facility, operations
building, and a pump assembly to re-activate CVWD’s Well 2, which was out of service since
1976 for potable water use.

The project will include the following:

A submersible pump and motor

A small operations building with chlorination room and electrical room on a concrete pad
A nitrate removal treatment facility within a covered area on a concrete pad

Chlorination feed system with sodium hypochlorite solution

Electrical system to provide power for the pump and nitrate removal treatment facility
Telemetry system to provide the ability to remotely monitor and control the pump and
nitrate removal treatment facility

Above ground discharge piping with a flow meter to connect to Ordunio Reservoir

e Underground discharge piping to waste

e Asphaltic concrete paving and on-site improvements

Notice of Intent
Crescenta Valley Water District
Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility for Well 2
at Ordunio Reservoir, Project E-956
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Additionally, a new automated gate will be installed on the east side of the property. The existing
fences along the north, west and south property lines will remain in place.

The site will be graded to accommodate construction equipment and future maintenance of the
facility. Outdoor lights will be installed and only used during nighttime emergencies.

An initial study of the project has determined that outdoor lighting, temporary noise, traffic, air
quality from construction, and location of site within Sierra Madre fault zone will have a less than
significant impact on the environment.

PUBLIC AVAILABILITY AND COMMENT PERIOD

The public review and comment period for this Negative Declaration is from August 28, 2015 to
October 2, 2015. Crescenta Valley Water District must receive all written comments on the
Negative Declaration by 4:00 p.m. on September 29, 2015. The Negative Declaration and all
supporting references and technical studies are on file and may be reviewed in the office listed
above. The Board of Directors will review this document and other sources of information before
considering the proposed project. A Public Hearing will be held on October 6, 2015 at 7:00 pm in
the District's Board Room located at 2700 Foothill Blvd, La Crescenta, CA.

I1l. PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY NOTICE The project site is not listed on any
of the lists enumerated under Section 65962.5 of the Government Code regarding the presence of
hazardous materials and/or related contamination.

Date: August 27, 2015
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Exhibit A

City of Los Angeles

City of Glendale

4029 Lowell Ave. - Location Map
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CEQAnet - Rockhaven Well (Well 16)

California Home Tuesday, September 8, 2015

OPR Home > CEQAnet Home > CEQAnet Query > Search Results > Document Description
Rockhaven Well (Well 16)

SCH Number: 2014051054

Document Type: Neg - Negative Declaration

Project Lead Agency: Crescenta Valley Water District

Project Description

The proposed project consists of putting into service a groundwater well, which was drilled by the City of Glendale and completed 2011 for potable water
use. The proposed well has shown to be able to pump 400 gallons per minute. The project will include the vertical turbine pump and motor, a small
building enclosure, above ground discharge piping, electrical and telemetry systems to provide power, paving and on-site improvements, underground
discharge piping to waste and 1,200 LF - 8-inch water main from the intersection of La Crescenta Ave and Hermosa Ave to the intersection of La
Crescenta Ave and Sycamore Ave which will connect to an existing 8-inch water main to CVWD's Nitrate Removal Treatment Plant.

Contact Information

Primary Contact:

David S. Gould

Crescenta Valley Water District
818 236 4119

2700 Foothill Boulevard

La Crescenta, CA 91214

Project Location

County: Los Angeles

City: Glendale

Region:

Cross Streets: La Crescenta and Hermosa Ave. & La Crescenta Ave and Sycamore Ave
Latitude/Longitude: 34° 12' 43" / 118° 14' 21" Map
Parcel No: 5610024905

Township:

Range:

Section:

Base:

Other Location Info: La Crescenta

Proximity To

Highways: Hwy 210

Airports:

Railways:

Waterways:

Schools:

Land Use: LU: R-3050 Z: R-3050 GP: R-3050

Development Type

Water Facilities

Local Action

http://www.ceganet.ca.gov/DocDescription.asp?DocPK=681028[9/8/2015 4:03:31 PM]


http://my.ca.gov/state/portal/myca_homepage.jsp
http://www.opr.ca.gov/
http://www.ceqanet.ca.gov/Default.htm
http://www.ceqanet.ca.gov/QueryForm.asp
http://www.ceqanet.ca.gov/gmap.html?long=-118.2392&lat=34.2119&project=SCH+No.+2014051054+-+Neg

CEQAnet - Rockhaven Well (Well 16)

Other Action

Project Issues

Aesthetic/Visual, Agricultural Land, Air Quality, Archaeologic-Historic, Biological Resources, Drainage/Absorption, Flood Plain/Flooding, Forest Land/Fire
Hazard, Geologic/Seismic, Minerals, Noise, Population/Housing Balance, Public Services, Recreation/Parks, Sewer Capacity, Soil
Erosion/Compaction/Grading, Solid Waste, Toxic/Hazardous, Traffic/Circulation, Vegetation, Water Quality, Water Supply, Wetland/Riparian, Landuse,
Cumulative Effects, Other Issues (GHG)

Reviewing Agencies (Agencies in Bold Type submitted comment letters to the State Clearinghouse)

Resources Agency; Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 5; Department of Parks and Recreation; Department of Water Resources; California
Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 7; CA Department of Public Health; Air Resources Board; State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Water
Rights; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 4; Native American Heritage Commission; Public Utilities Commission

Date Received: 5/15/2014 Start of Review: 5/15/2014 End of Review: 6/13/2014

CEQAnet HOME | NEW SEARCH

http://www.ceganet.ca.gov/DocDescription.asp?DocPK=681028[9/8/2015 4:03:31 PM]


http://www.ceqanet.ca.gov/Default.htm
http://www.ceqanet.ca.gov/QueryForm.asp

RESOLUTION NO. 727

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF
CRESCENTA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT
ADOPTING A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FOR THE INSTALLATION OF NITRATE REMOVAL TREATMENT FACILITY
FOR WELL 2 AT ORDUNIO RESERVOIR
WHEREAS, Crescenta Valley Water District proposes to re-active Well 2 at Ordunio
Reservoir and install a new Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility for potable water use, hereinafter
referred to as the "project” as defined in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and
the District is the appropriate lead agency for making determinations under CEQA,;

WHEREAS, the construction of the project will include a new 150 gpm pump and
motor, onsite piping, small building, electrical and telemetry system, storm drain line to pump to
waste, and on-site improvements. The project will also include the installation of a nitrate
removal treatment facility which will treat the groundwater below the MCL and remove nitrates
from the VVerdugo Basin;

WHEREAS, an initial study was prepared for the project area and concluded that
temporary noise, traffic, and dust as a result of construction would have a less than significant
effect on the environment; and that the potential impact on the environment associated with the
installation of the new nitrate removal treatment facility will be mitigated to less than significant
through the use of best management practices;

WHEREAS, the District gave notice of intent to adopt a mitigated negative declaration
in accordance with section 15072 of the District’s and the State CEQA guidelines, and provided
a public review period of not less than 30 days, in accordance with section 15073 of the
guidelines starting on August 27, 2015;

WHEREAS, the documents or other material which constitute the record of proceedings
upon which this resolution is based are located at the District office and the custodian of the
documents is the General Manager;

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the District has considered the proposed negative
declaration together with any comments received during the public review process;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Directors of the
Crescenta Valley Water District finds on the basis of the whole record before it (including the
initial study and any comments received), that there is no substantial evidence the project will
have a significant effect on the environment and that the negative declaration reflects the
District’s independent judgment and analysis;

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board of Directors adopts the proposed
negative declaration, and approves the project;

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the General Manager is authorized and directed to
file a Notice of Determination with the County Clerk of Los Angeles County, within five
working days after the adoption of this resolution.



PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED at a Regular Meeting of the Board of Directors
of Crescenta Valley Water District held on October 6, 2015, Resolution No. 727 was adopted by the
following vote:

AYES: Director
Director
Director
Director
Director

NOES:

ATTEST: President, Board of Directors
Crescenta Valley Water District

Secretary of the Board of Directors



CRESCENTA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT
BOARD OF DIRECTORS - STAFF REPORT

Agenda Item No. 5

To: Honorable President and Members of the Board of Directors October 6, 2015
From: David S. Gould. P.E. — District Engineer
Subject: Award of Contract — Engineering Services for Design of CVWD’s Well 2 and

Related Facilities at Ordunio Reservoir, Project E-956

AGENDA ITEM

CVWD’s Well 2 and Related Facilities at Ordunio Reservoir, Project E-956 -
Consideration and motion to authorize the General Manager to enter into an agreement with SA
Associates, Inc. to provide professional engineering services for the design of CVWD’s Well 2
and related facilities at Ordunio Reservoir for a cost of $114,000 and establish a contingency
amount of 11,400 (10% of contract) to cover the cost of unforeseen or additional work.

BACKGROUND:

CVWD has an inactive groundwater well (Well 2) located at CVWD’s Ordunio Reservoir site that was
drilled in 1927, using the cable tool drilling method to 157 feet below ground surface. CVWD’s
records show that Well 2 was in service from 1949 to 1976. However, in 1976, Well 2 was taken out
of service due to the Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) for nitrate being lowered from 90 mg/L to
45 mg/L and the lack of a nitrate removal treatment facility.

CVWD desires to reactivate Well 2 and install a new nitrate removal treatment facility. The project
will utilize a local water resource, increase CVWD’s ability to use its adjudicated rights within the
Verdugo Basin, reduce CVWD’s dependence on imported water from MWD and reduce nitrates levels
within the VVerdugo Basin.

Staff submitted a grant application under the Proposition 84 2015 IRWM Implementation Grant for the
project to the Grant to the Greater Los Angeles County Region (GLAC). The GLAC has approved
CVWD’s grant application and it was sent to the Department of Water Resources (DWR) as part of the
overall grant application for Los Angeles County. DWR will be reviewing the project and will make a
recommendation in November 2015 for submittal of a final project application.

The total grant amount requested by CVWD was $1,815,600 with the IRWM Grant providing 60%
($1,087,500) and CVWD providing 40% ($728,100) of the cost of the project.

DISCUSSION:

Staff will need the assistance of a consulting engineering firm to prepare the construction documents
and coordination with the City of Glendale to re-activate Well 2 and related facilities. Staff prepared a
request for proposal (RFP) for the project that includes the design of a new 150 gpm pump and motor,
onsite piping, small building, electrical and telemetry system, sewer line for well pump to waste, and
on-site improvements. (See attached).

The project also includes the installation of the ARoNite (Autotrophic Reduction of Nitrate) biological
treatment facility which will be designed and installed by APTwater. The consulting engineering firm
will be coordinating the design of the project with APTwater.

Staff sent the RFP to eight consulting firms that provided professional engineering services to CVWD
and other water agencies throughout Southern California. A pre-proposal meeting was held on
September 22, 2015 and was attended by Cannon, Civiltec Engineering, MNS Engineering, and SA
Associates. The scope of work and the project limits were discussed at that meeting.
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Agenda Item No. 5
October 6, 2015

On September 30, 2015, the District received proposal from the following firms.

No. Firm Name Cost
1 SA Associates $114,000
2 Civiltec Engineering, Inc. $117,495
3 Cannon Corporation $179,843
4 MNS Engineers, Inc. $199,763

Staff was contacted by Hazen & Sawyer, Tetra Tech, DMc Engineering, and Dudek, who said that due
to their current workload and time frame, they would not be providing a proposal.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff reviewed each proposal and ranked them based on understanding the project, scope of work,
consultant fee, project experience, project team qualifications, and project schedule.

As shown on the attached ranking chart, it is staff’s recommendation to award a professional
engineering service contract to SA Associates for the design of CVWD’s Well 2 and Related Facilities
at a cost of $114,000. In addition, staff is requesting to establish a contingency amount of 11,400
(10% of contract) to cover the cost of unforeseen or additional work

SA Associates has a good understanding of the project, the project cost and the project schedule, which
met the needs of the District. Staff had worked with SA Associates on the Two Strike Park Recycled
Water Feasibility Study and is familiar with their project team.

Staff will have a design kick-off meeting within the next two weeks, which will lay out the project
schedule and submittal dates. A requirement of the 2015 IRWM Implementation Grant is that
construction should begin by April 2016. It is staff’s goal is to complete the design by late February
2016 and award the construction contract by April 2016.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW:
N/A

FUNDING AVAILABILITY:
There are sufficient funds available in the following account for the project:

Account Description Grant Cost Breakdown
2015 IRWM Implementation Grant for Design $118,000
Amount to be reimbursed from Grant (60%) $70,800
CVWD Costs (40%) $47,200
Not to exceed cost for Engineering Services <$125,400*>
Amount Remaining - included in CVWD’s overall cost project $<7,400>
*Includes 10% Contingency
repared by: Submitted by:
David S. Gould, P.E. Thomas A. Love
District Engineer General Manager

Attachment:

1. RFP for Professional Engineering Services for the Well 2 Design Project
2. Consultant Ranking Chart
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REQUEST FOR PIROPOSAIL

PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES
FOR DESIGN OF CVWD’S WELL No. 2 AND RELATED FACILITIES,
PROJECT E-956

PROPOSAL DUE DATE: September 30, 2015

INTRODUCTION:

Crescenta Valley Water District desires to reactivate its Well 2 and install a nitrate removal treatment
facility at CVWD’s Ordunio Reservoir site located at 4029 Lowell Avenue. The project will utilize a
local water resource, increase CVWD’s ability to pump its adjudicated rights within the Verdugo
Basin, reduce CVWD'’s dependence on imported water from MWD and reduce nitrates levels within
the Verdugo Basin. Well No. 2 was drilled in 1927 and was taken out of service in 1977 due to nitrate
levels above the MCL and lack of a nitrate removal treatment facility.

Well 2 has a capacity of 150 gpm, which is 240 ac-ft/yr and the nitrate levels are between 45 — 50
mg/l. The project will include a new 150 gpm pump and motor, onsite piping, operations building,
electrical and telemetry system, storm drain line to pump to waste, and on-site improvements. The
project will also include the installation of a nitrate removal treatment facility (by APTwater) which
will treat the groundwater below the MCL and remove nitrates from the Verdugo Basin.

CVWD submitted a grant application in August 2015 as part of the Greater Los Angeles County
(GLAC) Region of the Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Group for a Proposition 84,
2015 Integrated Regional Water Management Grant Program. Attached is the grant application for
review.

CVWD received a Proposition 50, Chapter 3, Water Security Grant in 2008 for a new emergency water
supply interconnection with the City of Los Angeles, Department of Water and Power (LADWP),
CVWD and Foothill Municipal Water District (FMWD). The new interconnection, also located at the
Ordunio Reservoir site will be able to provide 2.2 cfs from LADWP to CVWD when Metropolitan
Water District’s (MWD) Weymouth Plant located in La Verne cannot provide imported water due to
local emergencies, natural disasters or major shutdowns of their facilities.

The Ordunio Reservoir site includes a 2.75 MG steel tank that provides water to CVWD’s Zone 2.
There are two booster pumps that move water within Zone 2 from Ordunio Reservoir to Williams
Reservoir. These booster pumps will be upgrade to provide water to LADWP as part of the agreement.
Ordunio Reservoir is controlled by an altitude valve, which opens and closes as the reservoir fills with
water. There is an existing chlorine analyzer that provides chlorine levels to CVWD’s SCADA
system.

A portion of the site is located within the City of Glendale and a portion of the site is located within the
City of Los Angeles and the project will be located within the City of Glendale.

This project will not include the installation of new landscaping or irrigation system. CVWD will
perform this work under another contract and at a later date.
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PROJECT SCOPE OF WORK:

CVWD is seeking a professional engineering firm to design and prepare construction bidding
documents for the installation of the necessary facilities for Well 2 at Ordunio Reservoir. The major
elements of the project include:

Installation of a submersible pump assembly and motor designed per the Preliminary
Recommendations for Final Pumping Rate and Pump Depth Setting for Permanent Pump in
Well No. 2 Report prepared by Richard S. Slade & Associates dated 1/10/07.

Installation of a masonry or pre-fabricated operations building with a concrete pad as shown on
the attached preliminary plan that will include:

A separate room for Motor Control Center and SCADA equipment

A separate room for chlorination system and other treatment chemicals

A separate room to be used as an operations room with a restroom facility

Be architecturally aesthetic to the neighborhood and existing buildings

o Allow for access to Well 2 and existing booster pumps for repairs and maintenance

O 00O

Installation of “carport” type building over the concrete pad with underground piping for the

Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility.

o0 Includes connection to operations building for electrical power, chemical treatment and
SCADA equipment.

o0 Consultant shall coordinate the design with APTwater for the ARoNite Treatment Facility

Installation of a chlorine feed system using a sodium hypochlorite (NaOCI) with metering

pumps, chlorine analyzer and sampling connections for the following disinfection conditions:

o0 Provide chlorination for Well 2 after nitrate removal treatment and before discharging to
Ordunio Reservoir

0 Provide chlorination to Ordunio Reservoir when chlorine levels are below 1 mg/L

o0 Provide “Break-point” chlorination when receiving chloramines from LADWP

Installation of above ground piping to include the following:

o0 Flow meter and flow control valve for Well 2

o0 Piping system to discharge water from Well 2 and the Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility
to sewer

0 Piping connection from the operations building to Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility

o0 Piping connection from the Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility to Ordunio Reservoir

Installation of ground piping include the following:
0 Piping for connection to on-site sewer lateral

o0 Piping for new water service

o0 Piping for new natural gas service

o0 Electrical and Telemetry conduits

Installation of a new Motor Control Center that will replace the existing MCC that will include:

o A variable frequency drive soft start equipment for Well 2 pump

o0 Soft start for the existing booster pumps

o Power demands for the Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility and other existing or proposed
equipment

Coordination with City of Glendale for new electrical service, water service and sewer service.
Coordination with City of Glendale for Building, Grading and Excavation Permits
Coordination with Southern California Gas Company for new natural gas service

Design of a SCADA system for remote monitor and control with radio communications
Asphaltic concrete paving and on-site improvements

RFP-2



PROJECT TASKS

The following is a list of tasks for the project:
1. Design Technical Memorandum

A

moow

Review pump and water quality reports provided by CVWD

Perform utility research of the area to confirm existing utilities

Meet with District Operations staff regarding Operations and SCADA

Meet with design team from APTwater regarding Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility

Provide a technical memorandum with the following:
1) Design parameters for the pump and motor size
2) Design parameters for above ground piping
3) Design parameters for chlorination system
4) Design parameters for Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility
5) 50% design sketches and drawings with site layout
6) Coordination with Glendale for new electrical, water and sewer service including costs
7) Preliminary single-line diagram for electrical power, motor and lighting including total
amps and voltage demand for the entire site
8) Preliminary Process & Instrumentation plans for SCADA system
9) Outline the requirements for the following permits
i.  City of Glendale Public Works
ii.  City of Glendale, Building and Safety

2. 100% and Final Construction Documents

A.

w

nmmoo

Prepare 100% submittal and final submittal of construction drawings for the Well 2 pump, and
motor, on-site piping, operations building, site improvements, MCC Cabinet, Utility
connections, GWP electrical service, SCADA system, and other appurtenances.

Consultant to provide the technical specifications and bid proposal to CVWD, which will be
incorporated into the District's "boiler plate” bidding documents.

Prepare construction cost estimates with cost estimate back-up detail.

Obtain all necessary permits from the City of Glendale.

Coordinate with GWP for any electrical transformer upgrades necessary for the project.
Coordinate connections to the Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility and treatment requirements.

3. Construction Services

A.
B.

C.
D.

Prepare for and attend a pre-bid conference and job-site walk-through for potential contractors.

Provide pre-bid clarifications to bidding contractors and/or suppliers as an addendum, as
necessary.

Review bid proposals and provide recommendations to CVWD.

Provide construction administration services including shop drawing review and consultation

during construction. If further construction administration or inspection is necessary, the
District will request this work under a separate contract.

4. Project Meetings & Submittals
A. Attendance at least five (5) design and bidding project meetings :

1) Kick-off Meeting
2) Preliminary Technical Memorandum
3) 100% Submittal
4) Final Submittal
5) Pre-Bid Meeting
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B. CVWD is requesting the following submittals

1) Design Technical Memorandum with 50% design sketches and drawing
2) 100% Submittal
3) Final Submittal

PROPOSAL REQUIREMENTS:
Scope of Work

The proposal shall include a detailed list itemizing the tasks required to complete a scope of work
addressing all project criteria outlined above. Each task shall include a detailed estimate of man-
hours required to complete each task.

Proposal Fee Schedule

The proposal shall include a "Fee Schedule” outlining all applicable hourly rates and costs for
services. The proposal shall provide a breakdown of fees associated with the project task as
specified above. The proposal shall also include a "not-to exceed" total fee, which shall include all
work necessary to complete the project objective.

Schedule

The proposal shall include a proposed project schedule detailing the time of completion for design
and permitting. The schedule shall include the number of calendar days required to perform each
task and the total number of calendar days required to complete the entire project. CVWD's goal is
to award a contract for construction by April 2016 and to have Well 2 operational and in service by
December 2016. In addition, the schedule should include coordination with APTwater.

Project Experience

The proposal shall include description of comparable projects completed by consultant within past
five (5) years including date completed, location of work, size of project in dollars, names,
addresses, and phone numbers of persons in charge of project, and the name and address of the
public agency or firm for whom the project was constructed.

Consultant's Representative

The proposal shall name a responsible representative, an alternate, and all sub-consultants to
perform the assigned tasks. The chosen consultant's representative will remain responsible and in
charge of all duties from contract negotiations through project completion. If the primary
representative is unable to continue with the project, then the alternate representative will become
the primary representative. The District must approve any other changes in responsible
representative, in advance. The District will have the right to reject other proposed changes in
personnel, and may consider any other changes in responsible personnel a breach of contract.

Professional Service Agreement

The chosen consultant shall be responsible for completing the specified services in accordance with
the District's standard "Professional Services Agreement,” which will be prepared by the District.
Services specified in this agreement shall be taken directly from the consultant's accepted proposal
and from this "Request for Proposal”, if applicable. See attached sample.

Insurance Requirements

The District will require employer’s liability, comprehensive commercial liability insurance, and
errors and omissions insurance coverage for at least $2,000,000 and comprehensive automobile
liability for at least $1,000,000. The District requires that the District be named as additional
insured on the policy and such insurance policy shall not be terminated or canceled without thirty
(30) days prior written notice to the District.
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District Reimbursements

The District normally reimburses consultants for the actual cost (plus 15%) for all outside
expenses, including those for material costs authorized in advance by the District. Other
reasonable expenses will be reimbursed where such costs have been advanced by consultant and
approved by the District.

The chosen consultant shall not be compensated for use of computers, office equipment, hardware,
or software materials. Said costs are not compensated and time expended by consultant's personnel
on such equipment is included within the hourly rate as shown on the consultant's fee schedule.

District's Responsibilities

The District will provide the following to assist the selected consultant with the project and its
completion:

A. Topographic survey of the site location as shown in Attachment A - Site Plan for a base map
B. Reports, plans, and drawings, as available and pertinent to the proposed project.

C. Design criteria, preferred manufacturer’s information, and other technical information, as
available and pertinent to the project.

D. Current operational condition and performance of existing infrastructure pertinent to the
proposed project.

E. Submittal and approval from State Water Resources Control Board — Division of Drinking
Water for amendment to CVWD’s permit.

F.  CVWD will pay of all permit fees.
Proposal Due Date

Please submit one (1) copy of the proposal as a PDF file via e-mail via e-mail by 12:00 pm on
September 30, 2015 to dgould@cvwd.com. Send three (3) copies of the proposal to the attention
of Mr. David S. Gould, District Engineer at Crescenta Valley Water District, 2700 Foothill
Boulevard, La Crescenta CA 91214. If you have any questions or comments, contact Mr. Gould at
(818) 236-41109.
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Crescenta Valley Water District

Design of CVWD’s Well 2 and Related Facilities, Project E-956
Consultant Ranking

Weighted SA Associates Cannon MNS Engineers Civiltec Engineering
Ranking Percent Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score
Score Score Score
Project Concept/ 25% 42 1.05 46 1.15 4.4 1.10 4.0 1.00
Understanding
Scope of Work 15% 4.3 0.65 4.2 0.63 4.1 0.62 35 0.53
Consultant's Fee 20% 45 0.90 35 0.70 3.4 0.68 4.0 0.80
Project Experience 15% 4.0 0.60 45 0.68 4.0 0.60 4.0 0.60
Project Team 15% 40 0.60 45 0.68 40 0.60 4.0 0.60
Quialifications
Project Schedule 10% 4.0 0.40 3.2 0.32 3.7 0.37 4.0 0.40
Final Weighted 100% 4.20 4.15 3.97 3.93
Score
Proposal Cost $114,000 $179,843 $199,763 $117,495

Each consultant's proposal rated 1 - 5 (5 outstanding - 3 average - 1 unsatisfactory) on each category above. Each rating is multiplied by the weighted
average for each category and totaled for the final weighted score.

Categories:

Project Concept/ Understanding - How well the consultant's proposal addressed the needs of the District as outlined in the request for proposal
Scope of Work - How well the consultant showed how its firm would complete the requested tasks
Consultants Fee - How well the consultant's proposal utilized their staff and the costs associated with the proposal

Project Experience - How much previous experience has the consultant on projects similar to this project

Project Team Qualifications - How did the consultant's proposal use its staff and the experience of the individual people involved

Project Schedule - How well did the consultant's proposal address the schedule and completion of the project




CRESCENTA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT
BOARD OF DIRECTORS - STAFF REPORT

Action Item No. 6

To: Honorable President and Members of the Board of Directors October 6, 2015
From: David S. Gould. P.E. — District Engineer
Subject: Award of Contract for Quality Control Inspection Services for Well 16 Building

and Related Facilities, Project E-940

ACTION ITEM:

Well 16 Building and Related Facilities, Project E-940 — Consideration and motion to authorize
the General Manager to enter into an agreement with Cannon Corporation for quality control
inspection services related to the construction of the Well 16 building and related facilities at a cost
of $69,380.

DISCUSSION:

California Building Evaluation & Construction, Inc. (CBEC) began construction of the Well 16
building and related facilities on September 14, 2015 and the anticipated completion date for the entire
project will be December 18, 2015.

CVWD’s Assistant Engineer Christina Olmedo and Construction Inspector Cory Whitman have been
providing construction management and inspection services for this project and the recently completed
pipeline. However, the Engineering Department has other Capital Improvement projects listed below
that are either in the design phase or will be under construction within the next month and will require
the attention of Ms. Olmedo and Mr. Whitman.

1) Ocean View Chlorination Station
2) Fence/Wall at Ordunio Reservoir
3) Pipeline replacements
a. 2600 Block of Harmony
b. 2700 Block of Brookhill
c. 3900 Block of Park PI
d. 2800 Block of Prospect
e. 4400 Block of Glenwood
4) Emergency electrical generator at the Sewer Lift Station

To meet the needs of the District to complete this project and the other capital projects for FY 15/16,
staff has requested a proposal (see attached) from Cannon to provide quality control inspection
services for the remaining time for the Well 16 project. Cannon was the design engineering firm for
the project and has knowledge of the project.

Cannon provided a proposal for quality control inspection services as attached for $69,380. This
includes full-time inspection, daily and weekly reports, responses to request for information,
verification of equipment delivery, coordination with CVWD personnel, coordination with Glendale
and project close-out. Gary Roepke will be the project manager, Patrick Riddell will be the
construction manager, and Jordan Kehoe will be the construction observer.

RECOMMENDATION:

It is staff’s recommendation to authorize the General Manger to enter into an agreement with Cannon
for quality control inspection services at a cost of $69,380 to complete the project. This will relieve
staff to move forward on the remaining capital improvement projects for FY 15/16 and complete Well
16 in December 2015.
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Action Item No. 6
October 6, 2015

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW:

N/A
FUNDING AVAILABILITY:
There are sufficient funds available in the following account for the project:
Account Description Amount
Proposition 84, Drought Relief Grant Request for Construction $1,195,048
Amount to be reimbursed from Grant (75%) $873,298
CVWD Costs (12.5%) $160,875
GWP Cost (12.5%) $160,875
Engineering Services <$108,330>
Pipeline Construction <$363,990>
Quote for Previous Procurements <$264,024>
Building & Facilities Construction <$343,925>
Unforeseen or additional work <$34,300>
Construction Inspection Services <$69,380>
Total Estimated Cost for Design & Construction <$1,183,949>
Amount Remaining for Well 16 Project $11,099
Prepared by: Submitted by:
David S. Gould, P.E. Thomas Love, P.E.
District Engineer General Manager

Attachments:

1. Request for Proposal
2. Proposal from Cannon dated September 29, 2015

g:\management\board meeting staff reports\2015\10-06-15 board memo - e-940 well 16 inspection ac.docx



REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL

QUALITY CONTROL INSPECTION SERVICES
FOR CONSTRUCTION OF WELL 16 FACILITIES
AT 2740 HERMOSA AVE, PROJECT E-931

PROPOSAL DUE DATE: September 30, 2015
INTRODUCTION

The Well 16 Project is a joint project between Crescenta Valley Water District (CVWD) and Glendale
Water & Power (GWP) to activate a groundwater well which was constructed by GWP but was
previously considered unusable due to nitrate contamination. The project will connect the existing
GWP well to CVWD’s Glenwood Nitrate Water Treatment Plant, using an ion-exchange process for
nitrate removal by installing a 400 gpm pump, onsite piping, a small building, electrical and telemetry
system, drain line for waste, and on-site improvements. By partnering to construct this connection,
both CVWD and GWP will share in an additional 484 acre feet per year (AFY) of local groundwater
supply that can now be pumped from the Verdugo Groundwater Basin to meet potable demands.

PROJECT OBJECTIVE

The District requests the services of a consulting firm to provide quality control inspection services in
connection with construction of the Well 16 facilities that will include installation of underground and
above ground piping, grading, overexcavation, installation of concrete building pad, installation of
pump and assembly, installation of a pre-fabricated building. Installation of a new MCC, connection to
the SCADA system, new Glendale Water and Power electrical transformer, landscaping and irrigation
and project start up for the Well 16 project.

1. Construction Services
A. Provide field reports to the District's Project Manager on a weekly basis.

B. Provide on-site field inspection and quality control for all construction activities including
project start up in accordance with the Contract Documents.

C. Observe all deliveries of MCC, switchboard, pump and motor assembly, pre-fabricated
building, and other project materials for conformance to contract documents and shop
drawings.

D. Provide input and recommendations regarding the contractor's construction schedule.

E. Assist District in processing monthly progress pay estimates including review of contractor's
work progress with the District's project manager.

F. Provide guidance and recommendations to the District with respect to the contractor's general
conformance to Contract Documents.

G. Coordination with Glendale Water and Power (GWP) connection to the new GWP meter and
other upgrade necessary for the project.

H. Coordination with City of Glendale for all permits and inspection.
I. Coordinate construction administration and project schedule with District Personnel.
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Project Close-out

A. Observe and coordinate that all testing for the new facility has been successfully completed and
is satisfactory.

Prepare final punch list of deficiencies relative to the project.
Observe contractor's successful completion of all work required by the final punch list.

D. Obtain from the contractor any written documents required by the Contract Documents for
project close-out relative to the MCC replacement and related facilities.

E. Deliver all project records to the District including daily logs and photographs.

O

PROPOSAL REQUIREMENTS:

1.

Scope of Work

The proposal shall include a detailed list itemizing the tasks required to complete a scope of work
addressing all project criteria outlined above. Each task shall include a detailed estimate of man-
hours required to complete each task.

Construction Schedule

The construction schedule for inspection of the project will start on October 7, 2015 and the project
should be completed by December 16, 2015. CVWD staff will be providing inspection services
from September 14, 2015 to October 6, 2015.

Proposal Fee Schedule

The proposal shall include a "Fee Schedule™ outlining all applicable hourly rates and costs for the
inspection services. The proposal shall provide a breakdown of fees associated with the project
task as specified above. The proposal shall also include a "not-to exceed" total fee, which shall
include all work necessary to complete the project objective.

Consultant's Representative

The proposal shall name a responsible representative, an alternate, and all sub-consultants to
perform the assigned tasks. The chosen Consultant's representative will remain in responsible
charge of all duties from contract negotiations through project completion. If the primary
representative is unable to continue with the project, then the alternate representative will become
the primary representative.

The District must approve any other changes in responsible representative, in advance. The
District will have the right to reject other proposed changes in personnel, and may consider any
other changes in responsible personnel a breach of contract.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

1.

Professional Service Agreement

The Consultant shall be responsible for completing the specified services in accordance with the
District's standard "Professional Services Agreement,” which will be prepared by the District.
Services specified in this agreement shall be taken directly from the Consultant's accepted proposal
and from this "Request for Proposal”, if applicable.

Insurance Requirements

The District will require employer’s liability, comprehensive commercial liability insurance, and
errors and omissions insurance coverage for at least $1,000,000 and comprehensive automobile
liability for at least $1,000,000. Also, we required that the District be named as additional insured
on the policy and such insurance policy shall not be terminated or canceled without thirty (30) days
prior written notice to the District.
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3. District Reimbursements

The District normally reimburses consultants for the actual cost (plus 15%) for all outside
expenses, including those for material costs authorized in advance by the District. Other
reasonable expenses will be reimbursed where such costs have been advanced by Consultant and
approved by the District.

The Consultant shall not be compensated for use of computers, office equipment, hardware, or
software materials. Said costs are non-compensable. Time expended by Consultant's personnel on
such equipment shall be paid on an hourly rate based on the Consultant's fee schedule.

PROPOSAL DUE DATE

One (1) copy of the quote should be submitted as a PDF file and emailed to David Gould at
dgould@cvwd.com before 12:00 p.m. Wednesday, September 30, 2015, and originals sent via U.S.
Mail to the Crescenta Valley Water District at 2700 Foothill Boulevard, La Crescenta, California
91214, Attention: David Gould.

\\cvfsxx\data\engineering\e-jobs open\e-940 - rockhaven well (well 16)\building construction\e-940 well 16 inspection rfp.docx
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—

Cannon

September 29, 2015

David S. Gould, PE, District Engineer
Crescenta Valley Water District

2700 Foothill Boulevard

La Crescenta, CA 91214

PROJECT: PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES FOR QUALITY CONTROL INSPECTION
SERVICES FOR CONSTRUCTION OF WELL NO. 16 FACILITIES, PROJECT E-941

Dear Mr. Gould:

We are excited to continue working with you on this project to provide quality control observation
services for the installation of the well and site improvements at the Well No. 16 Plant Site,
located in the City of Glendale (Project E-940). The project generally consists of equipping the
well, installing a new power service and motor control center (MCC), well discharge line, waste
discharge line, and constructing new site improvements including a driveway, fencing, and gate.

As project manager | will oversee the inspection services for this project along with our resident
engineer, Mr. Patrick Riddell, and our construction inspector, Mr. Jordan Kehoe. Cannon’s
extensive history managing project construction efforts will provide the reassurance that your
project is completed as designed, change orders are handled promptly and appropriately,
coordination between the District, Contractor, and permitting agencies occurs, and that the
inspection services contract is well-managed. Mr. Riddell's 15 years of experience working at
Cannon has made him intimately familiar with the construction of complex facilities such as Well
No. 16.

Mr. Kehoe’s experience as a project inspector for the construction of numerous water resource
and energy projects makes him a valuable asset to your project. With his broad range of
engineering experience and exemplary communication skills, Jordan brings the necessary know-
how to be successful as the District’s on-site representative on a day to day basis.

Cannon is currently working on your project and can continue to work with you through its
completion, which is expected in December 2015. Our assigned inspector is committed to
completing this water facility project and will not be changed mid-project.

Cannon has in place the insurance coverage required by the District including Workers’
Comprehensive and Employer’s Liability, Comprehensible Commercial Liability, and Errors and
Omissions. Cannon has no issues with the District's Agreement for Engineering Services or
Reimbursement requirements and we are ready to start the work immediately upon your
authorization

Thank you,

Gary D. Roepke, P.E.
Sr. Principal Engineer
C 48693

11900 West Olympic Blvd., Suite 530
Los Angeles, CA 90064

T 310.664.1166

F 310.664.8877

CannonCorp.us



/” Proposal: Quality Control Inspection Services for

Cannon Construction of Well No. 16 Facilities, Project E-941

ScoPE oF WORK

We have evaluated the District's Request for Proposal, reviewed the project plans, specifications,
and special provisions, and developed a detailed understanding of the overall goals and timing of
the project. Based on this research, we developed the following work program to meet the two
main project objectives of this effort.

Task 1. Construction Services

Cannon will provide the following services for the Well No. 16 under this task:

¢ Provide field reports to the District’s Project Manager on a weekly basis.

e Provide on-site field observation and quality control for construction activities including project
startup in accordance with the Contract Documents (CD’s).

e Observe deliveries of MCC, switchboard, pump and motor assembly, pre-fabricated building,
and other project materials for conformance to CD’s and approved shop drawings.

e Provide input and recommendations regarding contractor’s construction schedule.

o Assist District in processing monthly progress pay estimates including review of contractor’s
work progress with the District’s project manager.

e Provide guidance and recommendations to the District with respect to the contractor’s
general conformance to CD’s.

e Coordination with Glendale Water and Power (GWP) connection to the new GWP meter and
other upgrades necessary for the project.

¢ Coordination with City of Glendale for all permits and inspection.

e Coordinate construction administration and project schedule with District Personnel.

Task 2. Project Close-out

Cannon will provide the following services for the Well No. 16 project under this task:

¢ Observe and coordinate testing for the new facility until successfully and satisfactorily
completed.

e Prepare final punch list of deficiencies relative to the project.

e Observe contractor’s successful and satisfactory completion of work required on the final
punch list.

e Obtain from the contractor written documents required by the CD’s for project close-out
relative to the MCC replacement and related facilities.

o Deliver project records to the District including daily logs and photographs.

SCHEDULE

Cannon understands that construction will take approximately three full months to complete
including the process of submittals and material delivery. According to the most current schedule,
the work is expected to be completed about the middle of December 2015. As stated in the RFP,
the District’s inspector will be covering the project from the beginning through October 6, 2015
after which we will be on-site. The estimated total cost to provide full-time field observation and
project oversight, as described above, at prevailing wage rates is $69,380 as shown in the
attached staffing plan and cost estimate table.

Please note that the estimated total cost mentioned above is based on the current construction
schedule. If the contractor is able to complete the work in less time, Cannon will bill less, and if
the contractor requires additional time to complete the project, Cannon will submit an additional
service agreement (ASA) to the District’'s Project Manager for approval prior to charging more
time to the project.
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Cresenta Valley Water District
Quality Control Inspection Services for Construction of Well 16 Facilities

Staffing Plan and Cost Estimate

Cannon

11900 West Olympic Blvd., Suite 530
Los Angeles, CA 90064
310-664-1166

Phase Role Name Rate 2015 Est. Estimated
Jan | Feb | Mar | Apr | May| Jun | Jul | Aug| Sep | Oct [ Nov | Dec | Hours Cost
Construction
Project Manager Gary Roepke, P.E.| $180 16 | 12 | 12 40 $7,200
Resident Engineer Pat Riddell, P.E.| $155 16 8 8 32 $4,960
Inspector Jordan Kehoe, E.I.T.| $120 1441 152 | 96 392 $47,040
Project Coordinator Sandy Hodge $70 12 [ 12 | 12 36 $2,520
Post-Construction
Project Manager Gary Roepke, P.E.| $180 8 8 $1,440
Resident Engineer Pat Riddell, P.E.|] $155 8 8 $1,240
Inspector Jordan Kehoe, E.I.T.| $120 16 16 $1,920
Project Coordinator Sandy Hodge $70 8 8 $560
0
Total Estimated Hours 188 | 184 | 168 540
Total Estimated Cost of Labor $66,880
Direct Expenses
Description Basis Estimated
Cost
Reimbursables Mileage $2,500
Total Estimated Direct Expenses $2,500

Total Estimated Cost of CM Services|

$69,380










ACCT/CUSIP PURCHASE

CRESCENTA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT
INVESTMENT PORTFOLIO SUMMARY
October 2, 2015

*FACE INVESTMENT % OF *MARKET MATURITY DATE EARNED  YIELD TO

INVESTMENT TYPE I.D. NO. DATE VALUE COST TOTAL VALUE DATE CALLABLE TODATE MATURITY
GENERAL FUNDS

GENERAL FUND-SWEEP ACCOUNT 0631-525246 $ 33,790 $ 33,790 0.20% $ 33,790 none n/a $ 11 0.02%
GREAT PACIFIC SECURITIES GPC-804452 $ 1,774,372 $ 1,774,372 10.34% $ 1,774,372 none n/a $ 8 0.02%
BOND DEBT SERVICE FUND 6948-331525 $ 254,483 $ 254,483 1.48% $ 254,483 none n/a $ 16 0.06%
LOCAL AGENCY INVESTMENT FUND 90-19-007 $ 1,248,885 $ 1,248,885 7.27% $ 1,248,885 none n/a $ 1,000 0.28% Mar 2015
TRANSFER FROM MTBE RESERVE $ 2,000,000 $ 2,000,000 11.65% $ 2,000,000
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT (78) 3133EAZN1 7/17/2012 $ 500,000 $ 500,000 291% $ 499,460 7/24/2020 10/24/2012 $ 1,563 1.84%
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT (81) 3133EAYP7 9/11/2012 $ 1,000,000 $ 1,005,220 5.86% $ 975,290  7/19/2022 n/a $ 3,312 1.95%
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT (83) 3133EAY28 10/9/2012 $ 500,000 $ 502,885 2.93% $ 499,510 9/21/2017 n/a $ 705 0.71%
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT (86) 3133EC4L5 11/15/2012 $ 1,000,000 $ 1,002,300 5.84% $ 981,350 11/23/2021 n/a $ 2,735 1.58%
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT (87) 3133EC4Y7 11/19/2012 $ 500,000 $ 500,000 291% $ 499,700 11/27/2017 n/a $ 790 0.93%
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT (96) 3133EENMS8 2/2/2015 $ 1,000,000 $ 1,001,790 584% $ 960,666 2/6/2025 n/a $ 3,669 2.14%
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT (97) 3133EENMS8 2/9/2015 $ 1,270,000 $ 1,245,289 7.25% $ 1,222,665 2/6/2025 n/a $ 4,660 2.38%

$11,081,531 $ 11,069,015 $ 10,950,172 $ 18,469

Yield on investments including LAIF but not cash accounts 1.48%
Yield on investments not including LAIF or cash accounts 1.65%
CONSTRUCTION FUNDS

COPS RESERVE FUND 108614000 $ 617,077 $ 617,077 3.59% $ 617,367 none n/a $ 20 0.02%

$ 617,077 $ 617,077 $ 617,367 $ 20

MTBE CONTINGENCY FUNDS

LOCAL AGENCY INVESTMENT FUND 90-19-007 $ 826,489 $ 826,489 481% $ 826,489 none n/a $ - 0.28% Mar 2015
GREAT PACIFIC SECURITIES GPC-003670 $ 1,778,757 $ 1,778,757 10.36% $ 1,778,757 none n/a $ - 0.02%
TRANSFER TO WATER RESERVE $ (2,000,000) $ (2,000,000) -11.65% $ (2,000,000)
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT (M-35) 3133EDWX6 2/3/2015 $ 800,000 $ 849,960 495% $ 821,016  10/7/2024 n/a $ 4,943 2.19%
US TREASURY (M-36) 912828327 2/6/2015 $ 1,000,000 $ 1,011,800 5.89% $ 982,490 2/15/2025 n/a $ 3,397 2.00%
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT (M-38A) 3133EEWP1 4/22/2015 $ 1,000,000 $ 996,470 5.80% $ 982,780 4/1/2025 n/a $ 4,026 2.41%
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT (M-38B) 3133EEWP1 4/23/2015 $ 1,000,000 $ 999,110 5.82% $ 982,780 4/1/2025 n/a $ 4,026 2.38%
US TREASURY (M-39A) SOLD 912828K58 4/27/2015 $ - $ - 0.00% $ - 4/30/2020 n/a $ 2,336 1.38%
US TREASURY (M-40) 912828327 4/27/2015 $ 1,000,000 $ 1,008,892 5.88% $ 982,490 2/15/2025 n/a $ 3,397 1.90%

$ 5,405,246 $ 5,471,478 $ 5,356,802 $ 22,125
TOTAL INVESTMENTS $17,103,855 $ 17,157,570 $ 16,924,342 $ 40,614
CASH- PAYROLL ACCOUNT 0948-024724 $ 9,662 $ 9,662 0.06% $ 9,662
TOTAL CASH AND INVESTMENTS $17,113,517 $17,167,233 100% $ 16,934,004 $ 40,614 1.22%

$ (233,519) ***Unrealized Gain/(Loss) on Investments

| certify that this report accurately reflects all pooled investments and is in compliance with California Government Code Sections 5922 & 53601 as

amended on 1/1/97; are currently in conformity with the investment policy as stated in Resolution No. 722 adopted on December 9, 2014.

As Treasurer of the Crescenta Valley Water District, I, Ron L. Mitchell hereby certify that sufficient investment liquidity and anticipated revenues are available
to meet one year of estimated expenditures for the operations of Crescenta Valley Water District.

*Value at investment maturity date.

***Reported in compliance with GASB Standard No. 31, effective July 1, 1997, the "fair value" adjustment necessary between cost and market value.

Water
Wastewater
Total Funds

$11,713,566.65
$17,167,305.81

Ron L. Mitchell, Secretary-Treasurer, CVWD

Date




CRESCENTA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT

BOARD OF DIRECTORS - STAFF REPORT
October 6, 2015

Staff Report
To: Honorable President and Members of the Board of Directors
From: Thomas A. Love, General Manager
Subject: General Managers Report

Water Conservation

The Crescenta Valley community continues to exceed the State mandated water conservation goal
of 24%. The State Water Resources Control Board has issued clarification on compliance and
enforcement. Compliance will be determined on a cumulative basis not month by month.

September water production was 3.22 million gallons per day (MGD) compared with 4.98 MGD
in 2013 representing a 35% reduction in water use. Cumulative water consumption June to
September was 3.44 MGD compared with the conservation target of 3.76 MGD.

CVWD Water Conservation
September 2015
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Budget Impacts

Revenue impacts resulting from the increased water conservation are being monitored closely.
The following chart shows budgeted, projected and actual water sales revenue. As expected
water sales revenue is less than budgeted. Actual water sales revenue for July through August is
$178,000 less than budgeted; this is partially offset by an estimated reduction of power and
purchased water expense of $130,000. Staff has identified an additional $175,000 of operational
expense reductions. A detailed summary of projected revenue impacts and expense reduction
measures will be provided when the first quarter financial report is available.

Staffing
This month there is one anniversary: Jim Halaszynski has been with the District for 18 years.

As of October 1%, the district has worked 479 days without a lost time accident. On September
23" one employee returned to work from extended medical leave. At the present time one
employee is on extended medical leave, with an expected to return to work within 2 months.

September General Manager Meetings:

September 2" Governors Drought Task Force (Huntington Library)
September 3" CVWD Safety Lunch

September 13-15 WateReuse Conference

September 16" FMWD Finance Committee

September 17" La Crescenta Town Council

September 18" ACWA Region 9 Drought Workshop

September 19" Pancake Breakfast

September 24" FMWD Managers Meeting

September 28" FMWD Board Meeting

September 30" PWAG



CRESCENTA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT

BOARD OF DIRECTORS - STAFF REPORT
October 6, 2015

Staff Report
To: Honorable President and Members of the Board of Directors
From: David S. Gould. P.E. — District Engineer
Subject: District Engineer — Staff Report
1. Water Production Report
e Sept1-30- Water Production — 49%/ 51% split — 96.6 MG for the time period.
Average use — 26.2% less than 2014 and 33.0% less than 5-yr average
SWRCB Conservation — 30.6% less than June 2013 — Feb 2014 period
2. Rainfall Update
. 2.00” for September 2015
. Rainfall total for Rainfall Year 2014/15 — 14.28"
3. Report on Engineering

e CIP Projects
0 Ocean View Chlorination Project

= Building
= Mobilization — Early November 2015
= Treatment Equipment — Shop Drawing Review
= Electrical Work — Finalizing design
= Site Work for CVWD crews — Scheduled for late October 2015

0 Pipeline Projects — Under Design
= 2600 Block of Harmony PI, 2700 Block of Brookhill, 3900 Block of Park Pl
= 2800 Block of Prospect & 4400 Block of Glenwood
0 Well 16 — Pipeline & Building
= Building & Facilities
= Under Construction
0 Pickens Canyon Slope Repair
= Staff met with property owners
= Working on Access Agreements
= Erosion Control Plan
e Construction Documents - Complete
Advertise for Bid - October 5, 2015
Bid Opening - October 21, 2015
Start Construction — November 9, 2015
AMEC - Inspection Services

e Water and Wastewater Cost of Service Study
o0 Kickoff meeting — October 7, 2015

e Crescenta Valley County Park Stormwater Recharge Facility Study
= Preliminary Report — 45% complete

¢ Nitrate Removal Treatment Facility at Well 2 Project

= Grant Application - Preliminary approval — November 2015
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District Engineer — Staff Report
October 6, 2015

e ULARA
= Administrative Committee Meeting — October 21, 2015

e La Canada Flintridge — Water Committee

= No Report
e Water Meter Replacement Program

= FY 15/16 water meter replacement program — Replaced 97 meters to date
4. Report on Administrative and Field Operations
e Wells - Status
= Well production capacity was averaging 2.0 MGD for September
e FEMWD — Shutdown:
= QOctober 7 to October 8, 2015 to repair a broke valve.
5. Field Maintenance & Operations — Sept 11 — 30, 2015

=  Water lateral leaks & repairs
2336 Henrietta
5112 Pennsylvania
2565 Evelyn
3106 Harmony
3126 Orange
2951 Fairmount
2535 Community
2950 Mayfield
4909 Caminito Ln
2737 Alabama
4405 Ramsdell
=  Water Main Leaks
= Ramsdell & Mayfield Ave

=  Sewer Maintenance

= 2500 block of Piedmont Hermosa, Manhattan & Del Mar
3900 - 4000 blocks of Rosemont
3900 - 4000 blocks of Sunset
2300 — 2400 blocks of Montrose (north and south sides)
2400 block of Florencita,

\\CVFSXX\data\Engineering\Eng Board Report\2015\100615 Eng & Ops Staff Report.docx



CRESCENTA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT

WATER PRODUCTION REPORT
September 1 - September 30 2015

Well Production:
Gravity Production:
Purchased Water:

FMWOD:

City of Glendale:

TOTAL:

Glenwood Nitrate Water

Reclamation Plant:*

45,772,600 Gals
1,518,500 Gals
49,267,500 Gals
0 Gals
96,558,600 Gals
296.33 ac-ft
3,111,595

% GW 49%

% Import 51%

*Included in Well Production

WATER DEMAND COMPARISON

2015/16 Fiscal Year Water Production

Water Rights

Tier 2 Allocation

. . Average Daily | Percentage
Average Daily Usage (gals Current Period Change
9 y ge (gals) 9 Usage (gals) Change
September 1, 2015 - September 30, 2015 3,290,865
September 1, 2014 - September 30, 2014 4,458,312 -26.2%
5-yr Average - September 2010 - 2014 4,910,410 -33.0%
SWRCB CONSERVATION REGULATIONS 3.439 131
June 1, 2015 through Feb 29, 2016
BASELINE CONSERVATION 4,958,051 -30.6%
June 1, 2013 through Feb 28, 2014
RAINFALL: September 1 - September 30, 2015 2.00"
Season-To-Date: 14.28"
Groundwater Production Purchased Water Production FMWD

Water Supply Allocation Plan

1) Blue Numbers - Estimate Total Water Production

Actual Total Projected Imported Imported
Water Total Water WeII. Water Month Water
Month . . Month Production Month . (July 15 - .
Production | Production (ac-ft) Production June 16) Production
(ac-ft) (ac-ft) (ac-ft) (ac-ft)
July 315 380 October 212 January 127 July 161
August 344 360 November 191 February 119 August 176
September 296 345 December 159 March 150 September 151
October 315 January 175 April 138 October 110
November 265 February 147 May 136 November 60
December 265 March 189 June 154 December 60
January 265 April 184 July 161 January 60
February 265 May 152 August 176 February 60
March 310 June 159 September 151 March 65
April 335 July 154 October April 80
May 365 August 168 November May 100
June 375 September 145 December June 110
Total to Date 955 1,085 Total to Date 2,035 Total to Date 1,313 Total to Date 1,193
Projected 3,764 3,845 Water Rights 3,294 Tier 2 2,154 WSAP 2,009
% of Projected 24.8% 28.2% % of Rights 62% % of Allocation 61% % of Allocation 59%
Remaining 2,890 2,760 Remaining 1,259 Remaining 841 Remaining 816
NOTE:




Monthly Rainfall - 1970/71 - 2014/15 (Oct.- Sept.)

Monthly Avg. Rainfall

for Sept. - 0.42"
Sept. 2015 Rainfall -

2014/15 Total Rainfall from

Oct.- Sept. 14.28"
38% Below Annual Average Rainfall to Date

2.00"

Annual Average

Rainfall
Oct. to Sept. -
23.00"

\

o A
Sl @ «o,%\«
N r@ NN\

® A
SO
Q"D '3 0\ S

Rainfall Year

%) A P > P S Q) Q VR RN\
n,\“’ u\“’ga\“’%e\“’@\‘b ¥ Q,o,\ Qs\‘g«\‘gw\‘gn,\ op op\ Qe\‘*’ «\‘° of Qo,\%g\%«\“@\“ ¥ @ ¥ Q\ Q«\%q,\ Qo,\\g\ ,\«\" OYONC)
P E P E PSS E PSR E FF TS ST S S S S S S 4 1S oS S

Revised Date: 10/2/2015

60

56

52

48

44

40

36

20

16

- 12















CRESCENTA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT
BOARD OF DIRECTORS - STAFF REPORT

October 6th, 2015
Staff Report

To: Honorable President and Members of the Board of Directors
From: Mark E. Hass — District Technology Manager
Subject: Staff Report — Wastewater Diverter Communications S-953

Review of completed project S-953 Diverter Valve Communications Upgrade

Background and Purpose of Wastewater Capital Job S-953

The wastewater diverter valve is a large “Plug” valve located on the boundary of Los Angeles and
Glendale at the termination of the Districts wastewater piping network. Typical use is in a position that routes the
Districts sewer flow to the Glendale Treatment Plant under normal conditions. The diverter’s second position
facilitates flow diversion to the Hyperion Treatment Plant in Los Angeles.  The valve is used nightly during
Nitrate treatment process during discharge of “Brine”. The Districts Nitrate treatment plant will pump the Brine
mixture to sewer and the logic in the control systems request a change in flow path to send the Brine to Hyperion.
Upon completion of this process the diverter valve is returned to the default position sending wastewater to
Glendale for treatment.

Communications between the Glenwood plant and the local valve controls have historically travelled over a
leased line from AT&T. Due to the age and nature of this technology, communications have degraded and
required staff attention and additional time to keep remote controls and status available. Without stable
communications an operator would need to be deployed twice during a cycle to manually actuate the valve
located far outside the District. The treatment discharges typically happens after 10pm which is problematic and
costly.

S-953 — Engineer and integrate a stable and cost effective replacement for the failing circuit

Due to the nature of the Districts PLCs and current telemetry systems options are narrow when trying to
leverage newer technologies without realizing additional expenses to bridge the new solution and the older
equipment. The budget for S-953 was $20,000. Standard solutions with integration to our current equipment
returned estimates averaging two times the assigned budget. Staff continued to look for methods of leveraging
solid technology and finding a more reasonable integration cost. A technical issue with this asset being out of
range of standard wireless solutions limited District maintained options such as the 900mhz SCADA system
typically uses.



The final solution was provided by Wunderlich-Malec at a cost of $8670 plus about $2000 of District deliverables
and labor.

After extensive testing and some modifications staff and Wunderlich-Malec have integrated a new PLC controlled
solution that leverages SMS texting for controls and status communications of the wastewater diverter valve.
Controls are very stable and reliable. We are also afforded additional options for notification outside the SCADA
system as a redundancy for this site.

The legacy circuit is now offline and cancelled. The Districts expense going forward is half of the previous $120
per month for this asset. The District also has realized a savings in man hours for operators and technical staff by
deploying this modern equipment for this process.
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