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

    

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

    

 
Setting 
Land use at the project area and nearby vicinity is predominantly open space, interspersed with 
industrial facilities, recreational uses, and transportation infrastructure.  Land use at the project 
area is under the jurisdiction of the County of San Bernardino and BLM.  The 100-acre parcel 
developed with the existing IM No. 3 water treatment plant and related facilities may be subject 
to local land-use regulations of the County of San Bernardino.  Areas surrounding the 100-acre 
PG&E parcel are federally owned or managed and are not subject to County land-use control. 
Land-use approvals in these areas are subject to the management considerations of the BLM. 

The County of San Bernardino General Plan (1989) designates the 100-acre PG&E parcel as 
Resource Conservation (RC).  This land-use classification provides for the cultivation of crops 
and other farm-related activities.  Pursuant to the County of San Bernardino Development 
Code, additional uses are allowed in areas designated “Resource Conservation,” subject to 
issuance of a Department Review/Conditional Use Permit.  Such additional uses are specified 
in Section 84.0410 of the County Development Code and include, but are not limited to, gas 
pressure control stations, water treatment plants, water storage tanks, and hazardous waste 
operations (treatment, incineration, recycling, storage, transfer, residual repository and land 
disposal facilities).  The IM No. 3 system was approved by the County of San Bernardino in a 
Departmental Review (DS1455-257/2004/DR01), effective September 21, 2004.  BLM approval 
was provided in the September 2004 Action Memorandum previously mentioned in accordance 
with the management considerations of that agency. 

The project is located near an area of the Colorado River floodplain within the planning area of 
the Lower Colorado River Multi-species Conservation Program, which extends from Lake Mead 
north of Topock down to the border with Mexico in the south.  The Multi-species Conservation 
Program is applicable primarily to flood control operations undertaken by the Bureau of 
Reclamation and other public agencies.  Ongoing IM No. 3 operation, including groundwater 
injection, does not conflict with this program. 
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Impacts 
No change to the existing land use or related operational activities would result from renewal of 
the WDRs. No land use impacts would result.  
 
X. MINERAL RESOURCES -- Would 
the project: 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 Less Than 

Significant with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

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

    

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

    

 
Setting 
The geology at the project site is not known to support mineral resources of value.  The project 
area is not designated by the County of San Bernardino as a known mineral resource. 

Impacts 
No known mineral resources occur at the project site.  Renewal of the WDRs would not result in 
any impact to mineral resources. 

 
 
XI. NOISE -- Would the project result in: 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 Less Than 

Significant with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

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

    

 
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of 
excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? 
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c) A substantial permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity 
above levels existing without the project? 

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

 
Setting 
Existing stationary noise sources at the project vicinity include the Topock Compressor Station 
facilities and the existing IM No. 3 treatment plant.  Mobile noise sources include vehicles on 
Interstate 40 and trains along the BNSF rail line.  Limited vehicle noise is generated primarily 
along the access routes during the transport of supplies and waste associated with IM No. 3 
operations.  Recreational off-highway vehicle (OHV) activity on BLM-managed lands is also a 
mobile noise source.  Other noise sources include boating and watercraft activity on the 
Colorado River.  On-going groundwater monitoring generates noise related to use of ATVs, 
small trucks, and generators.  The project is not located within an airport land-use plan or in the 
vicinity of a private airstrip. 

Noise standards of the County of San Bernardino are specified in Section 87.0905(b) of the 
Development Code.  Typical outdoor noise standards from stationary sources range from 55 
dB(A)5 for residential land uses to 70 dB(A) for industrial uses.  Noise standards are also 
applicable to mobile sources and vary based on the adjacent land uses; any exceedance of the 
prescribed noise levels is required to be mitigated accordingly.  County noise standards are 
generally applicable to developed land uses, which are limited primarily to the recreational and 
                                                           
5 dB(A) refers to the sound pressure level, which is measured in decibels on a sound level meter using the A-
weighting filter network. The A-weighting filter de-emphasizes the very low and very high frequency components of 
the sound, placing greater emphasis on those frequencies within the sensitivity range of the human ear. 
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short-term residential uses at Moabi Regional Park northwest of the project.  Noise generated at 
the IM No. 3 water treatment plant is substantially attenuated at Moabi Regional Park due to 
the approximately 0.5-mile distance and varied topography between these two areas. 

Impacts  
No changes to the IM No. 3 facilities or operations would occur as a result of renewal of the 
WDRs.  Therefore, no change to the existing noise environment is anticipated, and no impact 
would result from renewal of the WDRs. 

 
 
XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING -- 
Would the project: 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 Less Than 

Significant with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

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

    

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

    

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

    

 
Setting  
The immediate project area is unpopulated and contains no housing.  Approximately 0.5 mile 
northwest of the existing IM No. 3 facilities is Moabi Regional Park, which includes 
approximately 35 recreational vehicle sites and allows for long-term winter stays of up to 5 
months.  The Topock Marina is located east of the project across the Colorado River in Arizona 
and includes a mobile home park.  A few additional homes are located in the vicinity of the 
Topock Marina. 

Impacts 
Ongoing injection of treated water from IM No. 3 operations would not affect existing housing 
in the project vicinity.  Continued injection of groundwater at the project site would not induce 



CEQA Initial Study 
Environmental Checklist Form 

 

 
envcheck.wpd-12/30/98       30 

or facilitate population growth.  No impacts to population or housing would result from the 
renewal of the WDRs. 

 
 
XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 Less Than 

Significant with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

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

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
Fire protection?     

 
Police protection?     

 
Schools?     

 
Parks?     

 
Other public facilities?     

 
Setting 

The project is located within a rural environment; public services are generally commensurate 
with the land uses and population density at the project site and surrounding areas.  Public 
services at the project site are provided primarily through the County of San Bernardino.  

Impacts 

Continued operations resulting from renewal of the WDRs would not change from existing 
operations.  The design of the existing IM No. 3 facilities, including roads providing access to 
the project, reflects the emergency access requirements of the County of San Bernardino.  No 
impacts to public services would result from renewal of the WDRs.  
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XIV. RECREATION -- 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 Less Than 

Significant with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

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

    

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

    

 
Setting  

No recreational facilities are located at the project site.  Nearby lands managed by the BLM do 
not include any formal recreation facilities, but support recreational activities that include OHV 
activity.  Various recreational facilities are located in the project vicinity.  East of the project, the 
Colorado River is a popular destination for water-related recreational activity.  Nearby Moabi 
Regional Park and the Topock Marina provide facilities such as boat ramps and docks, which 
support recreational activity on the river.  The United States Fish and Wildlife Service HNWR 
lands provide both water and terrestrial recreational opportunities in the project vicinity.  

Impacts 

Renewal of the WDRs would not increase demand for recreational facilities or otherwise affect 
recreational activity in the project vicinity.  No impact would result. 
 
XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC -- 
Would the project: 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 Less Than 

Significant with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Cause an increase in traffic which is 
substantial in relation to the existing 
traffic load and capacity of the street 
system (i.e., result in a substantial 
increase in either the number of vehicle 
trips, the volume to capacity ratio on 
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roads, or congestion at intersections)? 
 
b) Exceed, either individually or 
cumulatively, a level of service standard 
established by the county congestion 
management agency for designated 
roads or highways? 

    

 
c) Result in a change in air traffic 
patterns, including either an increase in 
traffic levels or a change in location that 
results in substantial safety risks? 

    

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

    

 
e) Result in inadequate emergency 
access? 

    

 
f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?     
 
g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, 
or programs supporting alternative 
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle 
racks)? 

    

 
Setting  

Access to the project is provided from the Park Moabi Road exit of Interstate 40.  Park Moabi 
Road is a two-lane paved facility that becomes National Trails Highway at the entrance to 
Moabi Regional Park.  National Trails Highway continues in an east-west direction and then 
continues in a north-south direction along the floodplain of the Colorado River.  Access to the 
existing IM No. 3 treatment plant from the west is provided by the historic alignment of Route 
66, which extends off of Park Moabi Road.  Eastern access is provided off National Trails 
Highway along an unnamed access road. Various unimproved roads traverse the project 
vicinity.  

Traffic volumes at the project vicinity reflect the predominantly rural character of the area.  
Traffic is generated through ongoing operation of the IM No. 3 treatment plant, the most 
substantial of which is the approximately 26 truckloads per week of brine waste hauled from 
the treatment plant to an off-site facility in Los Angeles.  Additional traffic associated with 
ongoing IM No. 3 operations relates to the transport of staff, materials, and waste, and 
maintenance vehicle activity.  Adequate parking is provided for staff and visitors at the Topock 
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Compressor Station and at the IM No. 3 treatment plant.  Informal parking is provided at the 
MW-20 bench to accommodate site visitors. 

The San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) has developed the Congestion 
Management Program for San Bernardino County (SANBAG 2001).  However, the project is located 
in a rural area, which is reflected in the traffic patterns on local roadways (i.e., minimal traffic 
congestion).  No roadway or intersection in the project vicinity is subject to an established 
standard for level of service. 

Impacts 
Renewal of the WDRs would not result in any change to the IM No. 3 facilities or operations, 
including any changes to roadway design or traffic levels.  No transportation or traffic impacts 
would result.6  

XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE 
SYSTEMS --  Would the project: 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 Less Than 

Significant with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

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

    

b) Require or result in the construction 
of new water or wastewater treatment 
facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

    

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

    

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

    

                                                           
6  As previously mentioned in footnote 4, supra, a decision not to renew the WDRs would require implementing 
some other means for disposing of the treated water from the IM No. 3 water treatment plant.  Trucking of the 
treated water to an offsite disposal facility, the most likely means for managing the treated water, would create 
significant impacts on existing traffic levels and traffic safety since the volume of treated water generated would 
require the use of up to 300 truckloads per week. 
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needed? 

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

    

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

    

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

    

 
Setting 
The IM No. 3 injection operations are currently operating in accordance with WDR Order No. 
R7-2004-103 issued by the Regional Board in October 13, 2004.  The WDRs specify effluent 
limitations, prohibitions, specifications, and provisions for subsurface injection.  The effluent 
limitations apply to Cr(VI), total chromium, and pH.  Additionally, effluent must not contain 
heavy metals, chemicals, pesticides, or other constituents in concentrations toxic to human 
health.  Water extracted for project operations is within the existing PG&E water rights 
allocation from the Colorado River and associated groundwater basin.  The majority of 
extracted water is injected following treatment, in accordance with WDR Order No. R7-2004-
103.  Wastes generated from treatment system operations include solid waste (sludge) and 
reverse osmosis concentrate (brine).  These waste streams are characterized and disposed of at a 
permitted off-site facility.  

Impacts 

Renewal of the WDRs would not result in the construction of new facilities.  Thus, no 
construction-related impacts would result.  Continued operations resulting from renewal of the 
WDRs would not change from existing operations.  PG&E maintains rights to allocated 
amounts of water from the Colorado River and the nearby groundwater basin.  Renewal of the 
WDRs would not require new or expanded entitlements.  IM No. 3 operations since startup in 
July 2005 have not exceeded the effluent standards established in WDR Order No. R7-2004-103. 
 Standards in the renewed WDRs are expected to be similar to current standards.  Based on past 
IM No. 3 monitoring and reporting, ongoing operations are not expected to exceed WDR 
requirements.  
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XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
SIGNIFICANCE -- 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 Less Than 

Significant with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

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

    

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

    

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

    

 
Discussion 
Ongoing IM No. 3 activities occur in proximity to archeological resources and use portions of 
historic Route 66.  As discussed previously under Section V (Cultural Resources), IM No. 3 
operations are subject to a Cultural Resources Management Plan, which provides measures for 
the protection of cultural resources.  This includes existing structural protection of the historic 
fabric of Route 66.  The renewal of the WDRs will result in no change to existing conditions. 

Renewal of the WDRs would have no impact on fish species.  Because no new facilities would 
be developed as a result of renewal of the WDRs, no disturbance to biological habitat is 
expected.  Recent surveys of the project area (CH2M HILL 2005a) indicate no desert tortoises or 
other sensitive species are present in the nearby area.  
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The existing IM No. 3 system is a component of ongoing investigative and interim remedial 
measures associated with the Topock Compressor Station.  Other related projects at the Topock 
Compressor Station vicinity include groundwater monitoring activities conducted at wells 
located throughout the project area and concentrated on the floodplain of the Colorado River.  
In addition, an in-situ pilot study is underway in a floodplain area of the Colorado River 
directly east of the MW-20 bench to determine the viability of this particular method of 
chromium remediation.  In-situ floodplain facilities include groundwater wells clustered in an 
approximately 0.25-acre area of the floodplain.  

Future investigative activities at the site may include additional groundwater well installation 
and monitoring activities, soil sampling activities, and an additional in-situ pilot study in an 
upland location.  These investigative activities will culminate in the formulation and 
implementation of a final cleanup remedy for the site.  The parameters of the final remedy are 
not currently known, and an assessment of the environmental impacts would be speculative at 
this time.  

All activities at the site are subject to the management considerations of the BLM, HNWR, 
DTSC, and other agencies with full or partial jurisdiction at the project site (e.g., California 
Department of Fish and Game, San Bernardino County).  The measures applied to on-going 
investigative and interim remedial activities, as well as future activities, will serve to limit 
adverse environmental impacts.  Because no new facilities or activities would result from 
renewal of the WDRs and, because existing IM No. 3 operations would not change, no adverse 
impacts are anticipated.  Therefore, no cumulative impacts would result from WDR renewal.  

IM No. 3 operations include the removal of chromium from groundwater.  Ongoing operations 
resulting from renewal of the WDRs would not cause an adverse effect on human beings.  
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